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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

Purpose 
The purpose of the Ranelagh Estate CMP is to: 

Prepare a historical and physical analysis of the 1924 Griffin/Tuxen designed estate. 

Assess the cultural significance of the Ranelagh Estate and the relative contribution of its 
components to its significance at state and local levels. 

Develop conservation policies and a management strategy to guide the future conservation, 
use and development of the Ranelagh Estate in a manner that minimises impact on its 
significance. 

Assist local residents and land managers to manage the values of the Estate in a co-ordinated 
manner and in accordance with heritage best-practice 

Identify opportunities for the interpretation and presentation of the Estate to locals and 
visitors. 

Approach and methodology 
The Ranelagh Estate CMP was prepared in accordance with The Burra Charter: the Australia 
ICOMOS Charter for Places of Cultural Significance (1999) and its guidelines. It has involved 
the gathering of site, documentary and oral evidence, holding community workshops, 
confirmation of significance, and the development of policies. The key steps in the study 
process are shown in Figure 1, Section 1.5 Project Methodology. 

The method also responds to the brief for the CMP prepared by Mornington Peninsula 
Shire Council (MPSC) with assistance from the Ranelagh Advisory Group (RAG), a 
committee comprising representatives of the Estate’s land managers and local interest 
groups. The group prepared an issues paper identifying the management issues relevant to 
the public areas within the estate, with particular focus on each of the reserves.  

The key stages in the project may be summarized as: 

Scoping: confirming project methodology and process of community engagement in the 
project (refer to Volume 6 for further detail). 

Physical analysis, history, community workshops and assessment of significance (Chapters 
2, 3 & 4 and Appendix A for results of community workshops) 

Developing policy context, vision and detailed policies (Chapters 5,6 & 7) 

Developing implementation strategies and identifying priority actions (Chapter 8) 
The RNE criteria and the Heritage Council of Victoria criteria were used in the assessment of 
significance. In accordance with the Brief, the thresholds of State and Local significance have 
been used as the basis for assessing the significance of the Ranelagh Estate. 

Scope 
The scope of the Ranelagh Estate CMP is limited to the historic (non-indigenous) cultural 
heritage of the place. Some information on indigenous cultural heritage and natural heritage 
values is included in the historical overview and physical analysis, in order to better understand 
the range of heritage values embodied by the Ranelagh Estate. It is acknowledged that other 
management documents will be required to fully address the range of management issues 
related to native vegetation and indigenous cultural heritage values. 
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Key findings and outcomes 
This section provides a summary of key findings and outcomes of the CMP in relation to the 
history and significance of the Ranelagh Estate (as described in detail in Chapters 2,3 & 4) and 
the context for policy formulation (Chapter 5). The key findings provide the basis for the 
recommended policies and implementation strategy and actions, which are discussed in 
Chapters 7 & 8. 

History and significance (Chs 2,3 & 4) 
The Ranelagh Estate is listed on the Victorian Heritage Register (2005) and classified by the 
National Trust of Australia (Victoria) (1997). Some elements within the Estate are also 
protected by the current Heritage Overlay of the Mornington Peninsula Shire Planning 
Scheme.  

A major issue to be addressed in the project was the inconsistencies of what values were 
identified and protected in each of these listings. The project was also designed to gain a better 
understanding of how the estate was valued by the local community and the extent to which 
these local values were protected.  

The review of significance undertaken within the project resulted in an updated Statement of 
Heritage Significance which identified the key values including: 

State  

historical significance - for the estate’s associations with Walter Burley Griffin and Marion 
Mahony Griffin - leading figures in twentieth century architectural and planning history -
and Saxil Tuxen who was an important town planning figure in Melbourne. 

aesthetic and historic significance  - as a substantially intact example of garden suburb 
planning by the above figures, retaining features that provide evidence of garden suburb 
ideals and Griffin design principles. 

aesthetic significance - for the rare avenue planting of Tuart trees and Monterey Cypress on 
Wimbledon Avenue, other mature Tuart trees on Rosserdale Crescent (south side), and the 
mature exotic trees on the Rannoch Avenue traffic island. 

historic significance - for the estate’s role in the history of town planning and the garden 
suburb movement in Victoria. 

historic significance for its associations with an important phase of modernist design in 
Melbourne, and now a remarkable repository of modernist architecture from the 1930s, 40s 
and early 1950s. 

social significance for its intact, strong and active local community, who have been 
fundamental in fostering the development of the estate using the framework set out by the 
Griffins and protecting the heritage values of the estate.  

rarity—relative to other Griffin-planned estates in Victoria, a substantially realised Griffin-
designed estate, with most of its features intact. 

representative value—relative to other similar places in Victoria, as a more developed 
example of the Griffin’s garden suburb ideals.  

Local  

historic significance  for its ability to demonstrate the layers of settlement and land use of 
the local area, including evidence of the way of life of the Tal Tal clan of the Boonwurrung 
group 

aesthetic and historic significance for its distinctive aesthetic characteristics and sense of 
place, which embody garden suburb principles and values. 
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social significance to the local  Mount Eliza community for its uniquely planned 
environment and distinctive character which are widely recognised as special. 

scientific significance  for the important remnant indigenous vegetation throughout the 
estate and its reserves and important faunal species occurring in the Earimil Creek 
environs.  

For a full Statement of Significance see Section 4.6. The CMP also identified a further 30 
houses of potential significance that require further research and assessment. Many of these are 
works of modernist architecture. 

As a result of the review of significance, the study recommended changes to the VHR 
registration and the mapping in the Heritage Overlay to better protect the range of values (see 
Section 5.4.2 and 5.4.3). 

Context for policy formulation (Ch. 5) 
The CMP identifies the following key factors other than significance that must be considered 
in the future use, development or management of the Ranelagh Estate: 

The stakeholders and associated communities that have an interest in the Ranelagh Estate 

The obligations to preserve Ranelagh for its cultural heritage values 

Statutory controls - VHR listing and the Mornington Peninsula Planning Scheme zone and 
overlay controls 

Condition of reserves and trees in the public realm, 

Management responsibility and issues for reserves and the public realm, 

Logistics and resources for management of Ranelagh Estate. 
This part of the process involved extensive consultation with key stakeholders including the 
Ranelagh Advisory Group and the various people/departments within Mornington Peninsula 
Shire who have responsibility for managing parts of the Ranelagh Estate to identify key issues 
and develop appropriate policy solutions. 

Key outcomes 
The outcomes of the analysis and investigation and research carried out for the project are: 

A statement of cultural heritage significance for the whole of the Ranelagh Estate 
identifying significant values at the State and local levels. Additional items of potential 
heritage significance have been identified for future heritage assessment. 

A Vision for the Ranelagh Estate 

A conservation management policy. Each policy includes objectives, rationale and a series of 
succinct policy statements that provide guidance for conserving the significance of the 
Ranelagh Estate. 

An implementation strategy. 

Recommendations 
This section provides a summary of the recommendations arising from the Implementation 
Strategy, which are described in Chapter 8 of the CMP. 

Recognising and conserving heritage values 
Recommended actions for the MPSC are: 

To develop specific guidelines for new residential and commercial development. 

To amend existing Design & Development Overlay (DDO) controls that will apply to 
Ranelagh, or develop new and specific DDO/s for Ranelagh in accordance with the CMP. 
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Continue to work with residents groups to develop education packages about the 
significance of the Estate for new residents and real estate agents. 

Managing vegetation internal reserves and the road reserves 
Recommended actions for the MPSC are: 

To undertake a program of regular monitoring and maintenance for all reserves to increase 
indigenous vegetation and decrease weed infestation and garden encroachments. 

To prepare a planning scheme amendment to implement the zoning changes for the 
reserves and traffic islands as discussed in section 5.5. 

To update MPSC Arborplan database to include relevant statutory listing and planning 
controls for reserve vegetation.  

To amend the permit approvals process for driveway access likely to impact on significant 
trees.  

To investigate the opening up of the Coastal Foreshore Reserve in front of Lot A to take 
advantage of the sea, beach and coast views. 

To prepare a guideline for residents on how best to manage vegetation in order to protect 
the significance of Ranelagh. Guidelines should include advice on what to keep, what to 
remove, what to plant, and what not to plant. 

Enhancing access and use 
Recommended actions for the MPSC are: 

To make public reserves recognisable and accessible through signage/markers. 

To remove existing impediments to access into reserves and along verges throughout the 
estate. 

To develop a public pathway system with low key signage and interpretation. 

Presenting and interpreting the Estate 
Recommended actions for the MPSC are: 

To develop and promote heritage walks around Ranelagh, with signage highlighting 
features of interest. 

To progressively replace existing street signage with distinctive signage reflecting the 
historical character of the estate and provide for signed entrances. 

To develop information packs and material on MPSC website to promote Ranelagh, its 
features, history and conservation.  

Individual heritage items 
Recommended actions for the MPSC are: 

To undertake further assessment of places and precincts of potential significance identified 
in the study for inclusion in the HO. 

To prepare a conservation policy and permit exemptions policy suitable for inclusion as an 
incorporated document in the Mornington Peninsula Planning Scheme. 

Communicating and consulting 
Recommended actions for the MPSC are: 
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To work with residents groups to produce an information pack about the estate for issuers 
of building permits, real estate agents, new residents, existing residents and property 
owners. 

Investigate the creation of a Council information database on Ranelagh, its heritage status, 
Reserves and Friends Groups, relevant reports etc. 

Continue to work with Ranelagh Advisory Group to implement the CMP once it has been 
completed and to update it periodically as needed.  
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CHAPTER 1   INTRODUCTION 

1.1  Background 
The project is to prepare a Conservation Management Plan (CMP) for Ranelagh Estate at 
Mount Eliza on the Mornington Peninsula. The Ranelagh Estate was designed in 1924 by 
Walter Burley Griffin, collaborating with Marion Mahony Griffin and surveyor Saxil Tuxen, as 
an exclusive estate of holiday houses. In November 2007, the Mornington Peninsula Shire 
Council commissioned Context to prepare a CMP for the place, which was listed on the 
Victorian Heritage Register in May 2005. The CMP is intended to assist the local residents, 
Mornington Peninsula Shire Council, other statutory authorities, land owners and managers in 
the conservation of this important heritage place. 

1.2  Project objectives 
As defined by the project brief, the specific objectives for the CMP for the Ranelagh Estate are 
to:  

Engender respect for the heritage values of Ranelagh Estate by the local community and 
land managers  

Ensure that the importance of the Estate as both a distinctive local landscape and a 
significant heritage place is understood and its values conserved and promoted, both locally 
and at State level 

Assist local residents and land managers to manage the values of the Estate in a co-ordinated 
manner and in accordance with heritage best-practice 

Provide policies and guidelines to avoid or minimise impacts from new development and 
subdivision  

Identify opportunities for the interpretation and presentation of the Estate to locals and 
visitors. 

1.3  Scope 
The CMP will provide a framework of policies, strategies, guidelines and actions for managing 
and conserving the identified historic (non-indigenous) cultural heritage values of the Ranelagh 
Estate. The project will also review and confirm the significant heritage values of the Estate at 
local and state levels. 

It will address a number of specific topics and issues identified in the project brief. These are:  

The impact of and pressures from new residential development and subdivision on the 
original design intent of the Estate  

The management of street trees, verges, and landscaped islands, particularly key avenue 
plantings – that management (well-intended) is uncoordinated and conducted without 
understanding the values of the place. 

Ownership and management of internal reserves and their conservation and interpretation  

The presentation and interpretation of the Estate as both a distinctive local landscape and a 
significant heritage place  

Improved understanding and presentation of the relationship between the commercial area 
of Mt Eliza and the Estate  

Identification of further individual heritage places including significant trees and buildings 
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1.4 Study Area 
The study area is the Ranelagh Estate, Mount Eliza, as shown in the 1924 design plan. As 
shown in Figure 1.1 the Estate is bounded by the Nepean Highway, Earimil Creek, Port 
Phillip Bay, Canadian Bay Road and Mount Eliza Way. It also includes a small portion of land 
now owned by the Peninsula School (originally the Estate Golf Course) to the south of the 
Nepean Highway. The boundary of the study area is taken to be the centre of the bounding 
roads and the waterways.  

Note: The study area is not limited to the area registered by Heritage Victoria (roadways and 
reserves) but also includes private land within the Ranelagh Estate. 

Figure 1.1 The study area 
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Note that while the foreshore is technically outside the study area (not being included within 
the original estate boundary), the management of the Ranelagh Beach and foreshore are 
addressed to some extent in the management policies for Lot B which adjoins it. 

Regarding the continuing use of the term ‘Ranelagh Estate’, it is acknowledged that the term 
‘estate’ is in some ways an anachronism in that the area no longer functions under the original 
country club ownership/management system. However the origins of the area as a particular 
kind of ‘estate’ remain central to its ongoing character. Therefore, the term ‘Ranelagh Estate’, 
still in popular usage to describe the area, is retained throughout this plan. 

1.5  Project Methodology 

1.5.1   Method 
Development of the CMP has been based on the methodology contained in The Burra Charter: 
the Australia ICOMOS charter for places of cultural significance (1999). It has involved the 
gathering of site, documentary and oral evidence, confirmation of significance, and the 
development of policies. The key steps in the study process are shown in Figure 1.2. 

The method also responds to the brief for the CMP prepared by Mornington Peninsula Shire 
Council (MPSC) with assistance from the Ranelagh Advisory Group (RAG), a committee 
formed and operating under the auspices of the Shire and comprising representatives of the 
Estate’s land managers and local interest groups. The group prepared an issues paper (amended 
February 2007), identifying the management issues relevant to the public areas within the 
estate, with particular focus on each of the reserves. 

The estate was visited by the project team three times - in December 2007, February 2008 and 
April 2008 - during which times meetings with MPSC and the RAG were held, two rounds of 
community workshops conducted, and fieldwork undertaken. Community stakeholder groups 
consulted during the development of this CMP are listed in Appendix A. 

The first community workshops were held to review and confirm significance, and especially to 
gain an appreciation of how the local community valued the estate.  The second round of 
workshops provided an opportunity for the community to respond to the revised statement of 
significance prepared by the consultants and to develop a vision for the future management of 
the estate, including identifying policies and actions needed to achieve the vision. This work 
directly informed the development of the CMP. 

Field work was undertaken during all three visits. Each reserve was visited two to three times. 
The initial site orientation and field surveys were conducted with members of the RAG on 
Monday 10 and Tuesday 11 December 2007. Subsequent visits were made by the project team 
on Thursday 28 February 2008 and Monday and Tuesday 21-22 April 2008 with the National 
Trust of Australia (Victoria), Mornington Peninsula Branch. 

A technical workshop was also held on 14 April 2008 at Context with invited participants from 
Heritage Victoria, the National Trust of Australia (Victoria) and an academic from the 
University of Melbourne, Dr David Nichols. 
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Figure 1.2 - Project flowchart 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2 Identify community heritage values
Community heritage workshop  

1 Project inception
Review and agree project plan & method  

Guided site inspection 
Agree to technical, community and stakeholder engagement processes 

5 Additional assessment of 
significance 

6 Develop Policy Framework
Analysis 

Develop Vision; Framework; 
High level conceptual policies 

7 Develop Detailed Policies
Specific places/ precincts; Operational 

management policies (as agreed)

Review & approval

9 Public Exhibition

10 Final CMP 

8 Develop Draft CMP
Heritage Assessment (Final) 
+ Policies + Implementation

Review & approval by MPSC
Revisions by consultants 

3 Research, fieldwork, 
documentation, mapping 

4 2nd community workshop
to confirm statement of significance & vision for

Ranelagh Estate



                RANELAGH ESTATE—CONSERVATION MANAGEMENT PLAN 

5 

1.5.2   Terminology 
The terminology used in this report is consistent with current heritage best practice, the 
including The Burra Charter (1999) and the Australian Natural Heritage Charter (Second 
edition).  

1.5.3   Limitations 
This project does not include a comprehensive identification of items of natural and 
indigenous cultural heritage value. 

Information on indigenous cultural heritage and natural heritage values is included in the 
historical overview and physical analysis, in order to better understand the range of heritage 
values embodied by Ranelagh. It is acknowledged that other management documents will be 
required to fully address the range of management issues related to native vegetation and 
indigenous cultural heritage values. 

The development of detailed policies and actions is not included in the brief. Policy 
development is at a level sufficient to guide planning decisions and identify further work 
required to develop the more detailed guideline and strategy documents needed by the MPSC 
in managing the estate.  

1.6  Sources consulted 
Documentary sources consulted in the preparation of this CMP are listed in references. 

A bibliography of historic documents provided by the RAG is at Appendix E.  

1.7  Acknowledgements 
The following people are acknowledged for their contributions to the preparation of this 
report: 

The Ranelagh Advisory Group members for site orientation, documentary research, 
assistance with community workshops and support in many other ways throughout the 
project. 

For helping to prepare the project brief, Professor Lou Sauer (Ranelagh Club) and Eric 
Judd (Bowling Club), as well as members of the RAG. 

Participants at the February 2008 workshops on the community heritage values and social 
significance of the Ranelagh Estate; and also participants at the April 2008 workshops on 
developing a vision for the future management of the estate and also identifying the policies 
and actions needed to achieve the vision. 

Heritage Victoria staff John Hawker and Anne Cahir; David Moloney from the National 
Trust of Victoria and David Nichols from the Faculty of Architecture, Building and 
Planning, University of Melbourne for assistance at a technical workshop held at Context 
offices in March 2008.  

Peter Holloway of the National Trust of Victoria, Mornington Peninsula Branch, for 
assistance with identifying places of potential architectural significance on the Ranelagh 
Estate.  

Arboricultural Supervisor for MPSC, Otto Leenstra. 

Martin Massey and Nadia Doll of the Peninsula School for a site visit and photographs of 
the former Ranelagh Estate Golf Course.  
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1.8 Project management and project team 
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Members of the Ranelagh Advisory Group (see below).  

Ranelagh Advisory Group (RAG) 
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Peter Greer (Ranelagh Residents’ Association) 

Ian Dick (Ranelagh Club) 

Jenelle Curtin (individual). 

Project Team 
The project team comprises: 

Context Pty Ltd 

Sandy Blair (Project Manager) 

Christina Dyson 

David Helms 
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CHAPTER 2   HISTORICAL OVERVIEW 

2.1 Introduction 
The following history provides an overview of the development of Ranelagh Estate and the key 
themes that have shaped its historical evolution and formed its unique sense of place, landscape 
and community.  

These themes briefly trace the earliest Aboriginal connections and the making of the natural 
landscape setting, as this has been a strong continuing element in the environmental 
significance of the Ranelagh Estate. The layers of European history in the settled landscape of 
Ranelagh Estate and its connections to the broader history of the Mornington Peninsula also 
provide an important context for its development.  

The specific origins of the Ranelagh Estate as a miniature seaside garden suburb designed by 
internationally renowned architects, planners and designers, Walter Burley Griffin and Marion 
Mahony Griffin, in conjunction with Saxil Tuxen, an important figure in the history of the 
town planning profession in Victoria, is a major theme of the outline history which is crucial to 
understanding the heritage significance of the estate. This theme encompasses the role of the 
estate in the 1920s to 1950s modern movement in Australia, along with the influence in the 
estate’s development of Garden City planning and City Beautiful ideas prominent in the early 
town planning movement in Australia and internationally. 

These new planning ideas often had a social dimension, and the Griffins intended Ranelagh to 
be a place where a strong local community would be fostered and would evolve over time. This 
aspect of the estate’s history is a fascinating story which is told briefly through the limited 
historical sources available. Community activism, informed by a strong environmental ethic, 
has been a key factor in the protection of the estate’s unique character and it remains central to 
the local community today. 

2.2 Traces of Aboriginal connection 
The Aboriginal inhabitants of the Mornington Peninsula were of the Boonwurrung (or 
Bonurong) people of the Koolin nation and prior to European colonisation, they had lived in 
the area for thousands of years.1 In April 1802, the explorer Captain Mathew Flinders recorded 
his impressions of the nearby Arthur’s Seat area: 

…there were many marks of natives, such as deserted fireplaces and heaps of oyster shells; and 
upon the peninsula which forms the southern side of the port a smoke was rising but we did not 
see any of the people…2  

On the Ranelagh foreshore, members of the Tal Tal (or Taltal), a clan of the Boonwurrung 
group, camped and their middens remain today as evidence of past occupation.3 Historian 
Leslie Moorhead describes the activities of the Tal Tal as recorded by local settlers, and 
concludes that the Boonwurrung probably had a main arterial route down the centre of the 
Peninsula, with access tracks to their hunting, fishing and ceremonial grounds. She speculates 
that the Aboriginal preference for the coastal areas was because of the abundance of native 
game, shell fish and tuberous plants. 

In 1838, the British Government established the Aboriginal Protectorate system and John 
Thomas Smith, who was later to own ‘Nyora’, came to Port Phillip to take up an appointment 
as school master at the Church of England Mission Station for Aborigines. 

                                                      

1 Jill Barnard, Shire of Mornington Heritage Study Environmental History, in G. Butler, Shire of 
Mornington Heritage Study, Vol 2, 1994. 
2 Quoted in Leslie Moorhead, Mornington in the Wake of Flinders, Historical Survey1971, p. 21. 
3 Moorhead, 1971, p.30.  
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Until the 1840s, historical records indicate that Aboriginal people continued to live according 
to traditional culture and early accounts report limited interactions between the clans and 
initial settlers. From the 1840s, as settlers claimed more land for farming, local Aboriginal clans 
shared a fate of forced dislocation with most Aboriginal people in the settled districts.4  

The Boonwurrung people today retain a strong cultural connection to the area, its Aboriginal 
sites and landscapes. 

2.3 A natural landscape setting 
Ranelagh Estate is located at Mount Eliza, on the eastern shore of Port Phillip Bay. Leslie 
Moorhead describes the geology of the Shire of Mornington and how the ‘reddish brown cliffs, 
the coastal plain and the granite outcrops of Mount Eliza and Mount Martha’ had their 
beginnings some four hundred million years ago.5  

Mount Eliza at its highest point is 600 feet above sea level. The country between the mountain 
and the coast is made up of later tertiary deposits and forms an undulating surface, broken here 
and there by valleys of several watercourses which drain into the Bay.  

The Baxter formation, an ancient sedimentary deposit, is exposed at the north end of Ranelagh 
Beach, forming a geological feature of State significance.6 

While the soil is predominantly light and shallow, in the 1920s many species of Eucalyptus, 
Casuarina, Banksia and Acacia and other trees as well as native heath and innumerable wild 
flowers grew in the locality.7 

In the 1924 advertising prospectus promoting the estate to potential Melbourne buyers, J S 
Macdonald describes Ranelagh as: ‘situated on the high land which springs out of the sea with 
picturesque suddenness between Frankston and Mornington, in the shape of red timber-
topped cliffs whose skirts are edged with clean beaches’.8 The photographs included in the 
prospectus give an impression of predominantly agricultural land, with thick patches of 
remnant native vegetation and sweeping views to the sea.  

The dominant indigenous vegetation has been identified as Leptospermum laevigtum (Coast Ti-
tree), Allocasuarina verticillata (Weeping She-oak) and Banksia integrifolia (Coast Banksia). 
These are described in the prospectus as ‘ti-tree, she-oak and honeysuckle’.9 On the higher 
slopes, scattered Eucalyptus viminalis, E. oblique and E. radiate were common, remnants of the 
dry sclerophyll open forest that once covered the central portion of the Mornington Peninsula. 

The estate provided bay views and beyond to Mount Macedon and the You Yangs. According 
to the prospectus, ‘from the highest point at the entrance to the estate (opposite where the new 
cut-off road from Frankston rejoins the Point Nepean Road on its way to Mornington) there 
was a fall to sea-level of 300 feet, which provided extensive sea views from every block’. Near 
the main road at the top of the estate, a number of mature eucalypts gave the appearance of ‘a 
beautiful grassy glade with scattered eucalypts giving it the quality of a private park falling 
gently to the sea’.10 

                                                      

4 Moorhead, 1971, pp.29-37. 
5 Moorhead, 1971, p. 233. 
6 Neville Rosengren, ‘Sites of Geological and Geomorphological Significance on the Coast of Port 
Phillip Bay’, 1988  
7 Mount Eliza Progress Association 1926 and Mount Eliza Community Association 1985, The Early 
History of Mount Eliza on the Mornington Peninsula. 
8 Ranelagh, Frankston, advertising prospectus, H V Palmer and Co, circa 1925. 
9 National Trust of Australia listing for Ranelagh Estate at 
www.nattrust.com.au//register/viewreg.cfm?register_id=16777. 
10 The Australian Home Builder, August 15, 1924, pp. 26-27. 
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The prospectus also pictured ‘Nyora’ house and gardens which pre-dated the estate, which was 
to be used as a guest house.(Subsequently renamed ‘Ranelagh House’, refer Figure 2.1) This 
would set the tone for the view of the estate from the sea, with its ‘gardened slopes, ending in 
ruddy, ti-tree topped cliffs, rising from gleaming cream-coloured sands’.11 

Jane Hildebrant, who grew up at Ranelagh in the 1950s and 60s, believed that in designing the 
estate according to the natural contours of the land, Griffin successfully kept the rural feeling, 
natural beauty and interesting terrain. By laying out the estate at right angles to the coast 
between the Ballar and Earimil Creeks, Griffin was able to retain the natural drainage pattern 
and much of the remnant indigenous vegetation. The curve of the internal estate roads 
followed the hills and valleys of the farmlands. The protection of the beachfront by a foreshore 
reserve meant that the indigenous vegetation was also retained along the coastline. Jane 
remembers that her mother was a founding member of Mount Eliza Association for 
Environmental Care (MEAFEC) and together with other residents worked tirelessly pulling 
Boneseed (Chrysanthemoides monilifera ssp. monilifera  -now a declared weed of national 
significance) from the cliffs and re-planting indigenous native species.12 

Today, as described in the registration by the National Trust, Ranelagh Estate forms part of the 
southerly limit of Melbourne’s suburban development on the Mornington Peninsula. Several 
large country residences to the south of Ranelagh, including ‘Sunnyside’, ‘Manyung’, ‘Norman 
Lodge’ and ‘Beleura’, are a reminder of the once prevailing agricultural land use. 

More specifically, the Ranelagh Estate consists of approximately 280 acres running at right 
angles from the coast, a legacy of the topography of the streams running into the bay. These 
streams were used as boundaries in the 1854 subdivision (see below). The north-eastern 
boundary is formed by Canadian Bay Road (until 1995 the municipal boundary between the 
City of Frankston and Shire of Mornington) and Mount Eliza Way, while the south-western 
boundary is formed by the Earimil Creek (now Jessie White Reserve). Port Phillip Bay, in this 
vicinity known as Ranelagh Beach, forms the north-western boundary. The beach frontage is 
protected by a reservation for public purposes, 99 feet in width from the high water mark. The 
cliffs flanking the beach are high and partially vegetated. A rocky promontory divides Half 
Moon Bay from the more southerly Ranelagh Beach.13 

2.4 A settled landscape with layers of history 

2.4.1   Early European settlement 
In the 1840s, the land between Mount Martha and Mount Eliza was held under pastoral 
licences by the first settlers in the region, Alexander Balcombe and the Hunter brothers. After 
1847, pre-emptive rights allowed them to purchase part of their holdings and the remainder of 
the land was surveyed into allotments for sale as unoccupied crown land.14 The Parish of 
Moorooduc was surveyed in 1854, and creeks running inland from Port Phillip Bay formed the 
boundaries of ten lots with bay frontage. The first purchase of land in Mount Eliza was of 
Allotment 1 in the Parish of Moorooduc, consisting of 282 acres sold to John Thomas Smith 
on the 12th January 1855.15  

                                                      

11 Ranelagh, Frankston, advertising prospectus. 
12 Jane Hildebrant, A Short History of Ranelagh Estate: Memories of Growing Up in Ranelagh in 
the 50s and 60s, October 1999, p.7 (unpublished paper in possession of Meg Breidahl). 
13 National Trust of Australia listing of Ranelagh Estate. 
14 Moorhead, 1971, p. 47. 
15 National Trust of Australia (Victoria) Classification Files G13010, L392, 1997. 



RANELAGH ESTATE—CONSERVATION MANAGEMENT PLAN

10

Ranelagh House,
c.1940- 1960

 

[SLV Accession 
Number: 
H32492/7235 
Image Number: 
rg007133]

Figure
2.1

On this land that would later form part of Ranelagh, Smith established a small farm and a 
summer residence known as ‘Nyora’ (now ‘Ranelagh House’, 29-35 Rosserdale Crescent) A 
small dwelling that preceded the construction of ‘Nyora’ was initially occupied by Smith’s 
overseer, Knight until 1859, then by the Wells family.16 Smith and Henry Wells began to 
cultivate the land, growing wheat and planting a vineyard.17 The lifestyle and scenic views 
attracted Smith to become a more permanent resident and he set about building the first part 
of ‘Nyora’ for his own use.18  Smith was Mayor of the City of Melbourne seven times between 
1851and 1864. He also established Melbourne’s first benevolent asylum and was a member of 
the first Legislative Assembly of Victoria.  

When Sydney Smith inherited his father’s estate he added to ‘Nyora’, beginning in 1888. It 
then passed to Grice in 1892, then James Liddell Purves, a renowned barrister, before being 
purchased by Henry Slaney, a successful merchant, in 1904. Until his death in 1923, Slaney 
continued to run the place as a rural estate where sheep were pastured, as well as using it as a 
holiday home.19 As well, wattle bark was stripped on the estate and sold for use by the local 
tanneries. After serving as the Ranelagh Guest House, ‘Nyora’ became the home of another 
prominent businessman, builder and property developer, Sir Albert Jennings. It remains in the 
Jennings family today. 

2.4.2   Development of a seaside resort 
The scenic coastal vistas enticed others from Melbourne’s elite to establish holiday houses or 
take up permanent residence on the Mornington Peninsula. The Newsletter of Australasia in 
June 1858 patriotically described its attractions as the ‘…charming and varied shores and scenes 
of marine beauty which challenge the far-famed Bay of Naples’    .         20       

A major advantage of Mornington as a holiday resort in both the nineteenth and twentieth 
century has been the ease of access to the city of Melbourne, with Bay steamers or daily 
coaches.21 The cliffs between Frankston and Mornington became favoured spots for Melbourne 
gentlemen to establish their summer houses in the nineteenth century, and this trend was 
carried into the twentieth and twenty-first centuries. 

                                                     
16 Hunter Rogers, The Early History of th   e Mornington Peninsula        , 3           rd        ed, Melbourne 1966, p 81. 
17 L. Moorhead, ‘Draft history of Ranelagh’, n.d. local history collection, Frankston Library. 
18 H. Rogers, The Early History of the Mornington Peninsula         , 1960. p 83. 
19 Moorhead, ‘Draft history of Ranelagh’, p2. 
20 Newsletter of Australasia    , June 1858, quoted in Moorhead, 1971, p.75.  
21 Barnard, Shire of Mornington Heritage Study Environmental History            , 1994, p. 14. 
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Even so, up until the 1920s, the area remained sparsely populated, as local historian Leslie 
Moorhead describes: 

Apart from the families who occupied the great houses, spaced almost regularly along the 
coastline, and the domestic and outdoor staff which they employed, the population of Mt Eliza 
consisted of only a few small farmers, fishermen and seasonal workers, even too poor to maintain 
a rural school.22  

Moorhead juxtaposes this description with a somewhat more picturesque rural scene: 

…They were comfortable little homesteads, each with its orchard and garden; a great part of the 
land under cultivation, wheat-growing being not uncommon; a few cattle grazed and everyone 
had horses.23  

The rural character remained intact until the mid 1920s, when improvements to local roads 
and transport services led to a second phase of settlement. The railway, which had reached 
Frankston in 1882 and Mornington in 1889, was electrified as far as Frankston in 1922, 
speeding up the journey from Melbourne to the Peninsula. By the 1920s motor cars were also 
more commonplace, and there were many garages and hire car services. Mornington shared the 
boom economy of the early 1920s, with private estates providing 3,000 building blocks in 
1922.24 Local attractions included bathing beaches, croquet clubs, bowling clubs, a new golf 
club and many parks including Mornington Park, gazetted as a public park in 1863 and a 
much-loved picnic spot.25  

Significantly, the picturesque Nyora Estate now had considerable commercial potential, such 
that it attracted timber merchant and investor, John E. Taylor, who together with fellow 
timber merchant Australia Sharp, founded a development company, Sequoia Pty Ltd, and 
purchased the Nyora Estate in 1922. By 1924, the company owned 770 acres, consisting of 
Nyora Estate and adjacent allotments, as the basis for establishing Ranelagh.26 

2.4.3   Origins of Ranelagh Estate 
Following its purchase and amalgamation with the adjoining land running down to Port 
Phillip Bay, the Nyora Estate was renamed Ranelagh Estate - said to be named after the 
eighteenth century English ‘Ranelagh Gardens’ at Chelsea, then just outside London, and a 
fashionable ‘out of London’ holiday resort.27 Certainly the street names of the estate, most of 
them (for reasons that are not explained) beginning with ‘R’ or ‘W’, echo street names used in 
various parts of Britain. The company planned to subdivide its now extensive holdings.  

Historian of early town planning and the Griffins, David Nichols, has suggested that the 
choice of the name Sequoia, with its connections to the early ‘back-to-nature’ movement, the 
establishment of one of the first national parks in the USA and the protection of the Sequoia 
washingtoniana by Act of Congress in 1909, is an indication that Taylor and Sharp were eager 
to identify their venture with social movements dedicated to the preservation and enjoyment of 
the natural landscape and flora.28  

Perhaps this is also why Walter Burley Griffin was approached to design the estate. Griffin 
scholar, Peter Harrison, also believes that land subdividers took advantage of Griffin’s talent 

                                                      

22 Moorhead, ‘Draft History of Ranelagh’, p. 2. 
23 The Mt Eliza Progress Association, 1926, and the Mt Eliza Community Association 1985 The 
Early History of Mount Eliza on the Mornington Peninsula, p. 15. 
24 Moorhead, 1971, p191. 
25 Barnard, 1994, p.18 
26 Moorhead, ‘Draft history of Ranelagh’, p.2. 
27 Moorhead, ‘ Draft history of Ranelagh’, p. 2; Marie McMahon, ‘The Story of the Ranelagh Estate 
(Nyora) and of the Ranelagh Club of Mount Eliza’, October 1996, p.4. 
28 David Nichols, Ranelagh Estate, Mt Eliza, in nomination of Ranelagh Estate to the Victorian 
Heritage Register, 2004, p. 5. 
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and reputation as the Federal Capital Director and winner of the competition to design a plan 
for the Federal Capital of Canberra to promote the sales of what were for the most part 
premature subdivisions.29  

The design plan for Ranelagh, by ‘Walter Burley Griffin, Landscape Architect’ and ‘Saxil 
Tuxen, Surveyor’, dated 1924, survives (see Figure 3.1 on page 30).30 The subdivision 
plan/sales poster (see Figure 2.2) shows 795 blocks and was planned to take advantage of the 
natural contours of the site. The estate had a minimum of intersections and a main through 
boulevard of 100 feet width. Every block was to have a view of the sea and the estate contained 
13 private reserves and parks, including space for cricket grounds, croquet greens, tennis 
courts, a polo ground, adjoining golf course and play ground.31 The estate included a small 
sheltered beach, and aimed to retain as much existing vegetation as possible. A number of 
smaller blocks at the entrance to the estate were intended for commercial uses such as shops, so 
the estate would be self-sufficient.32 

In this CMP the 1924 plan by Griffin and Tuxen is referred to as ‘the design plan’ and 
the subsequent subdivision plan as ‘the subdivision plan’.  

 

                                                      

29 Peter Harrison, Walter Burley Griffin: Landscape Architect, Canberra 1995, p. 57.  
30 Ranelagh, Mornington Parish, Victoria, Walter Burley Griffin Landscape Architect, Saxil Tuxon, 
Surveyor, Glass slide of original held by National Library of Australia, Eric Milton Nicholls 
collection [picture], nla.pic-vn3603884-s217. 
31 Barnard, Shire of Mornington Heritage Study Environmental History, 1994, p.18. 
32 Barnard, 1994, p.18. 
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Original Ranelagh Sales 
Poster 

 

[Ranelagh Residents' 
Association] 

 

Figure 
2.2 

 

 

Ranelagh was to be both a seaside resort and a country club, based on the model popular at 
that time in the USA. The country club aspect was an early experiment in bringing such 
arrangements to Australia.33 At the same time as the Griffins and Tuxen were designing the 
physical elements of Ranelagh, Taylor was setting up the social foundations of the Estate. The 
Ranelagh Club was incorporated on the 14th July 1926 under the Companies Act 191534 and 
held its first meeting at Scotts Hotel on 18th August 1926, with General Blamey taking the 
chair.35 The club was to be the communal focus of Ranelagh with each purchaser of a 
residential lot automatically becoming a member. The club was to also be the controlling body 
for the recreational facilities, parks and reserves and it was intended that after the sale of 600 

                                                      

33 Nichols, 2004, p 5. 
34 National Trust of Australia (Victoria) Classification Files G13010, L392, 1997. 
35 Ranelagh Club meeting minutes held by Ranelagh Club. 
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lots these were to be transferred to the club so that eventually they would become the joint 
property of the purchasers.36  

‘Nyora’ homestead, renamed ‘Ranelagh’, was included in the estate as a ‘first class’ guest house, 
which would supply meals to residents of the estate. The Ranelagh Guest House was to be 
open only to residents and also to be the headquarters of the Ranelagh Club, membership of 
which was available only to purchasers of land on the estate. The exclusive nature of the estate 
was emphasized by a gateway at its entrance, which, even in the 1960s, the members of the 
Ranelagh Club resisted pulling down.37  

The subdivision plan was lodged in March 1924, approved by Mornington Shire in April 1924 
and the Titles Office in 1925. Land sales commenced in early 1925.38  

2.4.4   The Griffins, Tuxen and Ranelagh 
Chicago-born architects, Walter Burley Griffin and Marion Mahony Griffin, are leading 
figures in twentieth century architectural history whose work was infused with progressive 
environmental and philosophical ideals, evident in such town planning projects as Canberra in 
the Australian Capital Territory, Leeton in New South Wales, Castlecrag in Sydney and the 
Ranelagh Estate in Victoria.39 At the time they were operating their architectural practice in 
Melbourne and Sydney, having already established their reputation with their winning design 
for the nation’s new capital, Canberra.  

 

Marion Mahony Griffin 
and Walter Burley Griffin 
gardening in the backyard 
of "Pholiota", Heidelberg, 
Victoria, 1918 [nla.pic-

an24429941  

 

Figure 
2.3 

 

 

                                                      

36 National Trust of Australia (Victoria) Classification Files G13010, L392, 1997. 
37 Barnard, 1994, p. 18. 
38 Information held by Peter Greer indicates that a land transaction involving his grandfather took 
place in 1925. 
39 Victorian Heritage Register entry for Ranelagh Estate, H1605. 
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Portrait of Walter Burley 
Griffin, ca, 1912 

Part of: Eric Milton 
Nicholls collection 

[nla.pic-vn3944215] 

Figure 
2.3 

 

Having recently designed Mount Eagle Estate and Glenard Estate at Heidelberg in Melbourne, 
the Griffins were in the vanguard of the Modernist design movement in Australia. Marion is 
recognised as having closely collaborated on the projects undertaken by her husband.40 With 
the popular success of these estates, Sequoia Pty Ltd commissioned Griffin to design the 
Ranelagh Estate in 1924. 

Their collaborator, Saxil Tuxen, was an established surveyor and planner and a founding 
member of the Victorian Town Planning Association. Tuxen was an important local exponent 
of Garden City planning principles, which he introduced into his designs of numerous 
subdivisions including the Merrilands and Leslie Estates in Reservoir, which have reservations 
for waterways and internal reserves, features used at Ranelagh. Tuxen’s other subdivisions on 
the Mornington Peninsula are believed to include the Palm Beach estate at Somers (c1925), 
characterised by a symmetrical street layout around a central diamond-shaped square.41  

Tuxen’s father, P V Tuxen, laid out the (unrealised) Mount Martha Estate of 1890, regarded 
by some as a precursor to Ranelagh.42 Between 1923 and 1929, Tuxen worked for Melbourne’s 
Metropolitan Town Planning Commission (MTPC), a pioneering metropolitan planning 
agency in Australian planning history which produced an influential report on the future of 
Melbourne in 1925.43  

The respective roles of the Griffins and Tuxen in the design of Ranelagh are discussed in 
Chapter 3. 

                                                      

40 M Walker et al, Building for Nature. Walter Burley Griffin and Castlecrag, Walter Burley Griffin Society 
1994, p 29. 
41 G. Butler, Hastings District Heritage Study, 2001, p 219. 
42 G. Butler, Shire of Mornington Heritage Study, 1994, p114 
43 R. Freestone and M. Grubb, ‘The Melbourne Metropolitan Town Planning Commission, 1922-
30’, in Journal of Australian Studies, June 1998. 
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Auction poster for Scenic 
Harbour suburb 

Castlecrag , 1921  

Part of: Eric Milton 
Nicholls  

[nla.pic-vn3919916] 

 

 

Figure 
2.4 

 

According to Nichols, the suburban subdivisions by the Griffins were the Glenard Estate in 
1914, the Summit (Mount Eagle) Estate in 1915, the Blue Hill Estate at Croydon in 1921, the 
Castlecrag estate in 1921, the Ranelagh Estate in 1924 and the Milleara estates 1926-9. All of 
these estates, designed for various private entrepreneurs, were at least partially completed. Of 
the six estates, Ranelagh and Castlecrag are the only two created with infrastructure designed to 
foster a particular kind of community spirit – in Ranelagh’s case, the country club 
environment. Ranelagh is the Griffin’s only known design dedicated to holiday homes. It is 
also, in Nichols’ view, one of their most visually arresting designs and (together with the better 
known Castlecrag and the Eaglemont estates) substantially intact.44 

The Griffins’ suburban estates have a number of important similarities identified by Nichols 
which link back to their personal philosophies of the importance of natural environment and 
space in fostering community spirit and spiritual well-being. These include the provision of 
curvilinear roads, ‘internal reserve’ spaces behind housing, a hierarchy of roads, and the 
retention of natural bushland wherever possible – in contrast to the prevailing practice of land 
clearing ahead of subdivision at the time the Griffins were working.45 These ideas are discussed 
in more detail in Section 2.6. 

2.4.5   ‘A summer base’ - Seaside living at Ranelagh (1920s-1950s) 
From 1925, land sales at Ranelagh were slow and the original concept was altered in June 1928 
when the Club was forced, for financial reasons, to extend its membership beyond landholders. 
Nichols argues that while this decision had little impact in the short term, it proved to be the 
first of a number of retreats from the original concept: the Club’s decision that members would 
be free to invite outsiders to join was followed much later by an amendment to allow anyone 
within Mount Eliza to join, and then it was altered again to allow applications from a wider 
area.46 This set the scene for the divergence between the Club’s interests and those of local 
residents described in Sections 2.7 & 2.8. 

                                                      

44 Nichols, 2004, p.12. 
45 Walker, 1994. 
46 Nichols, 2004, p. 10. 
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Like many of the ambitious town-planned estates of the interwar years, Ranelagh was slow to 
develop, affected firstly by the onset of the Depression of the 1930s and then the war which 
followed. While many blocks had been sold by 1939, especially those closest to the beach in 
the northern section of the estate (72% in LP 10718 sold by 1939), the middle section and the 
blocks furthest from the sea were slower to sell (41% in LP 10717 and 27% in LP 10716 sold 
by 1939 respectively).47 The number of purchases of multiple blocks, especially during the 
1930s and 1940s, also suggests a level of land speculation based on the expectation that prices 
would increase as Melbourne’s suburbs grew. 

 

Ranelagh Beach, ca. 
1940-c.1960 

 

[SLV Accession 
Number: 

H32492/7526
Image Number: 

b03813]

 

Figure 
2.5 

 

Nevertheless, some houses were built during the late 1920s and 1930s. Early houses were 
clustered near the sea, and social life was centred there, with horse riding and the guest house, 
and in the middle estate, the early polo ground on Lot G (now Butler Reserve), and the grass 
tennis courts and club house (see also 2.4.5). In this period, the Club beautified the estate with 
plantings of street trees.48 

While it was hoped that houses on the estate would not be ‘nondescript seaside shacks’, the 
expectation was that they would be modest, rather than ‘extravagant buildings’, a summer base, 
rather than an all-year-round residence. Blocks were small, 700-800 square metres, with larger 
blocks on the curved corners of up to 1200 square metres, and purchasers were encouraged to 
buy two blocks, creating scope for the large gardens and mature trees that are such a feature of 
the estate. 

In keeping with the Griffin’s belief in community, it was suggested that houses could be kept 
small – a Griffin preference – because the residents would spend much of their time in the 
communal spaces – the various reserves, the beach and the club itself. According to historian 
David Nichols, the Griffin’s ideal of ‘unassuming houses embedded in natural landscape from 
which a sense of space could be projected into the wider vista’ found its first Australian 
expression in their small house at ‘Pholiota’ at Eaglemont; they continued to experiment with 
it at Castlecrag later in the 1920s.49  

                                                      

47 Land Transfers by Subdivision and Decade, work in progress by Meg Breidahl.  
48 Moorhead, Ranelagh, p.4; McMahon, 1996; Hildebrant, 1999, p. 5. Cuffley, Peter, Australian 
Houses of the 20s & 30s, 1989, p.85 –cites Art in Australia, 3rd Series No. 71. May 1938, p. 84. 
49 R Freestone and D Nichols, ‘Recreation, conservation and community; The secret suburban 
spaces of Walter Griffin and Marion Mahony Griffin’, Studies in Australian Garden History, Canberra 
2003, pp. 3-20. 
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However, many of the houses erected during the interwar era were more substantial residences 
in the fashionable picturesque styles of the time. Examples include the Tudor revival ‘Nyora’ 
(constructed c.1928) at 57 Rosserdale Crescent and the Georgian–revival ‘Hadlow’ (c.1935) at 
35 Rendlesham Avenue. Another notable house is the American Colonial inspired 
‘Summerslease’, 40-42 Rosserdale Crescent, designed by Percy Meldrum in 1933 for the 
Trenery family. ‘Summerslease’ was featured in the 1938 edition of ‘Art in Australia’ as 
showing ‘what a beautiful material weatherboard is in the hands of a capable designer’.50  

The widespread use of ‘historical’ styles of architecture at Ranelagh is ironic given that the 
Griffin’s philosophy was based on the ideal of modern architecture free from stylistic 
precedents. However, Ranelagh did attract architects whose modernist ideals were more in 
keeping with that of the Griffins. The architect Roy Grounds was responsible for two 
innovative early modernist houses. These were 35 Rannoch Avenue, (Grounds’ own house, 
known as ‘The Ship’), and 29 Rendlesham Avenue, built for Betty Ramsay (nee James) who 
Grounds later married. These were relaxed, casual designs for seaside living. Grounds also 
designed the tennis club house in 1937.51 It is no longer there. The importance of Ranelagh as 
a place where some of the earliest modernist houses in Melbourne and Australia were 
constructed is discussed later in this chapter. 

The late inter-war and early post-war era at Ranelagh is remembered as a time of house names, 
such as ‘Aramuta’, ‘Nithsdale’, ‘Four Winds’, ‘Wits End’ and ‘Summerslease’. Many houses by 
this time were hidden behind tall cypress hedges and had notable trees and gardens. 

A number of important people in a local and National context had associations with Ranelagh 
during this period – members of the Ranelagh Club included politician R.G. Menzies, later Sir 
Robert Menzies, Prime Minister of Australia and prominent architect Kingsley Anketell 
Henderson. Ranelagh also has literary associations – the novelist Neville Shute reputedly wrote 
‘On the Beach’ while he stayed as a house guest at 1 Rendlesham Avenue. The book was made 
into a movie in the 1950s, and some scenes were filmed at nearby Canadian Bay beach. 
General Blamey, another club member, is also reputed to have written his memoirs at 
‘Summerslease’ in a room above the garage.52 

Due to the impermanence of the population commercial facilities were limited. For many years 
there were only two shops at Mount Eliza on the Point Nepean Road, ‘Dunstan’s grocery 
store’, with two cypresses growing outside’ (one of which remains outside Safeways) and a 
‘mixed business and post office opposite’, with a huge covered concrete area in front where the 
bus stopped.53 A third store, constructed some distance from the village in 1922-3, survives on 
Mt Eliza Way towards the Nepean Highway. 

The Point Nepean Road (now Mt Eliza Way) meandered through Mt Eliza by the estate 
entrance until it was bypassed by the Nepean Highway in 1968. The entrance to Ranelagh was 
always a meeting place, where children congregated before and after school, buses and hire cars 
picked up passengers or dropped them off, providing connection to the Frankston Railway 
Station.  

2.4.6   Suburban development (1960s onwards) 
Holiday houses continued to be built in Ranelagh into the late 1950s and early 1960s. In the 
early 1960s, the Club built first a boathouse on the foreshore of Ranelagh beach, then a 
clubhouse on the cliff above it and the estate appeared to be finally taking shape in the way it 
was originally intended. However, some of the original reserves and playing fields that were the 
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property of the club were turned over to the Mornington Shire. One of the private parks 
became John H. Butler Reserve and the tennis courts became Mount Eliza Tennis Courts and 
Bowling Club. The Ranelagh Golf Course, designed by Dick Banks, was sold to the Peninsula 
School in 1959. The school opened in 1961. The opening days are documented by the school’s 
first photographer, Wolfgang Sievers. 

The changing character of the estate was reflected in the style and use of housing at Ranelagh. 
Rather than picturesque weekenders and holiday houses the 1960s and 1970s was characterised 
by housing designed for permanent occupancy. Since the 1990s, the trend to bigger houses, 
with less space for garden or mature trees, has changed the character of some parts of the estate, 
particularly in the older sections close to the Bay. 

Roads on the estate were not sealed until the 1970s, at the same time much of the housing was 
built in the middle and eastern parts of Ranelagh. Jane Hildebrant described this period as the 
‘end of an era, as gardens and houses were built in the empty paddocks, and trees planted 
around the estate’.54 One positive change was the bypass of the Nepean Highway, which has 
meant that the village character much valued by local residents has been retained. 

The cumulative effect of these changes has been to make Ranelagh increasingly suburban, and 
it has lost some of its original character as a seaside resort and country club estate. Some 
residents are concerned about the level of incremental change and the effect on the heritage of 
the Griffin plan.55 

2.5 A place of leisure 
The Ranelagh Estate was based on a ‘country club’ plan popular in the USA at that time.56 It 
was the first of two such developments by Taylor and Sharp, the other being Park Orchards, a 
hill resort in Melbourne’s north-east. Ranelagh was marketed as the creation of Walter Burley 
Griffin in collaboration with the surveyor Saxil Tuxen; Park Orchards was to be produced by 
Tuxen and Miller.57  It is not clear if the country club model was favoured by the Griffins, or 
the estate’s promoters. However, the idea of a self-regulating community which was part of the 
model certainly fitted with the Griffins’ ideal of community life. The idea of vesting the 
communal spaces in the Ranelagh Club, to which all residents of the estate would belong, was 
also an important feature of the country club model applied at Ranelagh. 

At once a seaside resort and country club, Ranelagh was envisaged as a place where 
Melbourne’s successful professional people would build their holiday houses, with plentiful 
recreational facilities, parks and internal reserves for the private enjoyment of the abutting 
owners provided: ‘all of the comforts of city living will be there, but not its drawbacks’, 
promised its advertising brochure, ‘and with the composite advantage only to be found in a 
locality that so happily unites the bush and the sea’.58  

While blocks in the subdivision were quite small, land purchasers were encouraged to buy two 
or more, thus keeping total estimated numbers to about 400. Those who purchased land 
automatically became members of the Ranelagh Club, now the recreation club at the northern 
beach end of the development. The former ‘Nyora’ house was to be a guest house leased by the 
club for use by members. The club was thus incorporated into the Ranelagh concept as the 
social and community hub.  

The promotional material prepared for the sale of land at Ranelagh Estate touted the benefits 
of an exclusive ‘sea-side resort’ in proximity to popular attractions of the Mornington 
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Peninsula, such as Sorrento and Phillip Island. The prospectus made much of the Griffin 
design, stating that ‘Mr Walter Burley Griffin has provided a plan that in the future will be a 
monument to his genius’.59  

Land at Ranelagh was not auctioned, but sold to approved customers. In keeping with the 
Griffin’s belief in community, it was suggested that houses could be kept small – a Griffin 
preference – because the residents would spend much of their time in the communal spaces – 
the various reserves, the beach and the club itself. According to historian David Nichols, the 
Griffin’s ideal of ‘unassuming houses embedded in natural landscape from which a sense of 
space could be projected into the wider vista’ found its first Australian expression in their small 
house at ‘Pholiota’ at Eaglemont; they continued to experiment with it at Castlecrag later in 
the 1920s.60  

In an article written in the Australian Home Builder, ‘Ranelagh – Miniature Seaside Garden 
City’, the exclusive facilities and aesthetic qualities of the estate were glowingly described: 

In a beautiful grassy glade with scattered eucalypts giving it the quality of a private park falling 
gently to the sea, Ranelagh, the new holiday club settlement for 400 professional men and their 
families at Mornington, promises to be a little gem of garden city planning. Every resident will 
have a block so situated that from his house he will have a view of the Bay through a lane of 
foliage. His holiday home will not be costly but it will be of equal quality, and no ugly shack or 
makeshift will be permitted to mar the surroundings. There are to be a club house, golf course, 
bowling green, croquet lawns, cricket ground, children’s playgrounds, parks and gardens and the 
residents will have access to lovely secluded beaches, with facilities for boating and fishing.61  

The success of Ranelagh as a holiday destination owed much to increasing car ownership and 
also the rise of golf as a popular sport. Jane Hildebrant, a resident in the 1950s and 60s, 
remembers that her father, a very keen golfer, played at the Ranelagh course, which was 
included in the original Griffin layout of the estate. Many professional men based their families 
at the estate for summer and commuted to the city to conduct their business. Jane remembers 
her father commuting to work in the City of Melbourne each day by the morning and evening 
train from Frankston - the 52 minute run in the evening provided just enough time to read the 
evening paper.62  She also remembers an American ranch-style entrance to the estate formed by 
two high poles connected by an overhead board. The fence to the gates was a favourite obstacle 
for horse jumping by the children of the estate. 

The holiday atmosphere of the estate diminished somewhat as the estate filled up with 
permanent residents from the 1960s and 1970s. In this period, the suburban boundaries of 
Melbourne expanded in a narrow band along the eastern coastline of Port Phillip Bay toward 
Frankston and beyond. The Ranelagh Club survived, though its membership expanded to 
include the local area and then residential restrictions were dropped altogether. Its later 
development is covered in Section 2.7. 

The Ranelagh Club, its facilities and landholdings, both current and former, throughout the 
Ranelagh Estate retain the ability to demonstrate many of the features of a country club estate 
in Victoria, dating from the inter-war period and based on American precedents. Even though 
the golf course provided for by the Griffin plan has gone, many other features remain intact, 
though sometimes no longer in the ownership of the club. 
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2.6 A place with strong links to early twentieth century planning 
ideals and the Melbourne modern movement 

2.6.1   The emergence of the garden suburb movement in Australia 
Historian of early town planning and Griffin expert, David Nichols, believes that Ranelagh 
Estate is one of the most important examples of 1920s ‘garden suburb’ styled planning in 
Australia. He argues that by the time the Griffins came to design what was their third 
Melbourne subdivision (ten years after the Mount Summit and Glenard estates) they were 
working with a public who clearly understood and engaged with many of the important 
principles of garden suburb design.63 

The ‘garden city’ was the image of the ideal urban environment in the 1910s and 1920s, used 
to ‘sell’ the idea of planned urban environments, rather than the ‘free-for-all’ approach in the 
years before town planning controls were established. For most early planners and the informed 
public it meant spaciousness, orderliness, parks, trees; ‘the planned community of happy 
homes’.64  

It was a reaction against the perceived evils of unplanned environments such as those of the 
early nineteenth century Rocks in Sydney, where the NSW Town Planning Association invited 
those with a ‘stout heart’ to see ; ‘the chaotic buildings, the higgledy piggledy streets’ and even 
worse, ‘the appearance of the dwellers in darkness...the degeneracy stamped on every face’. This 
reflected contemporary views that ‘man was the product of his environment’, and that the 
unsanitary, crowded and chaotic industrial suburbs common in the large cities of the western 
world were the direct cause of ‘moral and physical degeneracy’, even race decline.65 

According to popular views influenced by early twentieth century eugenics, ‘garden cities’ 
prevented such ‘race decay’. The ideal started with the ‘conservation of child life’ through the 
provision of recreational reserves for children to play in ‘fresh air, sunlight and uncrowded 
conditions’, ideas that were taken up strongly by the Griffins in their designs which included 
plentiful reserves and open space. They were also seen as a source of social stability in the post-
war world, ‘every garden city suburb ‘a pill box in the path of anarchy’.66 

These ideas were particularly influential in Melbourne in the 1920s, when planners and others 
mounted an active campaign for American style planning and against British town planning 
models. The key body was the Melbourne Metropolitan Town Planning Commission, a 
pioneering metropolitan planning agency in Australian planning history which promoted 
garden city principles and modernist planning in the American `city functional' style.67 

It is interesting to speculate on the influence of the Griffins (resident in Melbourne up until 
1924) on this movement; it is known that their collaborator in the design of Ranelagh, Saxil 
Tuxen, was engaged as a technical expert to the Melbourne Metropolitan Town Planning 
Commission and would have contributed to its landmark 1925 report espousing a Garden City 
based planning scheme for the metropolis. 

In the prosperous 1920s, according to Robert Freestone, with the emergence of an organised 
town planning movement in Australia and an intensive flow of information from overseas, the 
inspirational power of garden city was at its height. It also gained prominence in the post-war 
reconstruction period, as a promised solution to low standards of physical fitness exposed by 
the medical examination of young recruits for war service. In 1919 it was reported that 40% of 
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113,000 Victorians enlisting for war service were unfit.68 It was also a response to the post-war 
national housing shortage which was causing overcrowding and rising rents. 

‘Garden suburb’ and ‘garden city’ were used interchangeably in this period. According to John 
Sulman, a leading advocate of the movement in the 1920s, the defining features were: 

..the allocation of special quarters, or sites, for each kind of building, the absence of congestion of 
dwellings and their better arrangement, the ample provision of parks, playgrounds and open 
spaces, the planting with trees and grass of part of the width of the roads which are not required 
for traffic, and the provision of greater opportunities for social intercourse.’69 

Freestone distils the characteristically Australian elements from the blend of British and 
American planning thought that made up the garden city planning movement: 

A community worthy of the garden city label was preferably a distinct physical and social 
entity, that is, a self-contained community with range of facilities for commercial and civil 
life available locally; e.g., parklands, playgrounds, schools, municipal buildings, sports 
grounds. 

Public open space was a necessity for even the smallest subdivision, whether actively used 
for sport and games or passively reserved for walking and viewing. The standard of 10% of 
the subdivision as open space was (and to some extent still is) widely used. 

The internal reserve situated at the rear of houses, with no vehicle access, was the most 
innovative type of open space advocated. Griffin referred to these reserves as his ‘preferred 
playgrounds’ because children could congregate ‘safe from motor traffic in the streets and 
within sight of their mothers’.  

There was land use zoning such that homogeneous residential zones were created. 
Interestingly, opinion varied on the extent to which communities should be socially 
segregated. Many thought rigid social geography encouraged class conflict, and preferred a 
social mix. 

A functional hierarchy of roads, such that main thoroughfares were sufficiently wide to 
carry traffic, yet residential streets need not be so wide. Long and straight streets were 
considered not aesthetically pleasing and a poor response to climate.  

Curves were favoured – though some in the surveying profession had no time for them as 
mere decoration which increased the costs of installing public infrastructure and caused 
people to get lost in unnecessarily fancy street patterns.  

Rounded street corners were preferred on the grounds of improved traffic safety and flow. 

Garden city layouts avoided the gridiron subdivision common at the time and instead 
endorsed layouts of curvilinear streets and street patterns that followed the contours of the 
site.  

A ‘happy home’ in the Australian context was most often a single family, detached dwelling, 
with ample yard space front and back. Front gardens were the real domestic showcase, and 
gardening was seen to encourage a love of beauty, neighbourliness and patriotism. 

Beauty was an important element of garden city planning – in the 1910s the term was used 
interchangeable with ‘city beautiful’, though this concept influential in America at the time 
had a slightly different emphasis. Ideally, houses would be framed by foliage, with trees, 
shrubs and lawns, and private and public gardens merging into a park-like environment. 
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These principles complement the highly developed planning philosophy applied by the 
Griffins in their work. That is, the Griffins applied a highly sophisticated and original 
approach to design within the encompassing milieu of garden city principles and debate. In 
general terms, the distinctive town planning principles practised by the Griffins are 
characterised by Griffin scholar Donald Leslie Johnson as:  

The Griffin’s personal insights into the theatrical potential of landscape;  

‘City Beautiful’ use of buildings to identify urban focus points or nodes; 

a concern to clarify and define civic functions  and circulation;  

Use of the space and form of the landscape in defining functions, locating precincts, and 
determining circulation routes.70 

 

                                                      

70 Donald Leslie Johnson The Architecture of Walter Burley Griffin, Macmillan, South Melbourne, 
Victoria, 1977, pp 32-33 



RANELAGH ESTATE—CONSERVATION MANAGEMENT PLAN 

24 

2.6.2   Ranelagh as an exemplar of the garden suburb movement 
The Ranelagh Estate embodies these various features – gently curved and semi-circular roads; 
incorporation of open space backing onto many allotments; incorporation of a dramatic coastal 
site. According to Nichols, Ranelagh streets, long and gently curving, appear designed to draw 
residents towards the beach and clubhouse area, where it was assumed they would spend most 
of their time.71 
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Though traffic islands were far from common in Australia at the time, the Griffins and Tuxen 
allowed ample room for their creation at their large and spacious intersections.  

As noted by Nichols a key element of ‘garden suburb’ design was the use of open space through 
internal reserves and parks. Robert Freestone regards internal reserves as: 
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Internal reserves are historically important as a physical record of the evolution of modern town 
planning thought. They capture the essence of the early planning mission, to nurture social 
advancement though the reshaping of urban space.72  

Internal reserves, providing communal open-space at the rear of housing and a recurring theme 
of the Griffins and much of Tuxen’s planning work after 1910, are strongly featured in the 
Ranelagh plan. Today many of them are treasured by surrounding residents.  

The Griffins arrived in Australia as the movement gained momentum in town planning and in 
popular conscience. The Australian Garden Suburb movement, and particularly, the use of 
internal reserves, complemented their personal design ethics and intent. They worked on 
imaginative and innovative ways to integrate transport modes, recreational facilities and other 
urban amenities with internal reserves, whilst utilising the reserves’ critical function in 
conservation. As Freestone further explains:  

…They (the Griffins) imagined various possibilities, from children's playgrounds through social 
centres and nature reserves to links in a whole intricate web of pedestrian ways calculated to bind 
communities together physically and socially. Specific options for particular reserves were usually 
vague; the Griffins believed that the community itself should determine actual uses.73 

Other planners saw the function of internal reserves as more utilitarian. Freestone notes that 
functions of internal reserves included providing safe recreational spaces, drainage or decreasing 
the ‘cost of utilities such as water mains and sewerage extensions’. 74 

However, use of internal reserves also brought issues such as long-term maintenance. By the 
early 1930s the Australian Garden Suburb movement was shifting away from the use of 
internal reserves, and they rarely feature after the depression.75 

Even at the height of their appeal, Freestone points out that garden city layouts were the 
exception rather than the norm. In 1924, the Victorian Town Planning Association 
complained bitterly: 

The old gridiron pattern still rules – monotonous rows of allotments, all of the same size; just 
large enough to comply with minimum requirements; no heed to contour lines, and no provision 
for reserves.’76 

According to Freestone, the garden city legacy has had an enduring effect on town planning in 
Australia and many of its concepts are now an accepted part of contemporary town planning 
practice. The debate that ensued around planning ideas and social goals also led to pressures for 
greater discussion of planning issues and controls over subdivision and building at the local 
government level. 

Ranelagh remains as an exemplar of the garden suburb movement in Australia and an 
important stage in the development of local town planning controls and practice. It is 
noteworthy that the Shire of Mornington was the first rural shire in Victoria to institute a town 
plan over the whole of its area in the 1940s and 1950s.77 
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2.6.3   Melbourne modern movement at Ranelagh 
Ranelagh as a focus for the emergence and development of the modern movement in 
architecture in Victoria is a fascinating aspect that needs more research. Slow development of 
the estate allowed for a wide range of architectural styles and periods to be reflected. Amongst 
these were the distinctive Modernist designs that emerged in the 1930s and were further 
developed in the 1940s and 50s.  

An early Modernist design following American precedents is the house at 21 Rosserdale 
Crescent, used for years as a dormitory for the Ranelagh Club Guest House. This was 
reputedly designed by Harold Desbrowe Annear, a leading Melbourne architect of the early 
twentieth century and who was regarded by Robyn Boyd as one of only four ‘twentieth century 
architects’ in the first half of that century.78 

Perhaps the most important example of Modernist architecture at Ranelagh (and for that 
matter in Victoria) is the beach house at 35 Rannoch Avenue, known as ‘The Ship’. It was 
designed by Roy Grounds in 1933 and built in 1934 for himself and his first wife Virginia. 
Grounds is regarded as a leader of Modernist architecture in Australia and is best known as the 
architect of the National Gallery of Victoria for which he was knighted.79 His design for ‘The 
Ship’ was praised for the economic approach to space within the house and such design 
features as sun porches opening from the living room, and placing the dining area within the 
living room. ‘The Ship’ is considered to be the earliest surviving house in Victoria to adopt the 
Modernist style.80  

Roy Grounds, Frederick Romberg and Robin Boyd, were also the partners of a prominent 
Melbourne architectural firm renowned for its contribution to the modernist movement in 
Victoria. All three architects are associated with Ranelagh Estate, through their design 
contribution or as residents. Number 29 Rendlesham Avenue was another beach house 
designed by Grounds for Betty Ramsay whom he subsequently married in 1941. In 1953 Betty 
Grounds sold the property to Roy’s then colleague Romberg, who also built the timber cottage 
at No. 31.81 Robin Boyd designed ‘Tal Tal’ at 51 Rannoch Avenue, which was constructed in 
1951. 
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Like Grounds, other architects who designed houses in the Mornington Peninsula in the 1930s 
and 1940s were praised for design approaches especially appropriate to seaside homes. In 1952, 
Robyn Boyd argued that the Mornington Peninsula, with its holiday mood, influenced 
architects to be freer and simpler in their approach to architectural design. Such approaches 
included taking full advantage of sunlight and the natural advantages of the sites, and 
combining living areas to give ‘a sense of casual spaciousness’. This was a place to build 
pleasant escapes from the city. 

Nichols notes that: 

These buildings, valuable in themselves, also signify the importance of the Ranelagh plan and 
concept to the area; some buildings were accommodated by the plan, some architects (for instance, 
Desbrowe Annear) may have been encouraged by the Griffins or Tuxen themselves, and 
architects of the post-war era may well have been attracted by the milieu created by the 
streetscape and spatial character.82 

Nichols concludes that through Boyd’s ‘advocacy and publicity’ the involvement of prominent 
architects earned Ranelagh the distinction of being described in a booklet produced as a guide 
to Melbourne’s architecture for the 1956 Olympic Games as the ‘birth place of Melbourne’s 
modern movement’83. It is said that numerous visitors came to the area each weekend to look at 
the modernist houses.84 

Ranelagh now contains a remarkable repository of modern architecture in the Mornington 
Peninsula, a region that after WWII was itself ‘to be renowned for the enthusiastic adoption of 
progressive styles in domestic architecture’.85 

2.7 A place enriched by community connections  
The social inter-mixing and community focus of Ranelagh has been a strong feature of the 
estate from the time it was established as a community settlement until the present. 
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2.7.1   Ranelagh as an ideal of community living 
The Griffins were as interested in social and spiritual dimension of land planning as in the 
physical aspects of subdivision layout. They took up the idea of establishing an ideal 
community as embedded in early garden city concepts. The role of reserves and pedestrian 
pathways in promoting social inter-mixing and a sense of neighbourhood became a focus of 
much of this thinking. According to Freestone and Nichols, ‘they capture the essence of the 
early planning mission, to nurture social advancement through the reshaping of urban 
space…as a new zone between the domain of the private home and the wider world, they set 
the stage for neighbourhood congregation, interaction and support’86. These aspects of 
Ranelagh have had an enduring effect on the residents of the estate over time. Many of the 
reserves today reflect a genuine community interest and spirit developed across generations. 

The Griffins envisaged the social character of the estate as a cohesive, self-contained 
community, working co-operatively to shape the future of the estate. The Griffin plan included 
provision for the range of recreational and community facilities required for self-sufficiency. 
Only the most urgent of utilities, such as electric light and water connection, were immediately 
available. An ideal community such as Griffin envisaged would determine at any particular 
time precisely what they needed and how to secure such facilities across the estate. This is in 
fact what has happened over the years, with the local community gaining an enviable 
reputation for activism (also see Section 2.8). 

The original social composition of the estate was of reasonably affluent professional people 
such as those who formed the committee of the early Ranelagh Club, including politician R G 
Menzies and prominent Melbourne architect Kingsley Anketell Henderson. The early 
promotional material produced by Sequoia Pty ltd certainly suggests that the target market was 
Melbourne’s leading professional men and their families. The development company indicated 
their intent to exercise a ‘certain amount of discrimination in selling lots in the hope that 
professional men and other approved persons would be attracted'87, and this succeeded initially, 
though the social composition of the estate became more mixed over time. 

The social hub of the community was originally intended to be the Ranelagh Club, based on 
an American country-club model. The club was incorporated on 14 July 1926, and all reserves, 
including road reserves, were to be transferred to the club after the sale of 600 lots. All 
purchasers of lots on the estate automatically became members of the club, and 10 pounds was 
to be paid to the club on purchase of the land.  

‘Ranelagh House’ (the former ‘Nyora’) was leased by the Ranelagh Club and was operated as a 
guest house until the 1950s (from 1959 it was the home of Melbourne developer A.V. 
Jennings). An early resident of the Estate, Mr L.J. Bradbury recalled the year 1928:  

…when there were two stores at "Nyora Corner" near the entrance to "Nyora"…The homestead 
was used as a guest house, and the grounds around it were a select housing estate open only to 
members of the Ranelagh Country Club. A man was stationed at the gates to keep out 
unauthorised visitors. No picnic parties were allowed in and everyone who passed through the 
gates had to be a member of the club, or known to a member.88 

In 1947, the title for the public open spaces including the numerous reserves and road reserves 
was finally transferred from Sequoia Pty Ltd to the Ranelagh Club. The transfer had been 
delayed by recurrent crises in the club’s finances as it attempted to establish itself in lean years 
before the estate was fully settled. 

Even so, the Ranelagh Club was a social focus in the 1940s and 1950s. Social life as it evolved 
on the estate is captured in the memoirs of resident Jane Hildebrant:  

                                                      

86 Freestone and Nichols, 2001, p.402. 
87 P. Brown, Nomination to Heritage Victoria, 2004, p. 6. 
88 L. Moorhead, 1971, p. 212. 
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The 40s, 50s and 60s was the era of house names… We knew the houses by their names, not 
numbers, and the places were more readily located by the houses and their owners…Ranelagh 
Beach was our "Mecca", summer and winter. The old clubhouse which was burnt down one Guy 
Fawkes' night under suspicious circumstances was an informal meeting place for the local 
teenagers. In winter, we played continuous games of table tennis after school and on 
weekends…downstairs the members kept their boats.89 

There were various club houses over the first thirty to forty years. First, a room or two in the 
Ranelagh Club Guest House, a favoured place for formal afternoon tea and which also housed 
the popular monthly dances at full moon. At this time, beach activities were focused on the 
club boathouse referred to by Jane Hildebrant above. With the Guest House later owned 
privately, the Club’s busy social life in the 1950s and 60s was divided between the clubroom 
attached to the caretaker’s house at the lawn tennis courts and the beach for sailing. Long term 
residents describe the Club activities then, especially sports, parties and dances combined with 
fund raising for the new clubhouse, as vibrant and the focus for the social lives of many.  

Since the building of club facilities and tennis courts on Lot B above Ranelagh Beach, and the 
widening of the geographical base for membership, enthusiasm has waxed and waned but 
membership is currently high with increasing support again from the Ranelagh community. 
The club abounds with keen tennis players, sailors, fishermen and beach lovers. Modern 
cuisine replaces the do-it-yourself barbecues and afternoon tea on the terrace and social events 
are for members throughout the year. The original idea of Ranelagh has evolved with time.90 

2.7.2   Lobbying for community facilities 
In the 1950s, the Ranelagh Resident’s Association was formed. An early secretary of the 
Association was Marjorie Butler (sister to John H. Butler, see below). The Association lobbied 
the Mornington Shire on road construction, petitioned against formal footpaths, and fought 
against unit development and development proposals for some of the internal reserves. The 
Association has a long history of protecting the Griffin qualities of the estate and remains active 
on planning and environmental issues today. 

As the Ranelagh community has evolved over time it has worked actively on a range of issues. 
In the late 1940s, a committee was established to raise money to establish a kindergarten on the 
estate, holding Scottish dancing nights and other activities to eventually match the government 
funding so the building could proceed.91 In 1955 Mornington Shire progressively acquired Lots 
557-558, and by 1961 it owned lots 559-562. The Mount Eliza Preschool and Infant Welfare 
Centre, designed by Chancellor & Patrick, officially opened on 18 June 1955. It was situated 
on Lot 557. A play room extension was added in 1965, which was situated on lot 558. This 
suggests that there were sufficient residents on the estate even at this stage to support its 
operation. 

                                                      

89 J. Hildebrant, Memories of Growing Up in Ranelagh in the 50s ad 60s, 1999. 
90 Personal recollections collected by Meg Breidahl, 2008. 
91 Meg Breidahl, interview with estate resident Maxine Brown, February 2008. 
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In 1961, the Mornington Shire purchased Lot G, one of the original internal reserves. In 1969, 
Lot G was named the John H. Butler Reserve after the Mayor of Mornington Shire. In 1970-
71, the roads in the Ranelagh Estate were sealed. At this time, land was resumed from the John 
H. Butler reserve for car parking to the rear of the shops, a move opposed at the time and since 
by some residents. A landscape management plan for Lot G is currently being prepared by the 
Shire. 

Lot F (Howard Parker Reserve) is also owned and managed by Council and contains a variety 
of community and sporting facilities, including tennis and bowling clubs, Senior Citizens 
centre and Community Centre. The Community Centre was designed by Woodford & Peck 
in 1980. The building was recognised in 1980 by the Royal Australian Institute of Architects 
through their architectural awards. A masterplan for Lot F is currently being prepared by the 
Shire. 

2.7.3   Growth of the commercial centre 
Adjacent to the northern end of Lot G (now the John H. Butler reserve), sites had been set 
aside for shops, but little development occurred before the 1950s. The earliest shops in the 
Mount Eliza Village were the bluestone general store, on Ranelagh Drive, which included a 
newsagency, and a motor garage. Both of these businesses are visible in a circa 1950 
photograph of the entrance to the Ranelagh Estate. The village centre also included a relatively 
high number of service stations, five have been suggested (pers.comm., community workshop 
participant, 28 February 2008), reflecting Mount Eliza’s former location on what was then the 
main road from Melbourne to the Mornington Peninsula (until the Nepean Highway bypass 
was constructed in the 1970s).   

The Mount Eliza Village commercial area began to take shape in the 1960s. A pharmacy and 
surgery were constructed in 1961 and the Ivor P. Mitchell Electrical shop, fronting Mount 
Eliza Way and the milk bar, ‘Brooker’s of Mt. Eliza’, were extant by 1964. A 1964 photograph 
of ‘Brooker’s of Mt. Eliza’ promotes the sale of Arthur’s Milk, homemade cakes and pies, roast 
chickens and delicatessen produce. It opened in February, 1964, closing in 1974. 

A number of the other shops fronting Mount Eliza Way and backing onto Lot G (John H. 
Butler Reserve) in the Mount Eliza Village were constructed in 1964 by Adrian and Janet 
Brooker. Mostly single story with through access to the car park in Lot G behind, and a pair of 
double storey shops (current fruit shop and adjacent deli/café). 
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The Brookers purchased the newsagency rights from the original general store, establishing a 
newsagency in one of their 1964 shops, which previously had been empty for a year. The 
buildings occupied by the current fruit shop and video shop date from 1964. 

The Mount Eliza commercial area has become a community hub, with its village atmosphere 
strongly valued by local residents today. In some ways, aspects of the role once filled by the 
Club as a meeting place have been transferred to the Mt Eliza Village. 

2.8 A place of environmentalism and community activism 
The Griffins were leaders in the practice of planning for retention of the natural bushland and 
considered the natural landscape the perfect playground for children. These ideas influenced 
the design of their estates to include remnant natural bushland and make generous provision 
for open space for recreation, particularly through the internal reserves which are an important 
feature of all the Griffin plans, and a strong surviving feature of the Ranelagh Estate. The 
Griffins saw the internal reserves as havens for urban birds, animals, trees and also a device by 
which local topography might be maintained.92  

The Ranelagh plan was intended by the Griffins and Tuxen to preserve natural features such as 
the coastline, cliffs and Earimil Creek. As ‘proto environmentalists and landscape designers 
with a deep (and at the time unfashionable) concern for the Australian environment’ Nichols 
argues that the Griffins created subdivision plans that sought to place homes within the natural 
landscape. Also apparent in the plan is Tuxen’s dedication to local open space. Again, to quote 
Nichols ‘much of their conservation ethos –entrenched in a sensitive and intelligent scheme –
has resulted in retention of native plants and environments, and elements of this environment 
which have lapsed appear in many cases to be salvageable’.93 

The conscious fostering of community activism through the design and layout of the estate and 
provision for interaction and enjoyment of the natural environment has produced a legacy of 
strong community activism to protect the estate.  

How the reserves and public space would be managed was an issue for the Griffins generally94, 
and is reflected in the various ownership and management arrangements for the reserves and 
public spaces they established for their estates. They deliberately vested the rights to these 
spaces with the community, or a collective body of residents (for example, ownership of 
reserves at the Glenard Estate, with covenants attached to the title), or other, non-government, 
representative controlling bodies (such as the original intent for the Ranelagh Club to hold 
responsibility for the reserves within Ranelagh). 

Community activism to protect the local environment can be traced back to the early efforts by 
local residents of the wider Mornington Peninsula to protect the beaches by putting in place a 
foreshore reserve in 1873. It has continued in the natural environment through the work of 
local groups such as Friends of the Earmil Creek, MEAFEC and the Mount Eliza Foreshore 
Advisory Group. 

As Ranelagh became a commuter suburb of metropolitan Melbourne and the estate filled up 
with houses in the late 1950s and 60s, development pressures intensified.95 The 1960s heralded 
a boom in new developments, and this growth placed pressure on the existing title covenants of 
one house per double block, as well as on the integrity of the reserves. 

                                                      

92 M.Walker, A Kabos and J Weirick, Building with Nature: Walter Burley Griffin and Castlecrag, 
Sydney 1994.  
93 R Freestone and D Nichols, ‘Internal parklands in early planned suburbs: from planning history 
to planning heritage’, in Twentieth Century, Our Recent Cultural Legacy, 2001 Australia ICOMOS 
National Conference, pp.396-405.  
94 D. Nichols, pers. comm., Ranelagh Estate CMP technical workshop 14 April 2008 
95 Harrison, 1995, p. 58  
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The ownership and use of internal, and a few ‘open’, reserves has been a contentious issue at 
Ranelagh since at least 1947, when the first evidence exists of the Ranelagh Club offering them 
for sale to local owners.96  

The formation of the Ranelagh Residents’ Association in the early 1950s to protect the values 
of the estate and liaise with the council over development proposals was a key milestone in 
community activism.97 Since that time, community resistance to repeated development threats 
has preserved much of the original Ranelagh environment and character. For example, when in 
the 1960s the Ranelagh Club had controversial plans to subdivide a number of the reserves 
along the cliff top, one resident objected that: 

This estate was most skilfully and expertly designed by that World renowned Town Planner and 
Architect, Burley Griffin… these interspersing parklands are most desirable and help prevent too 
much of a suburban atmosphere - They also give cover to Koala Bears and numerous lovely 
Native Birds..98 

The Shire of Mornington purchased Lot G in 1961 from the Ranelagh Club and later also 
acquired Lots C, H, J, K and L. Together with the Shire of Frankston in 1967, Mornington 
Shire also acquired Lot F for community purposes. This afforded some protection of these 
reserves which now have important community functions as part of the Mount Eliza Village 
(Lots G & F) or as streamside reserves.99 

After a hiatus of some years, the Ranelagh Residents’ Association again became active in the 
1980s in response to various development threats. In 1985, a group of residents won a legal 
challenge at the Planning Appeals Tribunal100 over the proposal to develop 29 units on Lot M. 
An attempt by the Ranelagh Club to sell Lot D for subdivision in 1987 was resisted 
successfully by abutting residents at the Appeals Tribunal. After prolonged negotiations the 
ownership of Lot D was transferred in 1999 to a consortium of neighbours, the ‘Lot D 
Preservation Group’, and remains as an internal reserve.101  

A letter written by the Ranelagh Residents Association to the Shire of Mornington in 1985 is 
an example of the group’s advocacy to protect the character of Ranelagh and its association 
with the Griffins: 

..when increasing concern for environmental preservation was accentuated by threats to lifestyles 
posed by developers and incongruous attempts by a minority sector to corrupt the valued amenity 
bestowed on the whole community by the original planner through the concept of open spaces in 
the Estate.102   

                                                      

96 Nichols, 2004 p.10. 
97 Heritage Victoria – Citation for VHR H1605.(Ranelagh Estate, Mount Eliza) 
98 RNE 103168. 
99 National Trust of Australia (Victoria) Classification Files G13010, L392, 1997. 
100 A predecessor of the present Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal (VCAT) 
101 Heritage Victoria – Citation for VHR H1605.(Ranelagh Estate, Mount Eliza) 
102 National Trust of Australia (Victoria) Classification Files G13010, L392, 1997. 
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In 1992, the Ranelagh Club attempted to subdivide Lot A for sale but failed. In 1997, the 
Club succeeded at the Administrative Appeals Tribunal in a subsequent application and later 
sold the individual new lots to abutting residents with several restrictions on use – low fences, 
no buildings at all, land to be consolidated on title and coastal indigenous plants to be used. 
The involvement of both the National Trust and Griffin experts in the various Tribunal 
hearings heightened broader community awareness of these components of the Griffins’ 
planning style.103 

In 1997, The Ranelagh Estate was classified by the National Trust of Australia (Victoria) as: 

an outstanding and intact example of Griffin’s town planning, still apparent in the road layout, 
disposition of allotments and reserves, and complimentary relationship of plan with 
topography.104 

Over half a century of advocacy and conservation efforts led by the Ranelagh Residents 
Association and supported by the Mornington Peninsula Shire and a range of Griffin experts 
culminated in heritage protection through listing in the Victorian Heritage Register in 2005.  

Historian David Nichols suggests that the work of the Ranelagh Resident’s Association and its 
forerunners is an important example of suburban activism ahead of the better-known 
campaigns of the 1960s and 70s. Indeed, Nichols argues that the recognition of the area’s 
distinct character as early as 1959 - a very unusual time for residents to agitate for changes to 
development schemes, pre-dating most inner-city activist groups by almost a decade – is itself a 
culturally and socially significant element of the Ranelagh story.105 

                                                      

103 Freestone and Nichols, 2003, p16. 
104 National Trust of Australia (Victoria) Classification Files G13010, L392, 1997. 
105 Nichols, 2007. 
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CHAPTER 3   PHYSICAL CONTEXT 

3.1 Gathering information 
The information gathered for this chapter has been compiled via a range of means: from the 
Ranelagh Advisory Group (RAG); from Mornington Peninsula Shire Council, and during 
fieldwork by the project team.  

The study area was visited on three occasions - December 2007, February 2008 and April 
2008. Fieldwork was undertaken during all three visits. Each reserve was visited two to three 
times. The initial site orientation and field surveys were conducted with members of the RAG 
on 10-11 December 2007, looking at the entire estate. Subsequent visits were made by the 
project team on 28 February 2008 and 21-22 April 2008 with the National Trust of Australia 
(Victoria), Mornington Peninsula Branch. 

Information on trees in areas of the public landscape within Ranelagh has been provided by the 
Shire arborist. 

3.2 Landscape and vegetation 
The overall landscape of Ranelagh is strongly characterised by a mature landscape of 
predominantly native and indigenous vegetation, combining natural bushland areas with native 
trees in parkland, and more structured plantings in the form of row, hedge and avenue 
plantings. In many of the Earimil Creek lots, and some other parts of the estate, the J.T. Smith 
Reserve (although modified bushland) for example, indigenous vegetation forms the dominant 
plant community. The effect of more recent planting programs in other reserves, such as Lot 
D, has been to use species indigenous to the area, resulting in combined planting schemes of 
mature exotic trees and shrubs, native and indigenous plantings with more recent indigenous 
plantings but an overall natural landscape character. 

The disposition of private allotments also contributes to the overall landscape character of the 
estate, in particular where individual houses have remained subordinate to the landscape, set 
within ample and mature gardens – as intended in the original prospectus for the estate. The 
landscape character of the reserves is described in more detail on the individual inventory forms 
in Appendix C. 

3.2.2 Remnant indigenous vegetation 
The dominant indigenous vegetation type of the mid slopes of Ranelagh (and central portion 
of the Mornington Peninsula) is consistent with dry sclerophyll open forest vegetation.   

Grassy Woodland vegetation type is confined to the upper slopes of the creek, dominated by a 
Themeda and Microleanea understorey with an over-storey of Black Wattle (Acacia 
melanoxylon), Black Sheoak (Allocasuarina littoralis), Manna Gum (Eucalyptus viminalis), Sweet 
Bursaria (Bursaria spinosa) and Cherry Ballart (Exocarpus cupressiformis). Some weed species are 
present along the creekline and on the upper banks in spite of regeneration efforts. 

Gully Woodland vegetation type is confined to the creek and lower slopes, dominated by a Poa 
under-storey with an over-storey of Drooping Sheoak (Allocasuarina verticillata), Manna Gum 
(Eucalyptus viminalis), Sweet Burasaria (Bursaria spinosa) and Cherry Ballart (Exocarpus 
cupressiformis). Some weed species are present. 

Significant individual trees that have been identified include: 

212 Mount Eliza Way - Swamp Gum (Eucalyptus ovata) (Arborplan Tree number: 
P008169); Black Wattle (Acacia mearnsii) (Arborplan Tree number: P006295); Drooping 
Sheoak (Allocasuarina verticillata) (Arborplan Tree number: P008177 & P008175) 
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72 Canadian Bay Road - Coastal Manna Gum (Eucalyptus pryoriana) (Arborplan Tree 
number: R001323)  

Canadian Bay Road - Forest Manna Gum (Eucalyptus viminalis) (Arborplan Tree number: 
P001614) 

Canadian Bay Road - Eucalypt (Eucalyptus sp.) (Arborplan Tree number: P009350) 

40 Rosserdale Crescent - Banksia integrifolia (Arborplan Tree number: R001711) 

2 Rugby Court - Eucalypt (Eucalyptus sp.) (Arborplan Tree number: R000844) 

80 Wimborne Avenue - Coastal Manna Gum (Eucalyptus pryoriana) (Arborplan Tree 
number: St000559) 

Any additional remnant trees identified by Council’s arborist in future should be added to this 
list. 

3.2.2   Modified bushland 
Much of the area of the reserves is modified bushland, i.e. remnant indigenous vegetation (to 
varying extent) with Australian native and introduced/exotic plantings. It is unrealistic to 
expect the neighbourhood reserves, designated pathways, water easements and the interface 
between public and private property, and the larger Earimil Creek reserves to be self 
maintaining healthy bushland, without regular appropriate monitoring and maintenance. Such 
management cannot be an intermittent activity and must be co-ordinated and followed with 
the same diligence and patience required for regular garden maintenance. 

3.2.3   Introduced vegetation in the public realm 
Various periods of introduced plantings in the public realm within Ranelagh Estate reflect the 
many layers of the estate’s history. For the purposes of this report, the planting periods have 
been grouped in three clusters reflecting different eras of ownership and management 
responsibility. Each of these eras resulted in plantings that are important for their contribution 
to the understanding of the many layers of the estate’s history. 

Pastoral era plantings (pre-Ranelagh Estate) – limited evidence has been discovered of pre-
Ranelagh estate plantings, associated with the pastoral era, for example. Those plantings 
that do survive, mostly pine trees (Pinus Radiata) are generally in poor condition due to age 
or poor management.  

Early Ranelagh Estate planting (including Ranelagh Club activities) – included many 
introduced species including those suitable, or thought to be suitable to coastal areas, and 
the landmark Wimbledon Avenue of alternating Monterey Cypress and Tuart trees. Some 
vegetation introduced by the club, as specified in the club’s early records from the late 
1920s, included species that were later to become weeds (Mirror Bush for example).  

Council era plantings (also some activities by the Ranelagh Club, although this was 
progressively reduced as management of the reserves and roads was gradually transferred to 
Council or residents groups) – predominantly native trees and, increasingly, locally 
indigenous vegetation. 

3.2.4   Private gardens 
The gardens within Ranelagh reflect changing garden fashions over the years. Many of the early 
gardens were laid out on traditional lines with hedge plantings along boundaries and lawn areas 
dotted with specimen trees. Some hedges also had a practical purpose: a Mirror Bush hedge 
along the clifftop adjacent 29 Rendlesham Avenue was planted because of its fire-retardant 
properties.106 

                                                      

106 Victoria Grounds (the architect’s daughter), pers. comm. 2009 
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The garden at ‘Nithsdale’ is a particularly fine example of an inter-war garden with its hedge, 
entry gates and stone terraces. However, many early gardens also retained remnant indigenous 
vegetation and in the gardens of the post-war era can be seen the increasing trend toward 
informal gardens with a greater emphasis on the use of indigenous and native species. 

Over time some of these gardens have encroached into the public realm – i.e. adjoining 
footpaths and reserves. Field work and consultation with the community has identified that a 
number of road verges and pathways used for public access through the estate are partially or 
fully blocked by garden areas that have overspilled from adjoining private allotments. 

3.3 The subdivision pattern - Estate layout 
The details of the engagement of the Griffins and Saxil Tuxen to prepare the plan for the 
Ranelagh Estate are not known, however the layout of the Estate appears to have gone through 
several stages between its initial design and its final form as a residential subdivision. The 
earliest known plan, dated 1924, and attributed to ‘Walter Burley Griffin – Landscape 
Architect, Saxil Tuxen – Surveyor’ survives in the Nicholls collection at the National Library of 
Australia. The level of detail and finish in this plan, and its use in subsequent promotional 
material, show it to be a highly resolved design. 

The attribution of Griffin as the ‘landscape architect’ and Tuxen as ‘surveyor’ reveal the likely 
roles in the development of the plan, that it is conceptually a Griffin design with technical 
expertise provided by Tuxen. Further evidence for the secondary role of Tuxen is provided by 
comparison with his known designs and those of the Griffins. Tuxen’s Palm Beach estate, 
Somers or Park Orchards show the generic features of garden suburb planning such as 
geometric road layouts and central parks, but lack the sophistication of the Ranelagh layout 
which is clearly related to other works by the Griffins. According to Nichols, since Griffin was 
not a licensed surveyor it was necessary for him to work in association with a qualified surveyor 
in order to get survey plans lodged and approved, apparently a common arrangement at the 
time.107  

An identical plan of Ranelagh, without the designer’s monogram, appears in the estate 
Prospectus issued by the developer, Sequoia, in around 1925. In the meantime, an altered 
version of the plan was lodged as the subdivision plan in March 1924, approved by 
Mornington Shire in April 1924 and the Titles Office in 1925. Land sales commenced in early 
1925. Sales posters showed a plan essentially identical to the subdivision plan.   

In this CMP the 1924 plan by Griffin and Tuxen is referred to as ‘the design plan’ and 
the subsequent subdivision plan as ‘the subdivision plan’.  

Features of the design plan include a series of curved roads, broadly following the topography 
of Earimil Creek, and arranged symmetrically about an entrance point centred on what is now 
the ‘Village Green’. This entry point is flanked by sites for commercial buildings. Other future 
buildings – whose use is not explained – are indicated in key locations, generally terminating or 
reinforcing axes in the plan. There are a number of ‘internal’ reserves creating a rough sequence 
of open spaces throughout the estate, and a continuous reserve along Earimil Creek. A golf 
course is shown at the southern end of the estate, and a boat harbour at the northern end of 
Boundary (now Canadian Bay) Road. 

The design plan also indicates house ‘envelopes’ on a series of sites fronting Canadian Bay 
Road. In these nominal arrangements, each house occupies one lot, with a repeated pattern of 
staggered front setbacks forming the houses into groups. The house footprints are small relative 
to the site areas, and rectangular. The Griffin’s preference for small, simple detached houses is 

                                                      

107 D. Nichols, ‘Griffin and Tuxen, or Tuxen and Miller? Mistaken authorship and the 
dissemination of misinformation on interwar planned suburbs’, Fabrications, December 2008 
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evident, as is the distinctive setback arrangement creating shared landscaped areas they called 
‘courts’.108 Rear laneways are shown servicing most house lots. 

The subdivision plan was lodged after the production of the design plan and differs from it in 
several areas:  

deletion of small areas of parkland which are mostly replaced with additional house lots;  

deletion of most sites where Griffin had indicated buildings (and of course any indication of 
future buildings); 

straightening of Camborne Avenue (removing the intended semi-circle effect centred on the 
Village Green);  

removal of house lots along the Canadian Bay Road frontage of Lot F (making it no longer 
enclosed);  

replacement of the shops on the north side of Ranelagh Drive with house lots;  

deletion of the mid-block laneways, although some connecting lanes between streets were 
retained. 

Most of these changes appear intended to increase the yield of house lots. They reduced the 
quality of the plan in particular areas, by compromising some off-road linkages, eliminating 
locations for buildings that would have reinforced the legibility of the design, reducing the 
quality of some parks and streetscapes, blurring the distinction between commercial and 
residential uses, and eliminating the gateway effect of the estate entry. (Commercial buildings 
have subsequently developed on the northern side of Ranelagh Drive, partly restoring the 
original intention). 

The subdivision pattern, road layout, and reserve system evident today are virtually unchanged 
from the subdivision plan, and clearly legible both on the ground and in aerial photographs of 
the estate. 
Comparison of the subdivision plan with a 1957 and current aerial photographs show that the 
allotment pattern has largely been retained with the exception of a few examples of realignment 
of subdivision boundaries. Where realignment has occurred it has sometimes resulted in 
historically related elements being separated onto adjoining lots – for example, the garage 
associated with ‘Millimbimby’ at 9 Wimborne Avenue is now on a separate lot at 7 Wimborne 
Avenue. The realignment of the boundaries of the house at 62 Canadian Bay Road has resulted 
in the loss of garden elements, now contained on the lot at No.60. 
Some of the larger properties - where owners purchased two or three lots as encouraged by the 
Estate developer - remain extant. This has resulted in a strong garden and natural landscape 
character with buildings subordinate to the landscape – the garden at ‘Nithsdale’ spread across 
four allotments at 28-34 Rannoch Avenue is testament to this. This character is a strong 
feature of the estate today - though a number of recent developments (large dwellings 
constructed on a cleared lot) have had adverse impacts on this character. 
Major changes have been the sale of Lot N, now private land, and loss of distinction between 
the original Lot A and the adjoining properties - possibly associated with its subdivision and 
transfer to the titles of adjoining allotments. 
Another key change is the loss of the golf links (triangular reserve at bottom of Figure 3.1). The 
Peninsula School now occupies this site. Some mature plantings (conifers), most likely 
associated with the golf links and a modest, weatherboard building from the c.1950s remain on 
the site as evidence of its use as a golf links. The club house is no longer extant and there is no 
evidence of the fairways, which are not legible within the school grounds. 

                                                      

108 Dustin Griffin (ed.), ‘Garden roofs and Courts’ in The writings of Walter Burly Griffin, Cambridge 
University Press, Port Melbourne, Vic., 2008, p 303 
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The only significant changes to road alignments are the curve introduced into Canadian Bay 
Road adjacent Lot F – presumably due to topographical constraints – and modifications to 
Ranelagh Drive south of J T Smith Reserve (and the circular shape of the reserve itself).  

Further consideration of the ‘intactness’ of the Ranelagh design is provided in Section 3.9. 
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Figure 3.1 1924 design plan for ‘Ranelagh’, prepared by Walter Burley Griffin with Marion Mahoney Griffin and 
Saxil Tuxen 

 



RANELAGH ESTATE—CONSERVATION MANAGEMENT PLAN 

40 

 

 

 

Figure 3.2 Urban design analysis of the Ranelagh Estate (Mornington Peninsula Shire Council) 
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Figure 3.3 1957 aerial photograph of Ranelagh Estate (north end), with notes identifying particular features.  

Historical information provided by M. Breidahl (pers. comm.. April 2008). 
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Figure 3.4 1957 aerial photograph of Ranelagh Estate (south end), with notes identifying particular features.  

Historical information provided by M. Breidahl (pers. comm. April 2008). 
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Figure 3.5 Current aerial photograph of Ranelagh Estate (north end) 
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Figure 3.6 Current aerial photograph of Ranelagh Estate (centre) 
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Figure 3.7 Current aerial photograph of Ranelagh Estate (south end)  

Note former Golf Course (now Peninsula School) not shown. 
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3.4 The public realm as a whole 
The public realm within Ranelagh comprises a number of components, discussed below 
relative to each component: 

Estate entrance 

Reserves and recreational, comprising internal reserves, foreshore reserves, recreation 
reserves and the Earimil Creek reserves 

Pathways and easements, which provide access to reserves, and link the reserves, verges, 
recreation, commercial and social venues, private property and roads together, forming a 
pedestrian friendly network of pathways and open space 

Road reserve system, meaning the road surface, verges on either side and traffic islands 

The former golf links is not included in this section as it has been completely redeveloped and 
no longer forms part of the open space system. 

These components together provide amenity, natural beauty, and contribute to the creation of 
a continual park-like atmosphere throughout the estate, between public and private allotments.  

Each component of the public realm differs from other similar components. Differences reflect 
the interaction of various factors including aspect and topography, geology and 
geomorphology, remnant vegetation, revegetation and introduced vegetation, size, use and 
local historical factors.  

As a group, they share common influences and features, in particular their links to  

Garden city planning ideals – and the Griffins’ particular land design principles – relating 
to the creation of self-contained communities with a range of local commercial and civic 
facilities including public parklands and playgrounds, curving landscaped streets, and 
private and public gardens merging into a park-like environment 

The Griffins’ social ideals - for community living, the benefits of healthy living and the role 
of the natural environment in realising an ideal community, and as commercial, social and 
recreational places where communities can come together physically and socially as 
intended by the Griffins; and  

The Griffins’ conservation ethos - of sympathetically and creatively incorporating existing 
natural and cultural features of the place into their design for Ranelagh Estate. 

3.4.1   Estate entrance  
The main entry to Ranelagh is off Mount Eliza Way at Ranelagh Drive, defined by the Village 
Green (traffic island) and framed by the commercial centre. A gateway formerly defined the 
entrance, but it is no longer extant. 

The legibility of this area as the traditional entrance to Ranelagh has been confused by the 
jumble of traffic engineering, footpath extensions and landscaping, and other accretions. This 
is perhaps where the intrusion of unsympathetic development is most apparent and dramatic. 

There are secondary entrances to the estate at the points where its road system intersects with 
Mt Eliza Way and Canadian Bay Road. 

3.4.2   The reserves and recreational spaces 
As with other estates designed by the Griffins, the size, shape and character of the reserves 
differ throughout the estate. Appendix C provides an inventory for each of the reserves, which 
includes a short description of the reserve, its use and how it fits into the large public open 
space system of Ranelagh. Each inventory includes map showing the extent and physical 
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characteristics of the reserves, noting additional features such as fence styles, vegetation, 
landform, pedestrian access. 

In summary, the reserves may be broadly characterised as follows: 

• Reserves primarily for passive recreation/informal reserves. These include Lots D, E, M and 
originally Lot A. 

• Reserves primarily for active recreation, but also passive recreation. This includes Lot F 
(Howard Parker Reserve), Lot G (John H. Butler Reserve), Lot B (Ranelagh Club). 

• Natural or bushland reserves – Earimil Creek and the foreshore. These include Lots C, H, J, 
K and L and part of Lot B.  

Note that Rupert White Reserve, located at the corner of Mt Eliza Way and the Nepean 
Highway, was not part of the original design of the estate and has not been considered in the 
CMP.

3.4.3   Pathways and easements
The design plan shows the internal reserves forming a roughly continuous sequence of off-road 
public spaces radiating from the commercial centre. This arrangement is retained in the 
subdivision plan. The extent to which this arrangement was intended to provide an off-road 
pedestrian network cannot be gleaned from the plan; however the plan of Castlecrag designed 
contemporaneously by the Griffins shows reserves used in this way, with access to foreshore 
areas by easements that link and cross internal reserves. The Griffins also intended easements to 
be used for drainage and service provision.109 In the case of Ranelagh, since not all houses back 
onto reserves there are a variety of possible pedestrian routes, including through reserves, along 
road verges, and along laneways and easements. In addition, the design plan showed a system 
of rear laneways which were deleted from the subdivision plan. At Castlecrag similar laneways 
survive and form part of the off-road pedestrian system. 

The design plan is quite clear in showing the pa thways and easements leading into reserves as 
part of the public open space system, giving them the same graphic indication as laneways and 
showing them connecting reserves and public roads. 

Pathways and easements within Ranelagh are unsurfaced. Some private gardens and gardening 
within public areas have obscured pathways and easements, by visually obscuring or physically 
preventing access.  

The issues paper identified the need for consideration of the South East Water easement 
abutting the former Lot N (119 Wimbledon Avenue). This easement is part of a pedestrian 
linkage which extends from the John Butler Reserve and the Mount Eliza shops through to the 
Jessie White Reserve. While access is possible, there is a sense of entering private property as 
there is no clear distinction between the private garden and easement. 

The entrances to some reserves are also obscured  by overgrown plantings or the appearance of a 
private gardens, for example two entrances to Lot L off Redbourne Avenue and the Camborne 
Avenue entry to Lot D, which is now (and according to local sources has been ‘for many years’) 
blocked by fences of adjoining private property.  

Other pathways, such as along the Earimil Creek lots, are narrow and risky or impassable due 
to erosion of the creek embankments. The steep terrain between Lots C and B means that 
access to the beach along the Earimil Creek lots is not possible.  

Figure 3.8 shows the opportunities for improved pedestrian linkages throughout Ranelagh. 

                                                     

109 ‘Griffin Reserves, Castlecrag Plan of Management’ Willoughby City Council, 1997 
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3.4.4   Road reserve system 
The roads within Ranelagh Estate are curvilinear in layout, responding to the contours of the 
land and the geometric design principles of the Griffins. They were sealed from the c.1970s 
and have formed kerbs and gutters. In accordance with garden city principles there is a 
hierarchy of roads within the estate, with Wimbledon Avenue the main and widest avenue 
through the estate; being 100 feet (33 metres) wide (including verges on either side). The other 
roads are consistently 50 feet (16.5 metres) wide, with verges of varying widths contributing to 
the distinctive character of each avenue and crescent. A third level in the road hierarchy are the 
remaining small laneways.   

The road islands and treed verges, often reasonably wide, were also a common element of 
garden suburb and city beautiful planning and were designed to serve a variety of purposes.  
This included allowing for the retention of native vegetation and providing sufficient space for 
exotic mature trees. 

Walker notes, in relation to the Griffin’s Castlecrag and Haven estates, that road islands and 
verges were ‘part of the designed common space’, providing ‘a setting or context for the 
privately owned property , and was also a garden element in its own right’.110  

The verges are predominantly planted with a combination of indigenous, native and exotic 
trees, shrubs and grasses. A number of gardens extend into the verges, in some cases preventing 
pedestrian access. There are no hard-surfaced footpaths. The most striking streetscape within 
the estate are created by the avenue of alternating Monterey Cypress (Cupressus macrocarpa) 
and Tuarts (Eucalyptus gomphocephala) along Wimbledon Avenue, and other row plantings of 
mature Tuarts in Rosserdale Crescent (extending into Rannoch Avenue) and Ranelagh Drive.  

                                                      

110 . Walker 1997: 97. 
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Figure 3.8 Map showing possible opportunities for footpath links utilising existing reserves 
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On the design plan Griffin indicates 14 traffic islands at almost all of the street intersections. 
There is no traffic island indicated at the intersection of Rutland Avenue and Wimborne 
Avenue. One of the 14 islands marks the entrance to the original golf course (current Peninsula 
School). The other is indicated in an approximately similar location as today’s Village Green. 
Other than the traffic island at the Ranelagh Drive entry to the estate, the other entries off 
Mount Eliza Way and Canadian Bay Road (shown on the original plan as Point Nepean and 
Boundary Roads respectively), are not marked with traffic islands. 

The islands shown on the original plan are a mix of triangular, lozenge and circular shapes, 
sometimes combining these shapes. The design plan indicated vegetation cover on all traffic 
islands. 

Comparison between the traffic islands indicated on the design plan and observations on the 
ground is shown in Table 3.1.  

Table 3.1 – Location of traffic islands 

Intersection Design plan Actual  

Rugby Av, Redbourne Av, 
Rutland Av and Wimbledon 
Av  

Circular traffic island with 
smaller triangular island 
extending into Wimbledon, and 
triangular and circular splitter 
islands into Redbourne, Rutland 
and Rugby 

Large triangular traffic island, 
level with Redbourne Avenue 
contour. 

Wimborne Av and Rutland 
Av 

No traffic island No traffic island 

Wimbledon Av and 
Wimborne Av 

Small pair of triangular islands Roundabout 

Roborough Av and 
Wimborne Av 

Small circular island  No traffic island 

Wimbledon Av and Ranelagh 
Dr 

Large circular island combined 
with triangular splitter islands  

Large triangular island with 
smaller triangular splitter islands 
from the three points (J.T. Smith 
Reserve) 

Ranelagh Dr and Mount Eliza 
Way 

Circular island at estate entrance Triangular island (Village Green) 

Wimborne Av and Ryde Av Circular island with three 
triangular splitter islands 

No traffic island 

Wimbledon Av and 
Camborne Av 

Small triangular island No traffic island 

Roehampton Cr and 
Camborne Av 

Small circular traffic island No traffic island 

Wimborne Av, Rutland Av 
and Rendlesham Av 

Lozenge shaped island Extended triangular verge (on 
west side) 

Rendlesham Av, Wimbledon 
Av and Ravenscourt Cr 

Lozenge shaped island Triangular island 

Roehampton Cr and 
Ravenscourt Cr 

Small circular island No traffic island. Present in 1957 
aerial, removed when roads 
sealed. 

Ravenscourt Cr and Rannoch 
Av 

Small triangular island Small triangular island, with trees 
of special note in HV listing 

Rendlesham Av and Small circular island Triangular island  
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Intersection Design plan Actual 

Rosserdale Cr 

Naming of the streets and reserves 
Unique to the Griffin’s designs are particular naming patterns. Starting with either ‘R’ or ‘W’, 
the street names at Ranelagh imply a British connection.  

The following streets retain the name as shown on the original subdivision plan. 

• Ranelagh Drive 

• Rannoch Avenue 

• Ravenscourt Crescent 

• Redbourne Avenue 

• Rendlesham Avenue 

• Roborough Avenue 

• Roehampton Crescent 

• Rosserdale Crescent 

• Rugby Court

• Rutland Avenue 

• Wimbledon Avenue

• Wimborne Avenue 

What is now Canadian Bay Road is named Boundary Road on the original subdivision plan, 
and Mount Eliza Way is named Point Nepean Road – the earlier name reflecting the history of 
this section of road as part of the main route to Point Nepean, prior to construction of the 
Nepean Highway. 

Although delineated in the design plan, five streets/lanes are not named in it. They are Ryde 
Avenue, Moonya Lane, Camborne Avenue, Blue Ridge Lane and Nyora Lane. 

The reserves are not named on the design or subdivision plans. The alphabetical references for 
the reserves, from Lot A to Lot M (formerly Lot A to Lot N), suggests a more functional 
management imperative than being particularly typical of the Griffin’s naming patterns. 
However, the alphabetical names have persisted, with later commemorative names added to the 
J.T. Smith Reserve, the John H. Butler Reserve (Lot G), the Howard Parker Reserve (Lot F) 
and the Jessie White Reserve (Lots C, H, J, K and L). 

3.5 Views and land-water relationship 
The contours of the natural topography and the street layout designed in response to those 
contours enabled the creation of visual connections between the estate and the bay. The 
prospectus promoted the views to the water – from every lot, enabled by the contours. 
Development and now mature trees mean that such views (from the public domain) are 
predominantly limited to narrowly defined corridors of the main northwest-south oriented 
curving streets within the estate. These views, however, provide a strong sense of the 
connection between land and water.  

Vistas to the bay are possible from the following streets at the north end of the estate, from 
where the topography of the estate begins to slope down towards the bay – approximately at 
Camborne Avenue and Moonya Lane (refer to Figure 3.9):  
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Wimborne Avenue  

Rutland Avenue 

The intersection of Rendlesham and Wimborne avenues  

Across Lot B from its entrance off Rosserdale Crescent 

Intersection of Ravenscourt Crescent and Rannoch Avenue 

Roehampton Crescent 

Camborne Avenue, and  

The intersection of Camborne Avenue and Roehampton.  

Glimpses of the bay are also possible through some properties on the foreshore sides of 
Rendlesham Avenue the more elevated parts of Rosserdale Crescent, although, mostly, street 
boundary fences of the foreshore properties are too high for views of the bay from a pedestrian 
perspective. 

There are also views to the bay from the entrance as well as the elevated and clear sections of 
Lot D.  

3.6 The private realm – Houses and their setting 

3.6.1   Pattern of development 
Slow development of the Estate allowed for a range of architectural styles to be represented, 
however, as noted in the history it was the ‘romantic historic’ styles that predominated. Cuffley 
notes that those whose ‘affluence and taste’ demanded these styles ensured that Georgian 
Revival, American Colonial, Mediterranean and Tudor styles ‘maintained their command in 
fashionable areas in each State’111. 

As noted in the history the original blocks in the subdivision were small, with larger blocks on 
corners sites and purchasers were encouraged to buy two adjoining blocks to provide ample 
room for gardens and mature trees. It was expected that house designs would be modest and 
that the buildings would be subordinate to the landscape in keeping with the Griffin’s 
philosophy. 

Almost all the early houses are to be found in the northern section of the estate, generally 
within Rannoch Avenue, Ravenscourt Crescent, Rendlesham Avenue, and Rosserdale Crescent. 
While the houses are perhaps not the ‘modest’ residences the Griffins envisaged and few are in 
their preferred Modernist styles, the early housing in this part of the estate generally conforms 
to the principle of being ‘subordinate’ to the landscape. While this may be a consequence of 
the now mature gardens and the siting of the houses rather than a specific design response the 
character of the estate in the northern section closest to the bay is, for the most part, defined by 
the now mature gardens. The houses, set back on blocks, concealed by hedges and mature 
gardens are generally speaking not a dominant part of the landscape (although there are some 
exceptions).  

The character of the central and southern parts of Ranelagh, on the other hand, is quite 
different. With the exception of Wimbledon Avenue and parts of Ranelagh Drive, where the 
mature Tuart and Cypress Avenue is the dominant element, houses are generally more visible 
due to a lack of substantial trees. On the other hand, houses in this part of the estate are 
generally more ‘modest’ than the northern end and several are well screened by established 
native gardens. 

While the visual character of both the more established northern area, and the more modest 
southern end, are both in their way typically suburban (and to modern eyes unexceptional), it 
                                                      

111 Cuffley, 1989, p.37 
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is important to reflect that it was pioneering garden suburb estates like Ranelagh that 
established the suburban house-and-garden model now familiar in Australian suburbs. 

Figure 3.9 Views that help to define the land-water relationship intended for the original subdivision plan. 
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3. 6.2   Housing styles 
The key housing styles in the estate may be broadly defined as follows: 

Seaside vernacular 
This style includes the modest holiday house that was built at Ranelagh from its inception until 
the 1950s. It is typically a modest shack or cottage with no particular architectural style and 
built of cheap materials, often by an owner-builder or as a simple kit or project home by a 
small building firm. Few examples survive – one example is the small cottage at 28 Rosserdale 
Crescent. In the late 1950s and into the 1960s small pre-fabricated houses built by a company 
called CHI Homes to designs by Robin Boyd were popular. An example at 5 Wimbledon 
Avenue was removed in 2006. 

Interwar romantic 
As noted above, the main interwar romantic or picturesque styles included Georgian revival, 
American Colonial, Mediterranean and Tudor Revival, all of which are represented at 
Ranelagh. These are concentrated in the streets in the northern end of the estate – Rannoch, 
Ravenscourt, Rendlesham, Rosserdale and Rutland. Houses were mostly one or two storey, set 
in large gardens surrounded by mature trees. Some have cypress hedges concealing them from 
the street. The following are descriptions of some key examples 

‘Hadlow’ (c.1935) at 33-35 Rendlesham Avenue is a fine example of a Georgian revival house, 
which appears to have been architect designed. Details include the round vents in each gable, 
the entry porch and the multi-pane windows. There is a complementary garage. A notable 
garden feature is the extensive cypress hedge and swagged gates112. As noted by Cuffley, not all 
houses built in this style were large or grand and there were ‘also some delightful small houses 
designed through the same influences’113. ‘Four Winds’ at 52 Rosserdale Crescent is one such 
example of a small cottage with influences of the style. 

The Percy Meldrum-designed ‘Summerlease’ at 40 Rosserdale Crescent is described by Cuffley 
as a ‘perfect example’ of the American Colonial style and he cites a contemporary description of 
its ‘purity and simplicity of design in weatherboard’114. The roof is a simple gable, windows 
have small paned sashes and the front porch incorporates slim, fluted columns in pairs. 
Another house in this style is ‘Frost Hill’ at 2 Roehampton Crescent. 

‘Nithsdale’ (c.1934) at 28-34 Rannoch Avenue is in the Spanish/Mediterranean style. Elements 
of the style include the Marseilles tile roof cladding and circular gable vents, but the stained 
timber archway at the porch suggest ‘an Old English inspiration’.115. The house, situated on 
three lots, has a fine garden with a notable hedge. The rubble stone gates and archway 
complete the setting. 

Perhaps the best example of the Tudor Revival style is ‘Nyora’ (constructed c.1928 and not be 
confused with the early house of the same name) at 57 Rosserdale Crescent. Its former garage, 
also in Tudor revival mode, survives next door. Features typical of this style include the multi-
gabled roof form, intricate half-timbering and window bays116. The Tudor influence can also be 
seen at ‘Oak Hill’, 23 Rannoch Avenue. 

Many early houses were designed in the broadly defined ‘bungalow’ style that predominated 
between the wars. In these houses the roofs plays an important part in the composition and 
have deep eaves, sometimes extending to form porches that were supported by heavy piers of 
                                                      

112 Butler, 1994, p.310 
113 Cuffley, 1989, p.77 
114 Cuffley, 1989, p.85 
115 Butler, 1994, p.301 
116 Butler, 1994, p.324 
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stone or brick, sometimes in combination with wood. Arts and Crafts and sometimes Old 
English influences can be seen in details such as shingling, half timbered gables and leadlight 
windows . Depending on the detailing and pitch of the roof sub-categories could include 
California Bungalow, Craftsman Bungalow (characterised by its steeper roof) or Australian 
Bungalow117. Examples of the bungalow style include the house at 62 Canadian Bay Road, and 
‘Canzone Del Mar’ at 47 Rosserdale Crescent 

Modernist and modernist influenced 
This style includes both the architect-designed Modernist houses as well as those that 
demonstrate the influences of that style. Harold Desbrowe Annear is acknowledged as an 
architect who was influenced by the Modern Functionalist movement. By the end of World 
War I he was ‘designing austere, utilitarian houses in Melbourne suburbs and nearby resorts’118. 
Two houses in Ranelagh are attributed to him – the Ranelagh Guest House dormitory at 21 
Rosserdale Crescent and ‘Millimbimby at 9 Wimborne Avenue. They exhibit elements typical 
of his style including the low-pitched wide-eaved roofs and windows placed at corners or 
arranged in horizontal groups that ‘recall the work of Frank Lloyd Wright’119. 

As previously mentioned, perhaps the most important Modernist house is ‘The Ship’ by Roy 
Grounds. His designs were economical in the use of space, and featured sun porches opening 
onto the living room, and siting of the dining room within the living room. ‘Tal Tal’ by Robyn 
Boyd at 51 Rosserdale Crescent has been extended but still appears much the same from the 
street view. Elevated to obtain the sea view, it retains vertical boarded walls, horizontal window 
strips and louvered window shading panels120. 

Another Modernist house is at 4-6 Rannoch Avenue, which was designed in 1954 by Dr. 
Erwin (Ernst) Fooks. 

Other houses that illustrate the influence of modernism on domestic architecture include the 
flat-roofed cubist form c.1960s houses at 13 Rannoch Avenue and at 21 Rendlesham Avenue. 
The houses at 20 Ravenscourt Crescent and 5 Rendlesham Avenue are examples of c.1960 
project homes that exhibit modernist influences through the use of window walls and low 
pitched roofs. 

Suburban vernacular (1960s onwards) 
These houses are characteristic brick veneer or weatherboard homes that are typical of many 
Melbourne suburbs and predominate in the central and southern sections of the estate that 
were developed later. Compared to the earlier parts of the estate few have any architectural 
distinction, although some have a modest holiday-house character which complements the 
estate character. 

3.7 The private realm - Mt Eliza village commercial centre 
The Mount Eliza Village has developed within the commercial area shown on the design plan. 
Garden City planning was based on specific zoning for different activities and uses, rather than 
allowing mixed uses to evolve with no planning. Hence the plan for Ranelagh indicated a 
discrete area for small shops at the entrance to the estate, separated from the residential areas.  

Situated at the Ranelagh Drive entrance to the estate, the commercial centre has frontages to 
Mount Eliza Way, curving around into Ranelagh Drive, with a smaller strip fronting onto the 
north side of Ranelagh Drive. While the subdivision plan deleted commercial sites from the 
northern side, development has since taken place there roughly in accordance with the intent 
shown in the design plan. The shops on the north side of Ranelagh Drive back onto Lot F 

                                                      

117 Cuffley, 1989, pp.59-62 
118 Cuffley, 1989, p.37 
119 Cuffley, 1989, p.37 
120 Butler, 1994, p.321 
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(Howard Parker Reserve). The shops on Mount Eliza Way back onto Lot G (John Butler 
Reserve) which now includes a car parking area. 

The landscaped island now known as the Village Green is shown on the design plan as a 
circular island and was an important point for the generation of the geometry of the Griffin 
plan. (refer Figure 3.2)  

As noted in the history, development of the commercial centre began slowly, the earliest shops 
being the bluestone general store, on Ranelagh Drive, which included a newsagency, and a 
motor garage. Both of these businesses are visible in a c.1950 photograph of the entrance to the 
Ranelagh Estate. The village centre also included a relatively high number of service stations, 
five have been suggested121, reflecting Mount Eliza’s former location on what was then the main 
road from Melbourne to the Mornington Peninsula (until the Nepean Highway bypass was 
opened in 1968). None of these early commercial buildings survive today, however, a Cypress 
on the south side of Mount Eliza Way adjacent to the Safeway supermarket is believed to be 
associated with the former Dunstan’s grocery store (it appears to be visible in the c.1950 
photograph mentioned above). 

A number of the other shops fronting Mount Eliza Way and backing onto Lot G (John Butler 
Reserve) in the Mount Eliza Village were constructed in 1964 by Adrian and Janet Brooker.122 
Mostly these were single story with through access to the car park in Lot F behind, and a pair 
of double storey shops (current fruit shop and adjacent deli/café) remain today. They are 
simple post war shops with cream brick party walls and aluminium framed shop fronts and 
upper floor windows. They appear to be externally intact. 

By the 1960s, this area had developed a village character and was a popular meeting place for 
the community. The proximity to the John Butler Reserve (Lot G) and the original Lot F, 
where the community centre and Mt Eliza Tennis and Bowling Club were located, made this 
area a hub of community activities. The Infant Welfare Centre (now Mount Eliza 
Kindergarten), although altered still retains the deep gabled overhanging roof that is 
characteristic of its designer, architects Chancellor & Patrick. 

Apart from the Kindergarten, few of the buildings have any architectural merit and none are 
associated with the early development of Ranelagh prior to World War II. Nonetheless, this 
area is regarded with great affection by today’s community, not only on the estate, but in the 
wider Mount Eliza area. 

3.8 The estate’s communities and social connections 
The estate has always had, and continues to have, a strong community associated with it. This 
includes residents of the estate, the wider community of Mount Eliza who use the reserves and 
village shops, and a range of social and cultural groups from sporting groups to recreational 
users to groups supporting the natural environment such as MEAFEC. There are also 
professional and special interest groups such as the Australian Garden History Society and the 
National Trust. The prominent role of the Ranelagh Club and the Ranelagh Residents 
Association has been discussed elsewhere (see Chapter 2, sections 2.7 & 2.8). A more detailed 
discussion of the estate’s communities, and how and why they value the estate, is at Appendix 
A: Report of February community workshops. 

3.9 The surviving legacy of Garden City planning 
This chapter has described in general terms the Estate’s public and private realms, relationships 
to topography, and commercial and social organisation. 

                                                      

121 Pers. comm., Community Workshop, 28 February 2007. 
122 Pers. comm., Community Workshop, 28 February 2007. 
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Section 3.3 noted the changes that have occurred as the Estate’s design evolved from the initial 
design plan, through the subdivision plan, to its current condition as an established residential 
area. 

These changes included some compromises in respect of the original Griffin design, and others 
that result from the evolution of the Estate from its origins as a country club style estate to an 
established subdivision of owner-occupied houses. 

A comparison of the Estate today against the list of Garden City planning principles in Section 
2.6 reveals a high degree of survival of features demonstrating these principles. In particular, 
the Estate retains the following: 

A range of local facilities intended to, and which do, define it as a distinct community, 
including parklands, playgrounds, community and commercial buildings; 

Intentionally provided and designed public open spaces; 

Carefully arranged internal reserves; 

A distinct separation of residential and commercial areas; 

A functional hierarchy of roads; 

Curved roads with generous rounded intersections; 

Its original subdivision pattern, responding to the topography and curved roads; 

Detached dwellings with ample yards; 

Abundantly planted gardens that tend to blur the distinction between public and private 
realms. 

The Estate also demonstrates numerous aspects of the Griffin’s personal approach to the design 
of towns and subdivisions, including the retention of natural bushland, arrangement of roads 
and house lots to take advantage of topography and views, and the provision of community 
and commercial facilities in defined arrangements and locations. 

On this basis Ranelagh is considered to be a substantially intact example of Garden City 
suburban planning, which retains most of the features of its original design by the Griffins. 
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CHAPTER 4   SIGNIFICANCE 

4.1 Introduction 
The Study brief requires an analysis of significan ce that will establish, in detail, which heritage 
values are of local significance and which values are of State significance. On this basis, it 
requires the existing Heritage Victoria statement of significance to be reviewed, as appropriate, 
to clearly identify these differences. 

The brief also requires a review and analysis of comparative places, including a review of the 
comparative examples provided in the Victorian Heritage Register nomination file for the 
Ranelagh Estate.  

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 individual or groups 

This section therefore includes: 

• A discussion using the four heritage value categories established by the Burra Charter 

• A comparative analysis that examines other similar subdivisions in Victoria and Australia 
including Griffin-designed estates and ‘country club’ estates 

• An assessment using the Register of the National Estate criteria 

On this basis it provides a statement of cultural heritage significance for Ranelagh. 

To provide a firm foundation for policy, this section concludes with a discussion of the aspects 
of the significance of Ranelagh in relation to the existing Heritage Victoria statement of 
significance. 

4.2 Existing heritage listings 

4.2.1   Introduction 
In May 2005, Ranelagh was listed on the Victorian Heritage Register and earlier, in 1997, 
classified by the National Trust of Australia (Victoria). It is listed as an ‘indicative place’ on the 
Australian Heritage Database. Citations for each of these listings provide a statement of 
cultural heritage significance for the Ranelagh Estate. Some elements within the Estate are also 
protected by the Heritage Overlay of the Mornington Peninsula Shire Planning Scheme. 

4.2.2   Victorian Heritage Register 
Ranelagh Estate, Mount Eliza, Mornington Peninsula Shire is listed on the Victorian Heritage 
Register, VHR Number H1605. Diagram 1605 shows the area listed in plan (L1), as including 
12 of the original 13 reserves (Lot N, having been sold for private development, is not 
included), the road reserves and verges on either side, and the traffic islands. Key values 
identified include: 
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aesthetic and historic significance  - as a larg  intact example of garden suburb planning 
by the above figures, retaining features that provide evidence of the Griffins’ garden suburb 
ideals and principles. 

aesthetic significance - for the rare avenue planting of Tuart trees and Monterey Cypress on 
Wimbledon Avenue, other mature Tuart trees on Rosserdale Crescent (south side), and the 
mature exotic trees on the Rannoch Avenue traffic island. 

historic significance - for the estate’s role in the history of town planning and the garden 
suburb movement in Victoria. 

rarity - relative to other Griffin-planned estate  in Victoria, a fully realised Griffin-designed 
estate, remaining more intact. 

representative value - relative to other simi ar places in Victori  as a more developed 
example of the Griffin’s garden suburb ideals.  

4.2.3   National Trust of Australia (Victoria) 
In 1997, the National Trust of Australia (Victoria) recognised the significance of the Ranelagh 
Estate by including it on their register (File o: G13010). The extent of the registration covers 
areas in both public and private ownership that re associated with the original subdivision 
plan of 1924.  

The National Trust’s statement of significance for the place distinguishes between aspects of 
the place of national, state and regional cultural eritage significance. Key values identified are 
as follows: 

National significance 

As an outstanding and intact examples of Griffi ’s town planning, still clearly legible on the 
ground through the road layout, the character of the allotments and reserves, and 
relationship of the plan to the topography 

State significance 

For the estate’s ability to demonstrate the features of an interwar country club estate, 
through its notable residences, associations ith notable purchasers, and retention and 
continuity of use of recreational elements;  

For its notable residences and gardens;  

For the original plan’s design qualities which ha e a strong bearing on the visual qualities of 
the estate today;  

For the 1873 preservation of the foreshore re erve (activity pre-dating and benefiting 
Ranelagh Estate);  

For the ability to demonstrate the interwar metropolitan expansion of Melbourne 

For associations with Saxil Tuxen, surveyor, nd developer John Taylor, both linked to 
other Melbourne estates and Taylor to Edna Walling’s Bickleigh Vale.   

Regional significance 

 
  

historical significance - for the estate’s associations with Walter Burley Griffin and Marion
Mahony Griffin - leading figures in twentieth century architectural and planning history -
and Saxil Tuxen who was an important town planning figure in Melbourne.
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For retention of early residences and remnant landscaping that relate to earlier settlement 
and pre-settlements, i.e. pre-dating creation of the Ranelagh Estate; and  

For the early street plantings, such as the Monterey Cypress in Wimbledon Avenue. 

4.2.4   Shire of Mornington Heritage Study 1994 
The Shire of Mornington Heritage Study was prepared by Graeme Butler & Associates, with 
the Thematic Environmental History prepared by Jill Barnard in 1994. A citation for Ranelagh 
Estate is included in the section ‘Significant Sites and Areas’ (pages 297-9). Key values 
identified as being of State significance are: 

The design of noted architect Walter Burley Griffin 

Retention of the features that distinguish Griffin’s estates from others planned in the 
interwar period  

Retention of features, including communal facilities, social and sporting venues that 
embody garden city ideals espoused by Griffin and others internationally 

Relative importance as a near self-contained garden suburb, not realised in other 
comparable Griffin-designed estates of Mt Eagle and Glenard Estates 

The estate layout and reserves which survive largely intact. 

The 1994 Butler Study also assessed the following 9 places within Ranelagh to be of individual 
significance to the Mornington Peninsula: 

Nithsdale (house and garden), 30-34 Rannoch Avenue  

The Ship (house and garden), 35 Rannoch Avenue 

House and garden, 29 Rendlesham Avenue. This is the Ramsay house designed by Roy 
Grounds 

Hadlow, 35 Rendlesham Avenue 

House, 21 Rosserdale Crescent 

Ranelagh House (Nyora), 29-35 Rosserdale Crescent 

Tal Tal, 51 Rosserdale Crescent 

Nyora, 57 Rosserdale Crescent 

Infant Welfare Centre (Mt Eliza Pre-School), 95-97 Wimbledon Avenue  

4.2.5   Register of the National Estate 
Ranelagh is listed as an ‘indicative place’ of State significance on the Register of the National 
Estate (RNE Place Id: 103168). The RNE Statement of Significance for Ranelagh Estate is as 
follows: 

The Ranelagh estate is of State significance as the design of the noted architect and planner, 
Walter Burley Griffin, with all of the elements which made his estates distinctive among others 
planned in Australia at that time. These include the curvilinear streets which followed the 
contours of the land, affording views of one house over the other; the private parks which 
embodied the idealised garden city philosophy espoused by Griffin and others internationally; and 
the communal facilities which included both social and sporting venues. The last aspect 
distinguishes the estate from Griffin’s previous Mt Eagle and Glenard Estates where the complete 
concept of a miniature, near self-contained garden city was never realised.  
The estate layout and private parks survive, near complete. 
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Other places within Ranelagh Estate listed individually in the RNE include: 

• Ranelagh House & Garden, 29 Rendlesham Avenue, Mount Eliza, Victoria. Place Id: 
103174. Status: Indicative place 

• Ranelagh Club Guest House Dormitory (former) & Garden, 21 Rosserdale Crescent, 
Mount Eliza, Victoria. Place Id: 103177. Status: Indicative place 

• Ranelagh House, 27-35 Rosserdale Crescent, Mount Eliza, Victoria. Place Id: 103178. 
Status: Indicative place. 

4.2.6   Mornington Peninsula Planning Scheme Heritage Overlay 
The parts of Ranelagh included within the VHR ex tent of registration should also be included 
in the Schedule to the Heritage Overlay (HO) and shown on the relevant HO maps as a single 
place in the Mornington Peninsula Planning Scheme exactly in accordance with the VHR 
description and extent of registration. However, at present the HO Schedule and maps: 

• List and describe HO213 as the ‘Ranelagh Estate Private Park – now John Butler Reserve, 
Ranelagh Drive, Mount Eliza’. No reference is made to the VHR listing in the 
appropriate column in the schedule. In addition HO213 includes the area within Lots 559-
652 of LP10717, which is outside the VHR extent of registration 

• List and show some of the other reserves as HO131 which is described as ‘Ranelagh Estate 
Reserves including Lots A, B, (part), D, E, and M, Ranelagh Estate, Mount Eliza’. No 
reference is made is to the VHR listing in the appropriate column in the schedule. In 
addition, the polygons for Lots E and M do not cover the pedestrian access pathways into 
these internal reserves and the whole of Lot B appears to be included in HO131 on the 
map, making it unclear what the distinction ‘part’ in the Schedule description might refer 
to.

• Do not include any of the other road reserves and other public land included in the VHR 
registration.

This is discussed further in section 5.4. 

The following 7 individual places are included in the HO: 

• HO215 - Nithsdale (house and garden), 30-34 Rannoch Avenue (External paint and tree 
colours apply) 

• HO216 – The Ship (house and garden),  35 Rannoch Avenue (VHR place) 

• HO217 – Ranelagh (house and garden), 29 Rendlesham Avenue  (External paint and tree 
colours apply). (VHR place) 

• HO221 – House, 21 Rosserdale Crescent (External paint and tree colours apply) 

• HO222 – Ranelagh House (Nyora), 29-35 Rosserdale Crescent (External paint and tree 
colours apply) 

• HO223 – Tal Tal, 51 Rosserdale Crescent (External paint and tree colours apply) 

• HO214 – Infant Welfare Centre (Mt Eliza Pre-School), 95-97 Wimbledon Avenue 
(External paint and tree colours apply) 

Note: Despite being assessed as being of significance to the Mornington Peninsula by the 1994 
Butler Study ‘Hadlow’ (35 Rendlesham Avenue) and ‘Nyora’ (57 Rosserdale Crescent) are not 
currently included in the HO. 
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Other registers 
Ranelagh Estate, whole or part, is not included on the RAIA Victorian Chapter’s register of 
20th century architecture.123  

4.3 Discussion of heritage values 
This section provides a brief discussion of the cultural heritage values associated with Ranelagh 
in the context of the historic themes identified in Chapter 2. The relationship between each 
historic theme and cultural heritage values is shown in Table 4.1. 

Table 4.1 – Historic themes and heritage values 

Theme Cultural heritage value 

 Historic Aesthetic Scientific Social/Spiritual 

Traces of Aboriginal connections Yes - Yes Yes 

A natural landscape setting Yes Yes Yes Yes 

A settled landscape with layers of 
history 

Yes - Yes - 

A place of leisure - miniature seaside 
garden suburb 

Yes - - Yes 

A place with strong links to early 20th 
century town planning ideals and 
Modernism 

Yes Yes - - 

A place enriched by community 
connections - an ideal community 

Yes - - Yes 

A place of environmentalism and 
community activism 

Yes - - Yes 

 

Traces of Aboriginal connections 
The Ranelagh Estate is situated on land that has traditional associations with the Boonwurrung 
people of the Koolin group, or nation.  

Tangible heritage elements of the place with historic, social and scientific  values associated 
with this theme include midden material on the bluff above Port Phillip Bay, within the 
foreshore coastal reserve. 

There may also be other tangible or intangible elements within the estate, such as sites, 
landscapes, trees, archaeological deposits that contribute this theme of Aboriginal connections.  

A natural landscape setting 
The natural environment played an integral role in the Griffin’s - and Garden Suburb - ideals 
for the creation of a model community, with the natural environment playing a central role in 
‘the reshaping of a society, producing citizens healthier in mind and body’124. 

The natural landscape setting continues to have a bearing on the visual and environmental 
qualities of the estate today. This is demonstrated by tangible features such as the layout and 
orientation of streets and reserves as well as intangible heritage elements such as 

                                                      

123 Checked online, http://www.architecture.com.au/i-cms?page=1.18.3148.3509.5636.4048, 4 
March 2008. 
124 Nichols, D., (2004). ‘Ranelagh Estate’, submission prepared by Dr David Nichols to support 
nomination of the estate to the Victorian Heritage Register, p. 4. 
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aspect  

the land/water relationship between Ranelagh Estate and Port Phillip Bay 

the land/water relationship between Ranelagh Estate and Earimil Creek 

remnant vegetation 

fauna species and habitat. 

A settled landscape with layers of history 
The Ranelagh Estate provides evidence of two distinct phases of ‘settling’ the landscape: 

the first relates to historical activity that pre-date the Ranelagh Estate - such as pastoral 
licences, pre-emptive land rights from 1847, its use as the summer residence and farm of 
John Thomas Smith, and after whom the J.T. Smith Reserve is named.  

the second phase relates to the period of the development of the Ranelagh Estate from 
lodgement of the subdivision plan in 1924. This phase of development is linked to several 
other significant themes for the Estate as noted in this section. 

Together these layers create a rich pattern of settlement across the landscape of the estate.  

Tangible heritage elements associated with this theme that have historic and scientific values 
include: 

Ranelagh House (former Nyora) and grounds (HO222) 

early pastoral era plantings 

early development on Ranelagh Estate 

evidence of early beautification of the estate, recreating the character of a natural landscape 
from a farming landscape with pockets of natural vegetation 

the inter-war and immediate post-war holiday resort houses and gardens, some designed by 
noted Melbourne architects such as Percy Meldrum 

evidence of Melbourne’s post war expansion, demonstrated by development post-1950s 
associated with shift to a residential estate - including houses, commercial and community 
facilities developed in response to this shift, from the 1950s and 60s 

evidence of development in the 1970s - sealed roads, Council planting programs on Lot G 
and elsewhere on the estate. 

A place of leisure 
The elements associated with this theme have social and historic values for the strong and 
continuing role of the Ranelagh Estate as a place of leisure, which reflects the Griffins’ social 
ideals about the benefits of healthy living, and the role of the natural environment in 
engineering the ideal community.  

Tangible heritage elements of the place include: 

the Ranelagh Club, and associated records 

notable residences by prominent 20th century architects built as beach houses 

recreational elements—including the reserves, beach (shore and water for swimming), places 
for active and passive recreation (open space system), walking paths, playgrounds, 
community facilities, remnant bushland, etc 

Intangible heritage elements of the place include: 

associations with notable residents 
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A place with strong links to early 20th century town planning ideals and Modernism 
The Griffins were highly important figures in twentieth century architectural history. Saxil 
Tuxen was an important and influential town planning figure in Melbourne during the inter-
war period. His subdivision designs also reflected the influence of garden-city planning. 

The estate design at Ranelagh, which remains essentially intact today was far ahead of its time 
and remains a fine example of garden suburb planning and design. 

The qualities of the estate and the associations with the Griffins soon attracted the attention of 
several of Victoria’s (and Australia’s) most important and influential modernist architects. It is 
said that the estate provided an inspiration for creativity and innovation and a number of 
important early modernist homes by architects such as Roy Grounds and Robyn Boyd were 
constructed during the inter-war period and into the 1950s.  

Tangible elements with aesthetic and historic values that are associated with this theme include: 

sub division pattern and layout of reserves and open space, which responds to the natural 
landform and creates vistas within to outside the estate. 

street plantings and reserves, traffic islands, reflecting Garden Suburb planning principles 

examples of modest houses at low density in garden and bushland setting 

houses by notable Modernist architects including Desbrowe-Annear, Grounds, Boyd, 
Romberg and Fooks. 

A place enriched by community connections 
The Griffin concept for the Ranelagh Estate was for a place where communities come together 
physically and socially in ‘commercial, social and recreational venues’  

The communal philosophy of the Griffins had been expressed in earlier estates at Mount Eagle 
(1914) and Glenard (1915), however, it was to be more fully developed at Ranelagh in the 
manner of a seaside country club. For initial land purchasers, membership to the Ranelagh 
Club - a recreation club by the bay and with beach access (Lot B) - was automatic. The 
Ranelagh Club was the custodian of the reserves and parks within the estate. 

This is perhaps the earliest example of a country club estate in Victoria and is the most fully 
developed example of the Griffin’s garden suburb ideals in Victoria. 

Elements associated with this theme that have social and historic values are: 

the Ranelagh Club  

Mount Eliza Village shops (commercial centre) 

pedestrian walkways and interconnecting pathways of open space system 

reserves and community recreation facilities 

1955 Mount Eliza Pre-school and 1965 extension, adjoining Lot G (John H. Butler 
Reserve) 

Ranelagh Residents’ Association (formed 1950s) and other local environmental and friends 
groups 

A place of environmentalism and community activism 
This theme relates to the long-standing role of the community in protecting the values of the 
estate and advancing the environmental ideals of the Griffins. 

Activities which demonstrate this theme include the 1873 protection of 99 feet of foreshore 
reserve, which predates the estate, the active role of the Ranelagh Resident’s Association in 
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planning issues since its formation and environmental activities such as revegetation works by 
Friends of the Earimil Creek reserve. 

Ranelagh has a strong sense of place, (comparable to Castlecrag, in Sydney), and residents have 
a strong and continuing connection to the estate. This has not survived in other Griffin estates 
(other than Castlecrag and the Eaglemont Estates in Victoria). 

Elements associated with this theme that have social and historic values are: 

Local character, contribution to sense of place and community identity – the estate as a 
whole, of particular reserves 

Legacy of community agitation and activism, many local groups  

The role of the community in ensuring good planning processes in the development of the 
estate 

the integral role of the community in developing the estate from the framework and ideals 
of the Griffins. 

4.4 Comparative analysis 
This section compares Ranelagh Estate as a place to similar housing estates conceived and 
realised in Australia by Walter Burley Griffin, Marion Mahony Griffin, Saxil Tuxen and others 
who espoused the ideals and principles of Garden Suburb planning. 

4.4.1   Griffin designed estates 
This section provides a comparison of Ranelagh with other similar Griffin-designed residential 
subdivisions. It does not include larger town places such as Canberra, Leeton and Griffith.  

As a substantially realised town planning concept based on Garden Suburb principles, 
Ranelagh Estate is relatively rare in Australia and compares with the Castlecrag and Haven 
estates in Sydney and the following three estates in Victoria: 

Mount Eagle (Summit) and Glenard estates, Eaglemont 

Croydon Hills (Garden Suburb) Estate, Croydon 

City View and Milleara estates, Avondale Heights 

A summary history and description of each estate is provided in Table 4.2. 

New South Wales 
The creation of the Castlecrag and Haven Estate was a major achievement of Walter and 
Marion Griffin. According to Meredith Walker, ‘ it was outstanding among their projects 
because they were involved with every aspect: buying the land, designing the subdivision, 
promoting and selling land, designing and building houses and conserving and rehabilitating 
the natural landscape, and – most of all – in creating the community’.125 

As planned the Castlecrag estate had 400 lots (though final lots numbered 337) and the Haven 
estate included 100, and these were narrower and smaller than the lots in Griffin’s Eaglemont 
Estate in Melbourne. The high number of lots per acre compared with conventional designs 
was a remarkable achievement, though considering the steep rocky terrain, and the present-day 
demands for larger houses, this has created some pressures on the retention of native vegetation 
and tree canopy. 

Walker argues that the Castlecrag and Haven estates are outstanding compared with 
contemporary estates for a combination of features including: the curvilinear roads following 

                                                      

125 Walker 1994. 
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the terrain; the narrow road pavement, often cut into stone; the retention of significant natural 
features as open space and native vegetation; and the creation of allotments with views. These 
features were all a conscious part of the design and occurred in greater density than other 
residential areas. These estates also had demonstration houses and covenants to express their 
high quality aspirations, covering design and siting, materials to be used, retention of views and 
natural landscape. Covenants used at Ranelagh, for example, were more limited in scope. The 
retention of islands of stone and bush within the road pavement was a development of the 
garden suburb practice of creating small open spaces in unused parts of the road reserve and 
such areas were a feature of other Griffin estates including Ranelagh and Eaglemont.126 

Victoria 
In Victoria, Ranelagh Estate compares directly with the earlier Mount Eagle (c.1914) and 
Glenard (c.1915) subdivisions at Eaglemont near Heidelberg. These were the earliest garden 
suburb subdivisions by the Griffins in Australia, predating Castlecrag (1924) and Ranelagh 
(1925) by some years. With Ranelagh, both Eaglemont estates are referred to by Nichols as 
being one of the ‘two more significant schemes’, in terms of ‘residential subdivisions’ and 
‘varying degrees of intactness’ in Victoria.127 By comparison the City View and Milleara estates 
at Avondale Heights were only partly realised. 

Both the Mount Eagle and Glenard estates are much smaller than Ranelagh Estate, and the 
garden suburb ideals and philosophy were not as fully developed. Like Ranelagh, each estate 
features internal reserves and curvilinear streets responding to the contours of the topography 
and planning included conserving mature trees by creating communal parkland at the rear of 
the allotments. The Summit and Glenard Estates therefore provide similar illustration of to the 
Griffins’ social ideals, the benefits of healthy living, and the role of natural environment in 
creating the ideal community. 

Table 4.2 – Griffin-designed garden suburb estates in Australia
128

 

Name of place Date  Summary history and description 

*Castlecrag and 
Haven Estates 

1924 Included house designs by Griffin, many of which were constructed 
and remain extant. 

One of only two of the Griffin-designed estates created with 
infrastructure designed to foster a particular kind of community spirit. 
The other being Ranelagh Estate. 

Has similar links to the Griffins’ social ideals, the benefits of healthy 
living, and the role of natural environment in creating the ideal 
community. 

Includes the curvilinear streets which followed the contours of the 
land; the internal reserves which embodied the idealised garden 
suburb philosophy espoused by Griffin and others internationally 

Strongly themed street names. 

One of three most intact examples of the Griffins’ designs for 
residential subdivisions. The Eaglemont estates and Ranelagh being 
the other examples. 

*Mount Eagle 
(Summit) Estate, 

1914 This estate is an early expression of the Griffin’s garden suburb 
planning ideals and principles. The layout (comprising 143 lots in 
1914) took account of the site and its native vegetation as well as 

                                                      

126 Walker, 1994, pp. 68-71. 
127 Heritage Victoria nomination report for Ranelagh Estate Mount Eliza, Attachment 1, March 
2004 
128 Turnbull, Jeff, and Peter Y. Navaretti (eds), The Griffins in Australia and India: the complete works and projects of 
Walter Burley Griffin and Marion Mahony Griffin, Miegunyah Press, Melbourne, 1998. 
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Name of place Date  Summary history and description 

Eaglemont existing exotic plantings dating from the 1860s. The curvilinear streets 
followed the contours of the site, so that views were obtained from 
each allotment, and internal reserves (that did not take up street 
frontages but instead used land made spare by the irregular plan) for 
safe community use. The original street layouts and the reserves were 
protected by covenants. 

Unlike some of the later estates, no formal community facilities such 
as clubhouses were provided. 

One of three most intact examples of the Griffins’ designs for 
residential subdivisions. Castlecrag and Ranelagh being the other 
examples. 

*Glenard Estate, 
Eaglemont 

1915  Like Mount Eagle, this estate is an early expression of the Griffin’s 
garden suburb planning ideals and principles. The layout (comprising 
120 lots in 1915, which were sold at auction on 3 June 1916) took 
account of the site and its native vegetation as well as existing exotic 
plantings dating from the 1860s. The curvilinear streets followed the 
contours of the site, so that views were obtained from each allotment, 
and internal reserves (that did not take up street frontages but instead 
used land made spare by the irregular plan) for safe community use. 
The original street layouts and the reserves were protected by 
covenants. 

Unlike some of the later estates, no formal community facilities such 
as clubhouses were provided. 

The Glenard Estate contains at least one house, Pholiota, which was 
designed by the Griffins and used as their own residence from the 
time of its construction in 1920 until 1925. 

One of three most intact examples of the Griffins’ designs for 
residential subdivisions. Castlecrag and Ranelagh being the other 
examples. 

*Croydon Hills 
(Garden Suburb) 
Estate, Victoria 

May 
1921 

Only the first stage was laid out to Griffin’s design. It was planned 
around a proposed commercial hub with railway station, both of 
which were never realised. No communal facilities were included. 

*Towler 
Subdivision at 
Noojee, Victoria 

1926 This is an unrealised land subdivision. Griffin was commissioned to 
design residential allotments for holiday cottages. Picturesque riverside 
site, planned adjacent to existing township of Noojee. Significant 
geographical features were to be preserved within the estate. 

*City View & 
Milleara Estate, 
Avondale Heights  

c.1927 The Griffin design for this Estate was not fully realised (only 2 of 3 
estates were laid out) and is less intact (some areas have been recently 
subdivided). It includes internal reserves at the rear of private 
allotments and some communal facilities which included both social 
and sporting venues, however, it has a far less curvilinear street layout, 
undoubtedly associated with the more level site. It includes internal 
reserves at the rear of private allotments. The central commercial area 
has been lost to re-subdivision. 

*Comparative examples taken from The Griffins in Australia & India (1998) 

4.4.2   Country Club estates 
As an inter-war estate conceived originally as a place for recreation and leisure, based on 
country club estate models in America, Ranelagh is directly comparable to two other estates in 
Victoria: 

Park Orchards 
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Emerald Country Club and Golf Course 

Although not designed by Walter Burley Griffin, Griffin was a motivating influence for the 
idealisation of urban environment seen at Beaumaris.129. Saxil Tuxen is known to have designed 
the layout at Park Orchards. All three are associated with interwar planning precedents - a 
planned environment which laid the foundations and provided the impetus for communities 
‘to use planning practice to improve their lot’.130 Table 4.3 provides a summary history and 
description of each estate. 

On this basis the following comments are made: 

At Park Orchards, like Ranelagh, sales were interrupted by the Second World War, taking 
off again in the 1950s. With rising car ownership, the growth of the estates shifted from the 
Country Club focus to a residential suburb. 

Emerald retains its golf club whereas the golf course at Ranelagh was sold and is now the 
site of The Peninsula School. 

Table 4.3  Country club estates in Victoria 

Name Date Comments 

+Park 
Orchards 

c.1925-30 Subdivided and developed from 1925 by Sharp and Taylor who also 
developed Ranelagh and using Saxil Tuxen to design the layout. At Park 
Orchards they launched a similar ‘Country Club’ subdivision concept. 
The land was subdivided into half acre blocks, and purchasers would 
become members of the ‘country club’. A ‘chalet-style’ country 
clubhouse was constructed c.1928 and a golf course in 1931. Gates were 
put at the entrance way and covenants placed on the land to ensure the 
development remained residential. 

The use of curved roads was favoured as part of the ‘garden suburb’ 
concept, although Tuxen was known to prefer ‘a series of properly 
arranged short straight lines’.  

The estate failed to attract buyers during the Depression of the 1930s. 
By 1950 the area had only 25 families, and it was not until the late 
1950s that the land started to be developed. 

Today, the Chalet (which has been converted to a restaurant), some 
early plantings, and the subdivision layout survive. The majority houses 
in the estate appear to date from the post-war era. 

+Emerald 
Country 
Club Estate 

c.1920s 
and 1931 

Originally promoted as picturesque holiday spot and subdivided in the 
1920s, in association with the Emerald Country Club. A subdivision 
plan was lodged in 1931, with roads following the contours and themed 
street names taking exotic tree names, elm, poplar, sycamore - reflecting 
association with the Nobelius property and nursery at Emerald, on part 
of which the estate was located.131  

Golf club survives. 

 

                                                      

129 See article prepared by Dr David Nichols, ‘Post-war suburban “reconstruction” and the democratised 
“frontier” in the civic and recreational buildings of Beaumaris and Park Orchards’ for Australian Planner in 
c.2007. 
130 Dr David Nichols, pers. comm., February 2008; Freestone 2007. 
131 Context Pty Ltd (2007). Cardinia Heritage Study Review, vol. 2, 2007, p. 38 
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4.5 Analysis of significance against criteria 

Historic 

RNE Criterion A.2 
Importance in maintaining existing processes or natural systems at the regional scale. 

Ranelagh Estate is considered to meet criterion A.2 at a regional level on the basis of the faunal 
species occurring within the Earimil Creek environs.132 The vegetation species within the 
environs of the creek also contain important habitat for the identified fauna species. Seven 
vegetation species within the Earimil Creek section of Lot B are identified as having regional 
significance for biodiversity.133  

The group of Tuart trees at 48 Wimbledon Av. are identified as significant for their habitat 
value (Arborplan Tree number: R001546). 

Ranelagh Estate is considered to meet criterion A.2 for the remnant vegetation throughout the 
estate, predominantly along Earimil Creek (Lots C, J, K, L and part of Lot B), but also at: 

212 Mount Eliza Way -Swamp Gum (Eucalyptus ovata) (Arborplan Tree number: 
P008169); Black Wattle (Acacia mearnsii) (Arborplan Tree number: P006295); Drooping 
Sheoak (Allocasuarina verticillata) (Arborplan Tree number: P008177 & P008175) 

72 Canadian Bay Road - Coastal Manna Gum (Eucalyptus pryoriana) (Arborplan Tree 
number: R001323)  

Canadian Bay Road - Forest Manna Gum (Eucalyptus viminalis) (Arborplan Tree number: 
P001614) 

Canadian Bay Road - Eucalypt (Eucalyptus sp.) (Arborplan Tree number: P009350) 

40 Rosserdale Crescent - Banksia integrifolia (Arborplan Tree number: R001711) 

2 Rugby Court - Eucalypt (Eucalyptus sp.) (Arborplan Tree number: R000844) 

80 Wimborne Avenue - Coastal Manna Gum (Eucalyptus pryoriana) (Arborplan Tree 
number: St000559) 

Any additional remnant trees identified by Council’s arborist in future should be added to this 
list. 

The lower 400 metres of the Earimil Creek valley is a documented site of regional 
geomorphological significance.134 For these reasons, Earimil Creek, including the Earimil Creek 
sections of Lot B and the lower 400 metres of the Earimil Creek valley, could be considered to 
potentially meet this criterion. 

RNE Criterion A.4 
Importance for association with events, developments or cultural phases which have had a significant 
role in the human occupation and evolution of the nation, State, region or community. 

At a state level, Ranelagh Estate is considered to meet criterion A.4 for the following reasons: 

as a substantially intact example of garden suburb planning by internationally renowned 
architects Walter Burley Griffin in association with Marion Mahony Griffin, leading figures 
in twentieth century architectural history, and Saxil Tuxen, an established surveyor, planner 
and founding member of the Victorian Town Planning Association 

                                                      

132 Legg 2003: 45. 
133 Yugovic 2001: 1. 
134 Rosengren 1988 
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as an important example of garden suburb planning and the development of town planning 
in Victoria. With other examples of ‘garden suburb’ styled planning in Australia, Ranelagh 
Estate has importance for its contribution to the development of town planning and the 
garden suburb movement in Victoria. The garden suburb legacy has had an enduring effect 
on town planning in Australia and many of its concepts are now an accepted part of 
contemporary town planning practice. The debate that ensued around planning ideas and 
social goals also led to pressures for greater discussion of planning issues and controls over 
subdivision and building at the local government level  

for its associations with an important phase of modernist design in Melbourne, influential 
in the evolution of the modernist movement. A number of houses designed by leading 
twentieth century Melbourne architects remain as evidence of this value. 

At the local level, Ranelagh Estate is considered to meet criterion A.4 for its associations with 
the first settlers in the region, Alexander Balcombe and the Hunter brothers from the 1840s 
under pastoral licence and later owners (from 1847), and later politician John Thomas Smith, 
from 1855, who established a small farm and summer residence ‘Nyora’. Ranelagh Estate is 
also important historically for the evidence it provides of: 

the past occupation of the area and way of life of the Tal Tal clan of the Bunurong group, 
including the middens along the foreshore cliff tops in Lot A 

earlier settlement phases, demonstrated by Nyora, Ranelagh House, plantings from pastoral 
period associated with Nyora (Pinus radiata at 57 and 59 Rosserdale Cr., part of Lot A), 
and the bricks remaining from the original ‘Nyora’ cottage (within the J.T. Smith Reserve). 

RNE Criterion B.2 
Importance in demonstrating a distinct way of life, land use, function or design no longer practised, 
in danger of being lost, or of exceptional interest. 

Ranelagh Estate is considered to meet criterion B.2 at a state level, as a rare example of a 
substantially realised Griffin estate, with its subdivision pattern, commercial, social and 
recreational venues, reserves and active community surviving largely intact. 

Of the numerous and diverse works by the Griffins, the significant suburban subdivisions were 
the Glenard Estate in 1914, the Summit (Mount Eagle) Estate in 1915, the Blue Hill Estate at 
Croydon in 1921, the Castlecrag estate in 1921, the Ranelagh Estate in 1924 and the Milleara 
estates 1926-9. All of these estates, designed for various private entrepreneurs, were at least 
partially completed. Of the six estates, Ranelagh and Castlecrag are the only two created with 
infrastructure designed to foster a particular kind of community spirit – in Ranelagh’s case, the 
country club environment. Ranelagh is the Griffin’s only known design dedicated to holiday 
homes. It is also, in Nichols view, one of their most visually arresting designs and (together 
with the better known Castlecrag and the Eaglemont estates) the most intact. 

RNE Criterion D.2 
Importance in demonstrating the principal characteristics of the range of human activities in the 
Australian environment (including way of life, custom, process, land-use, function, design or 
technique) 

Ranelagh Estate is considered to meet criterion D.2 at both state and local levels.  

At the state level Ranelagh Estate has important representative value as a well developed 
example of the Griffins’ ideals using garden suburb principles, and embodied by the vibrant 
and active community, commercial centre, social and recreational venues and public open 
space system. 

At the local level, Ranelagh Estate is significant as a representative example of an American 
‘country club’ estate model, a design concept adapted for Ranelagh by Sequoia Pty Ltd and the 
Griffins. 
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RNE Criterion H.1 
Importance for close associations with individuals whose activities have been significant within the 
history of the nation, State, or region. 

At the state level, Ranelagh Estate has importance for its close associations with internationally 
renowned architects Walter Burley Griffin in association with Marion Mahony Griffin, leading 
figures in twentieth century architectural history, and Saxil Tuxen, an established surveyor, 
planner and founding member of the Victorian Town Planning Association. 

As well, Ranelagh Estate has importance for is close associations with a number of prominent 
Victorians who holidayed at, lived on, or designed works for Ranelagh Estate, including 
politician R.G. Menzies, General Blamey, architects Percy Meldrum, Harold Desbrowe-
Annear, Roy Grounds, Frederick Romberg, Robin Boyd, Ernest Fooks. 

Ranelagh Estate also has close associations with John Thomas Smith, Mayor of Melbourne 
(1851-64), who, on the land that was later to become part of Ranelagh Estate, established a 
small farm and a summer residence known as ‘Nyora (now Ranelagh House), and in whose 
honour the J.T. Smith Reserve is named. 

Aesthetic 

RNE Criterion E.1 
Importance for a community for aesthetic characteristics held in high esteem or otherwise valued by 
the community. 

Ranelagh Estate is considered to meet criterion E.1 at a state level for elements of its early 
landscape planting. The avenue planting along the 100 foot wide Wimbledon Avenue from 
Blue Ridge Lane forms a rare and important landscape element within the estate, in particular 
for its unusual use of alternate Monterey Cypress (Cupressus macrocarpa) and Tuart (Eucalyptus 
gomphocephala), the meeting canopies of the Monterey Cypress creating a cool dark tunnel.  

Other important early plantings include: 

the row of Tuart trees growing along the south side of Rosserdale Crescent  

a row of Tuart trees along both sides of the northern curved fork of Ranelagh Drive 

a stand of Tuarts in the Rosserdale Crescent triangle 

a stand of Monterey Pines and a Golden Cypress in the Rannoch Avenue traffic island 

three fine Cupressus glabra on the Rannoch Avenue verge. 

Ranelagh Estate is considered to meet criterion E.1 at a local level for its distinctive aesthetic 
characteristics and sense of place, which embody garden suburb principles and values, and 
which are highly valued by the local community of Ranelagh Estate and Mount Eliza.  

Features that contribute to Ranelagh Estate’s important garden suburb characteristics and 
which have a strong bearing on the aesthetic qualities of the estate today are:  

the natural features of Ranelagh Estate to which the Griffins responded—the dramatic 
coastal site and Ranelagh Beach, Earimil Creek, the natural drainage patterns, topography, 
pockets of remnant vegetation 

the disposition of the private allotments, created by low density residential development, 
with houses subordinate to the landscape—embedded in a landscaped garden—and 
provision of space for ample front and back gardens, and the mature gardens within private 
allotments which contribute to the overall garden suburb character of Ranelagh Estate 

the disposition of the reserves, vegetated road verges and traffic islands with a 
predominantly natural landscape character or characterised by native trees in parkland (a 
notable exception being the cypress and tuart avenue along Wimbledon Avenue) 
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the continuation of a park-like atmosphere between reserves, vegetated road verges and 
traffic islands and private allotments 

the different eras of plantings, from the pastoral era (further research required), landscaping 
improvements in the public realm undertaken by the Ranelagh Club in the early years of 
the estate, to later improvements in the public domain from the 1970s by Council 

residential development up the slope, designed to take advantage of views. 

The natural vegetation character of the reserves, the disposition of many of the allotments 
(houses embedded in the landscape), the ability to appreciate these aspects of the estate, and 
the relationship of these elements to the original Griffin design intent is highly valued by the 
local community. Important features include: 

the feelings of peace and serenity promoted by Ranelagh Estate’s bushland setting 

the presence of native birds and animals 

the experience of walking through the bushland pathways and reserves on the estate. 

RNE Criterion F.1 
Importance for its technical, creative, design or artistic excellence, innovation or achievement. 

As a rare and substantially intact example of town planning and the garden suburb movement 
in Victoria, Ranelagh Estate is considered to meet criterion F.1 at a state level. The design of 
Ranelagh Estate, using garden suburb principles, demonstrates the Griffins’ unrivalled (within 
Australia) ability to draw inspiration from the particular locality, creatively using and 
integrating the topography, setting and indigenous vegetation, and successfully combining the 
conservation of natural values, existing cultural features, and provision for human comfort, 
amenity, and integrated living conditions through their attention to the social and spiritual 
dimensions of land planning. In addition to their intent for the physical and social aspects of 
the estate, the Griffins with Tuxen were also able to satisfy competing demands of lot yields, 
views, drainage, access, within a rigorous spatial and management system that utilised highly 
innovative ideas about the design of cities and model communities and their management. 

Features that demonstrate this are: 

the subdivision pattern, the gently curved and semicircular roads, rounded street corners, 
functional hierarchy of roads  

the complementary relationship of plan with the topography  

the open space backing onto many of the allotments, internal reserves, and other spaces for 
recreation 

the disposition of many of the reserves, traffic islands and road verges, which are largely 
characterised by natural landscape or native trees in parkland 

a combination of facilities for recreation, social, commerce and civil life that enable 
Ranelagh Estate to function largely as a self-contained garden suburb 

active engagement by the community in the management of the estate and the preservation 
of its heritage values. 

Social 

RNE Criterion G.1 
Importance as a place highly valued by a community for reasons of religious, spiritual, symbolic, 
cultural, educational, or social associations. 



                RANELAGH ESTATE—CONSERVATION MANAGEMENT PLAN 

73 

Ranelagh Estate is considered to meet criterion G.1 at a state level for its strong and active 
community shaped by the experience of living at Ranelagh and fighting for its protection. 
Recognition of the environmental values of the place from as early as 1873, and later 
community resistance to repeated development threats within Ranelagh Estate, has preserved 
much of the original Ranelagh environment and character. 

This value is demonstrated by the early reservation of 99 feet of foreshore in 1873, that 
included Ranelagh Beach, and, later, by the many years of activism to protect the local 
environment and cultural and natural values of the estate, to advocate the Griffins’ design and 
legacy, and to campaign for community facilities by the Ranelagh community, residents, local 
groups such as the Friends of the Earimil Creek, the Foreshore Advisory Group, MEAFEC 
(Mount Eliza Association for Environmental Care), and professional organisations such as the 
National Trust of Australia and the Australian Garden History Society. The Ranelagh 
Residents’ Association has worked actively on a range of issues including raising money for a 
local kindergarten (Mount Eliza Pre-school), lobbying for roads, petitioning against footpaths, 
advocating for community facilities, fighting against subdivision and unit development, to 
liaising with council on management matters, planning and environmental issues. 

This value is apparent in: 

the 99 feet of foreshore reserve, reserved in 1873 

the Ranelagh Residents’ Association, formed c.1950, and its records 

Mount Eliza Pre-school, community facilities—lobbied for by the community in the 1950s 

the Mount Eliza Village shops within the area shown on the design plan—community 
resistance to expansion into residential areas 

At a local level, Ranelagh Estate is valued by the broader Mount Eliza community as a 
distinctive locality and a uniquely planned environment, which is widely recognised as special. 
Aspects of the estate which contribute to this value include 

the ‘bush and beach’ feel of holiday houses, the Ranelagh Club facilities and Ranelagh 
Beach with its beach boxes, vegetated foreshores and area for swimming 

special affections felt for the reserves and pathways, trees, gardens and native vegetation, the 
modest houses and their park-like settings. 

Ranelagh Estate also has local social significance for the strong attachment to the place by the 
local community of Ranelagh Estate, which derives from long use and associations with the 
estate. The Ranelagh Club has local social significance to its members, many of whom have 
long and strong social associations with the club, demonstrated by their long-standing 
membership and use of the place as a social and community hub, and for whom the club 
continues to be a community locus or focus. 

While a social focus in the 1940s and 1950s, the locus of the community has gradually shifted 
towards the Mount Eliza Village shops, overwhelmingly and consistently valued as a 
community meeting place and important social hub by the local community.  

This value is also apparent in  

the Ranelagh Club, its facilities and its records 

the Mount Eliza Village shops within the Ranelagh Estate. 

The Village Green 
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4.6 Statement of significance  

What is significant? 
Ranelagh Estate, Mount Eliza consists of approximately 280 acres running at right angles from 
the coast of Port Phillip Bay. The north-eastern and eastern boundaries are formed by 
Canadian Bay Road and Mount Eliza Way, the southwest boundary by Earimil Creek, and 
Ranelagh Beach forms the northwest boundary with the bay. 

The dominant indigenous vegetation has been identified as Coast Teatree (Leptospurmum 
laevigatum), Weeping Sheoak (Allocasuarina verticillata) and Coast Banksia (Banksia 
integrifolia). On higher slopes, scattered Manna Gum (Eucalyptus viminalis), Messmate 
(Eucalyptus obliqua), and Narrow-leafed Peppermint (Eucalyptus radiata) were common, 
remnants of the dry schlerophyll open forest that once covered the central portion of the 
Mornington Peninsula. Parts of the estate, including the reserves, verges and traffic islands, as 
remnant indigenous vegetation or as regenerated natural landscapes, evoke the indigenous 
landscape.  

Parts of Ranelagh Estate in particular the Earimil Creek sections, are recognised as having 
geomorphological importance, and as home to significant faunal species. Vegetation in the 
environs of the creek provides important habitat for these species. The Tuart trees at 48 
Wimbledon Av. also have habitat value. Ranelagh Estate also includes examples of remnant 
vegetation, including Eucalyptus pryoriana, Eucalyptus viminalis, Banksia integrifolia and other 
eucalypt species, and within the J.T. Smith Reserve and environs of Earimil Creek. 

On the foreshore above Ranelagh Beach (adjacent Lot A), members of the Tal Tal, a clan of 
the Boonwurrung Group, camped. Their middens remain today as evidence of past occupation 
and land use.  

In 1922, investor John Edmond Taylor purchased ‘Nyora’, the Mount Eliza property which 
had been owned by politician John Thomas Smith from 1855, notable barrister James Liddell 
Purves, from 1874, then successful merchant Henry Slaney from 1904. Taylor, who had 
interests in the timber industry, helped form the Sequoia Company Ltd, which approached 
Walter Burley Griffin to design Ranelagh Estate. Surviving evidence of earlier settlement 
phases is relatively rare, and includes some early plantings from the pastoral era (Pinus radiata 
at 57 and 59 Rosserdale Crescent). These trees are in fair to poor condition and a number 
appear to be later progeny of earlier specimens. The small cluster of bricks from the original 
‘Nyora’ cottage that has been incorporated into a memorial within the J.T. Smith Reserve also 
alludes to earlier layers of settlement.  

Ranelagh Estate was designed by internationally renowned Chicago-born architects Walter 
Burley Griffin and Marion Mahony Griffin, with Saxil Tuxen, an established Melbourne 
surveyor and planner and founding member of the Victorian Town Planning Association, 
interested in the latest ideas from Australia and overseas.  

The design for Ranelagh Estate was influenced by Garden Suburb planning principles, 
prominent in the early 20th century town planning movement in Australia and internationally, 
as well as the closely related social, aesthetic and philosophical ideas of the Griffins. The Griffin 
concept for the Ranelagh Estate was for a place where the community would come together 
physically and socially in commercial, social and recreational venues, and be the custodian of 
the place. Town planning provided the means to bring into being the necessary facilities and 
venues in a way that clarified and defined civic functions and circulation, made creative use of 
the space and form of the landscape, and celebrated and conserved the natural environment.  

Griffin principles of town planning at Ranelagh are particularly evident in: the conservation of 
natural features—the dramatic coastal site, Ranelagh Beach and Earimil Creek, and indigenous 
vegetation, by means of reserves and public open spaces; the complementary relationship of the 
plan to the topography—which they responded to and incorporated into their design; the 
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provision of small local parks and locations for specific commercial and civic functions; and the 
subdivision pattern of small allotments intended for modest houses in landscaped settings. 

The principles of garden suburb planning are evident in the provision of local facilities which 
define Ranelagh as a distinct residential area, including parklands, playgrounds, community 
and commercial buildings; its public open spaces and internal reserves; the distinct separation 
of residential and commercial areas; the functional hierarchy of curved roads with generous 
rounded intersections; the original subdivision pattern, responding to the topography; 
detached dwellings with ample yards; and abundantly planted gardens that tend to blur the 
distinction between public and private realms. 

The distinctive character and sense of place of Ranelagh Estate, as well as the feelings of peace 
and serenity these afford, the presence of native birds and animals, and the experience of 
walking through the bushland pathways and reserves, which reflect the garden suburb planning 
principles are aspects of the estate valued by the local community. 

At once a seaside resort and country club, Ranelagh was envisaged as a place where 
Melbourne’s successful professional people would build their holiday houses. While blocks in 
the subdivision were quite small, land purchasers were encouraged to buy two or more, thus 
keeping total estimated numbers to about 400. Those who purchased land automatically 
became members of the Ranelagh Club, who held responsibility for public land within the 
estate, now the recreation club at the northern beach end of the development. The former 
‘Nyora’ house (now Ranelagh House) was incorporated into the Ranelagh concept as the social 
and community hub. Sale of allotments began in 1925, but land sales were slow and from 
1928 the club extended its membership to non-landholders.  

Slow development of the estate allowed for a wide range of architectural styles and periods to 
be reflected. The most distinctive of these were the 1930s and 1940s modernist designs by 
some of Melbourne’s leading architects and proponents of the modern movement.  

The subdivision plan shows 795 blocks and originally included 13 reserves, including space for 
structured and passive recreation, internal reserves, a commercial centre, a golf course, and 
areas of natural bushland. The estate also included a small beach.  

Twelve of the 13 reserves remain. Lot N was sold for private development. The golf course is 
no longer extant, sold to The Peninsula School, which opened in 1961. Otherwise, the original 
subdivision pattern remains largely intact, with only a relatively small number of boundary 
realignments. The road layout, reserve system, and commercial areas are substantially intact. 
Although the usage pattern has evolved from holiday houses to permanent residences, Ranelagh 
remains an area of detached houses in landscaped gardens in accordance with garden suburb 
principles. Plantings in the reserves and other areas of the public domain contribute to the 
estate and reflect the distinctive landscape character  and the layers of history of the Ranelagh 
Estate: early pastoral era plantings, landscaping improvements undertaken by the Ranelagh 
Club in the early years of the Ranelagh Estate (c.1920s and 30s), and later improvements by 
Council, from the 1970s.  

Ranelagh Estate has a long history of community activism, informed by a strong environmental 
ethic of the community, and reflecting garden suburb ideals and the Griffins’ conservation 
ethos. Together with the reservation of 99 feet of foreshore protecting Ranelagh Beach in 1873 
(i.e. pre-Ranelagh Estate), community activism has been a key factor in the protection of the 
estate’s unique character, since the 1950s formation and 1980s reformation of the Ranelagh 
Residents’ Association and, later, other environmental groups, and it remains central to the 
local community today. Designed as a place where an ideal community would be fostered and 
evolve over time, this aspect of the Griffins’ original concept for Ranelagh Estate has a high 
degree of integrity. 

How is it significant? 
Ranelagh Estate is of historic, aesthetic, and social significance to the State of Victoria. 
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Ranelagh Estate is of historic, aesthetic, social and scientific significance to the Shire of 
Mornington. 

Why is it significant?  
Ranelagh Estate is of hhistorical significance to the State of Victoria for its associations with 
internationally renowned architects Walter Burley Griffin and Marion Mahony Griffin, 
leading figures in twentieth century architectural history, and Saxil Tuxen, an established 
surveyor, planner and founding member of the Victorian Town Planning Association. 

With other examples of ‘garden suburb’ styled planning in Australia, Ranelagh Estate has 
historical and social significance for its important role in the development of town planning 
and the garden suburb movement in VVictoria. Ranelagh Estate is a rare example of a 
substantially realised garden suburb estate, designed by the Griffins, with its subdivision 
pattern, commercial, social and recreational venues, reserves, detached house-in-gardens, and 
active community surviving largely intact. Of the numerous and diverse works by the Griffins, 
the significant suburban subdivisions were the Glenard Estate in 1914, the Summit (Mount 
Eagle) Estate in 1915, the Blue Hill Estate at Croydon in 1921, the Castlecrag estates in 1921, 
the Ranelagh Estate in 1924 and the Milleara estates 1926-9. All of these estates, designed for 
various private entrepreneurs, were at least partially completed. Of the six estates, Ranelagh and 
Castlecrag are the only two created with infrastructure designed to foster a particular kind of 
community spirit—in Ranelagh’s case, the country club environment. Ranelagh is the Griffins’ 
only known design dedicated to holiday homes.  

At the SState level, Ranelagh Estate also has important representative value as a well developed 
and substantially intact example of the Griffins’ innovative use of garden suburb principles, 
embodied by its vibrant and active community, the commercial centre, social and recreational 
venues and public open space system.  

The design of Ranelagh Estate, using garden suburb principles, is of aaesthetic significance to 
the State of Victoria for its ability to demonstrate the Griffins’ unrivalled (within Australia) 
ability to draw inspiration from the particular locality, creatively using and integrating the 
topography, setting and indigenous vegetation, and successfully combining the conservation of 
natural values, existing cultural features, and provision for human comfort, amenity, and 
integrated living conditions through their attention to the social and spiritual dimensions of 
land planning. In addition to their intent for the physical and social aspects of the estate, the 
Griffins with Tuxen were also able to satisfy competing demands of lot yields, views, drainage, 
access, within a rigorous spatial and management system that utilised highly innovative ideas 
about the design of cities and model communities and their management.  

Ranelagh Estate is of hhistorical significance to the State of Victoria for its close associations 
with a number of prominent Victorians who holidayed at, lived on, or designed works for 
Ranelagh Estate, including politician R.G. Menzies, General Blamey, and architects Percy 
Meldrum, Harold Desbrowe-Annear, Roy Grounds, Frederick Romberg, Robin Boyd, Ernest 
Fooks.  

Ranelagh Estate is of aaesthetic significance to the State of Victoria for its important early 
landscape planting. The avenue planting along the 100 foot wide Wimbledon Avenue from 
Blue Ridge Lane forms a rare and important landscape element within the estate, in particular 
for its unusual use of alternate Monterey Cypress (Cupressus macrocarpa) and Tuart (Eucalyptus 
gomphocephala), the meeting canopies of the Monterey Cypress creating a cool dark tunnel 
effect. Other important early plantings include the row of Tuart trees growing along the south 
side of Rosserdale Crescent, a row of Tuart trees along both sides of the northern curved fork 
of Ranelagh Drive, a stand of Tuarts in the Rosserdale Crescent triangle. The Rannoch Avenue 
traffic island features a stand of Monterey Pines and a Golden Cypress, and the verge features 
three fine Cupressus glabra. 
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Ranelagh Estate is of hhistorical significance to the State of Victoria for its associations with 
an important phase of modernist design in Melbourne, influential in the evolution of the 
Melbourne modernist movement, and now a remarkable repository of modernist architecture 
from the 1930s, 40s and early 1950s. 

Ranelagh Estate is of ssocial significance to the State of Victoria for its intact, strong and 
active local community, who have been fundamental in fostering the development of the estate 
using the framework set out by the Griffins and protecting the heritage values of the estate.  

Ranelagh Estate is of hhistorical significance to the Mornington Peninsula Shire for its 
ability to demonstrate the layers of settlement and land use of the local area, and earlier 
settlement phases prior to Ranelagh Estate. 

Ranelagh Estate is of hhistorical significance to the Mornington Peninsula Shire for of its 
associations with the Tal Tal clan of the Boonwurrung group. It also has historical significance 
to the Shire of Mornington for its associations with the first settlers in the region, Alexander 
Balcombe and the Hunter brothers from the 1840s under pastoral licence, and later owners, 
politician John Thomas Smith, who established a small farm and the summer residence 
‘Nyora’. 

Ranelagh Estate is of aaesthetic and historic significance to the Mornington Peninsula Shire 
for its distinctive aesthetic characteristics and sense of place, which embody garden suburb 
principles and values, and which are highly valued by the local community of Ranelagh Estate 
and Mount Eliza. Features of the estate that reflect its layers of history are also important. 

Ranelagh Estate is of ssocial significance to the local Mount Eliza community for whom the 
uniquely planned environment and distinctive character of the locality is widely recognised as 
special. Ranelagh Estate also has local significance for the residents of the estate, who hold 
strong attachments to the place, demonstrated by their long and continuing associations with 
the place. The two social hubs of the estate also have social significance as community locus; 
the Ranelagh Club to its members and the Mount Eliza Village shops to the residents of the 
Ranelagh Estate and Mount Eliza.  

Ranelagh Estate is of sscientific significance to the Mornington Peninsula Shire for the 
important faunal species identified as occurring in the Earimil Creek environs, and the 
vegetation species, also within the Earimil Creek environs, which provide important habitat for 
these species. The Tuart trees at 48 Wimbledon Avenue also provide important habitat. Seven 
indigenous species within the Earimil Creek part of Lot B have been identified as having 
regional biodiversity value.  

Ranelagh Estate is also of sscientific ssignificance to the Mornington Peninsula Shire for 
important remnant indigenous vegetation throughout, in particular the trees identified on 
Canadian Bay Road; Coastal Manna Gum (Eucalyptus pryoriana), Forest Manna Gum 
(Eucalyptus viminalis) and Eucalyptus sp.; the Coastal Banksia (Banksia integrifolia) at 40 
Rosserdale Crescent; Eucalyptus sp. at 2 Rugby Court; and Coastal Manna Gum (Eucalyptus 
pryoriana) at 80 Wimborne Avenue. 

4.7 Items of potential individual heritage significance 
The scope of work outlined in the brief (point 6) for this project requires the identification of 
further individual heritage places including significant trees and buildings, and 
recommendations for possible heritage protection.  

As noted in section 4.2.6, there are 6 places of individual local significance and two places of 
individual State significance already included in the HO Schedule of the Mornington 
Peninsula Planning Scheme. This section identifies additional places within Ranelagh 
considered to have potential individual local significance to Mornington Shire and that, subject 
to further detailed assessment, may be eligible for inclusion in the HO. 
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4.7.1   Methodology  
The places were identified by field surveys, research, input from the local community and the 
National Trust of Australia (Victoria).  

Field survey work was undertaken by the project team in December 2007, February 2008, and 
on 21 and 22 April 2008. The field survey on 21 April was undertaken with the assistance of 
Peter Holloway of the National Trust of Australian (Victoria), and Meg Breidahl and Peter 
Greer of the Ranelagh Residents Association (RRA).  

A preliminary assessment was carried out on the basis of known or available information about 
place and it is important to note that no further research was carried out – most of the 
information about places was supplied by members of RRA or Peter Holloway. The place was 
then inspected to assess the level of integrity and some comparative analysis of similar places 
was undertaken. On this basis the following ‘tests’ were applied to determine whether a place 
had potential for individual significance at least at the local level: 

The place is associated with a key theme in the historic development of Ranelagh. The place 
will have a strong association with the theme and this may be clearly illustrated by the 
fabric, when compared with other places (Criterion A.4). 

The place may be rare within the estate. It may be a very early place, or the only surviving 
example of a house or other evidence from a particular era of development (Criterion B.2). 

If it is a representative example of a place type it will usually have the typical range of 
features normally associated with that type – i.e. it will be a benchmark example. If a 
precinct, it will usually have a high degree of integrity (i.e. 70% or more of the places will 
be considered to be contributory) (Criterion D.2). 

The place may be an exemplar of an architectural style or represents significant technical or 
artistic/architectural achievement when compared to other similar places in the estate. The 
places will usually have a high degree of integrity when compared to other places (Criterion 
F.1). 

The place has strong social or historic associations (Criterion G.1 or H.1) and, in particular: 

There is continuity of use or association, meanings, or symbolic importance over a 
period of 25 years or more (representing transition of values beyond one generation). 

The association has resulted in a deeper attachment that goes beyond utility value. 

The connection between a place and a person/s or organisations is not short or 
incidental and may have been documented – for example in local histories, other 
heritage studies or reports, local oral histories etc. 

By comparison, places that upon preliminary assessment are not considered to have high 
potential for individual local significance will generally be those where: 

Historical associations are not well established or are not reflected in the fabric because of 
low integrity, or 

The place is common within the estate or already well-represented in the Heritage Overlay, 
or 

It is a typical, rather than outstanding example of an architectural style and there are better 
representative examples in the estate. 

The social or historical associations are not well established or demonstrated. 

4.7.2   Findings 
As a result of the investigations two places of local significance and 41 places of potential 
significance were identified. The two places of local significance are the places assessed by the 
1994 Butler Study, but that have not yet been included in the HO – ‘Hadlow’ and ‘Nyora’ 
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The site inspection has confirmed that these two places are still extant and no major changes 
were observed. The assessment of local significance is affirmed. 
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A preliminary assessment of these 41 places of potential significance using the above criteria has 
determined that: 

A total of 30 houses have potential significance either individually or as part of two 
potential precincts; one in Ravenscourt Crescent and one in Rosserdale Crescent (Refer to 
Figure 4.1). For two of these places, potentially significant trees were also identified. A list 
of these places is provided in Appendix D.  

It is noted that the majority of these dwellings are clustered in the northern section of 
Ranelagh defined by Rannoch Avenue, Ravenscourt Crescent, Rendlesham Avenue and 
Rosserdale Crescent. With the exception of two houses in Canadian Bay Road and two in 
Wimborne Avenue (and the places listed in Table 4.4) no other houses of potential 
significance have been identified in the central and south-eastern parts of Ranelagh. 

Figure 4.1 shows suggested boundaries of possible HO precincts which would include all 
potentially significant places identified in Appendix D and located at the northern end of the 
estate. These boundaries are based on preliminary assessments subject to confirmation of the 
significance of individual items, and that the precinct boundaries contain a sufficiently high 
proportion of significant places. The introduction of new Heritage Overlays requires changes 
to the planning scheme which will involve further research, public consultation, and 
exhibition. 

A total of 9 places are not considered, at this stage, to have high potential for individual 
significance and two places are not significant. However, they may have value for 
comparative purposes and the significance of these places may only become apparent when 
more research is carried out. These places are listed in Table 4.4. 

Table 4.4 – Local interest or not significant places 

No. Name Address Comments Comparative 
value? 

House 13 Rannoch Ave c.1960s Modernist influenced house Yes 

House 6 Rosserdale Cr Not significant - 1990s era house  No 

House 11 Rosserdale Cr Not significant - Original building now 
almost completely lost within recent 
renovations 

No 

House 14 Rosserdale Cr c.1930s bungalow. Better examples 
within Estate 

Yes 

House 8 Rendlesham Ave c.1960s stilt house Yes  

House  28 Rendlesham Ave c.1960s stilt house Yes 

House 21 Rendlesham Ave c.1960s Modernist influenced house Yes 

House 68-70 Rutland Ave c.1940s? white weatherboard two storey 
house 

Yes  

House 86 Rutland Ave c.1940s? two storey weatherboard. Oak 
tree 

Yes 

House 32 Wimbledon Ave c.1950s house, poor condition, altered Yes 

House 132 Wimbledon Ave Very altered house Yes 
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CHAPTER 5   CONTEXT FOR POLICY FORMULATION 

5.1 Introduction 
This section provides an overview of the key factors to be considered in the development of 
conservation policy (Section 7) for the Ranelagh Estate. 

Developing conservation policies requires an understanding of a wide range of factors other 
than significance that may impinge on or create opportunities for the conservation of the 
significance of the place. This section therefore considers the following factors that will 
influence the future management of Ranelagh:  

The views, concerns, and aspirations of stakeholders or communities that have 
associations135 with or a particular interest in Ranelagh (Section 5.2) 

The obligations to conserve heritage significance (Section 5.3) 

Statutory frameworks including the Victorian Heritage Register (Section 5.4) and 
Mornington Peninsula Planning Scheme (5.5) 

Management of public land (Section 5.6) 

The condition of the fabric of the site and its components, and apparent threats, including 
environmental threats 

Logistical, resource and operational issues  

5.2 Stakeholders and associated communities 
As previously noted, the Ranelagh Advisory Group appointed by the MPSC to represent 
stakeholder groups has been closely associated with the development of the CMP. The views of 
other stakeholders and associated communities have also been sought in two rounds of 
community workshops undertaken as part of developing this CMP.  

Table 5.1 provides a summary of issues arising from the heritage significance of Ranelagh that 
were identified at the community workshops held on 27 & 28 April 2008 (A full discussion is 
provided in Appendix B). 

Table 5.1 – Community workshop issues 

Issue Community responses 

Condition and management 
of reserves and vegetation 

Management of reserves (all) 

Whose responsibility? 

How will they be managed? 

What will happen to the reserves owned by the Ranelagh Club?  

Lot M – ownership unclear 

Owners need help – dos and don’ts 

Fire security  

Weeds (esp. Earimil Creek), foxes and ferals 

Preserving all open space 

                                                      

135 Associations is defined in the Burra Charter and means ‘the special connections that exist between 
people and a place’ (Burra Charter 1999, Article 1.15). 
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Issue Community responses 

To what standard?  

Vegetation strategy covering trees, shrubs, hedges, screening, 
management, pruning 

Impacts of new development 
and subdivision 

Development guidelines covering setbacks to front/side/rear; 
vegetation; visibility of gardens, fences, overall landscape 

Fences – many unsuitable, adverse impact on streetscape 

Limit total block coverage of house, hard landscaping, keep space 
for trees, garden 

Equality in controls 

One house per block 

What is a modest residence? 

House styles – design guidelines to suit Griffin character 

Front fences that block garden estate (too solid) 

Privacy 

Control ratio of building to block size 

Too prescriptive controls – not ideal. 

Maintaining the integrity of 
the Griffin/Tuxen plan 

Incremental change is eroding the Griffin landscape character 

Management by Mornington 
Peninsula Shire Council 

Resources – money to pay for works 

Traffic management  - speed, volume, parking 

Overhead powerlines 

Improving access and 
connectivity 

Pedestrian access along nature strips – including poorly graded; 
gardening interrupts path – Council policy? 

Supporting community 
involvement and activism 

Communication between residents and Council 

Keeping the history and memories, photographs 

Communicating the values of the estate to new residents 

5.3 Obligations to conserve heritage significance  
The Ranelagh Estate is of considerable heritage significance and its cultural values are identified 
in existing listings at the state and local level. The revised Statement of Significance in Chapter 
4 is based on new understandings of significance determined from additional research, field 
work and analysis as well as community consultation. 

The Statement of Significance provides an obligation for the appropriate and effective 
conservation of all values of the place. 

This obligation requires that all identified aspects of significance be retained and managed to 
facilitate the long-term conservation of these cultural values, and the tangible and intangible 
aspects of the place in which these values are embodied: fabric, setting, use, associations, 
meanings, records, related places and related objects. 

5.4 Victorian Heritage Register 
As noted in section 1.3 the brief identified the management of street trees, verges, and 
landscaped islands, particularly key avenue plantings as a key issue and noted that management 
is well-intended but uncoordinated and conducted without understanding the values of the 
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place. The management of reserves was also identified as a key issue by RAG and through the 
community workshops.  

The inclusion of the reserves, pathways and road reserves on the VHR provides protection for 
the significant features and should encourage a more considered approach to future 
management. 

5.4.1   Permit requirements 
Under the Heritage Act 1995, the significant elements included in the extent of registration for 
the listing in the Victorian Heritage Register should be conserved and any proposed changes 
require a permit from Heritage Victoria. Significant elements identified in the listing include 
the subdivision pattern, street layout, internal network of reserves, vegetated traffic islands and 
the landscape character.  

Alterations that impact on the significance of the place are subject to permit applications. 
Works to non-registered buildings and structures within the registered area are permit exempt. 
Permits would be required for any new buildings, structures, driveways and paths on the 
registered land. 

5.4.2   Mapping in Heritage Overlay 
As noted in section 4.2.6 there is a discrepancy with the application of the Heritage Overlay 
(HO) in the Mornington Peninsula Planning Scheme to the parts of Ranelagh included on the 
VHR. Despite this existing anomaly the land included on the VHR is still subject to the 
requirements of the Heritage Act 1995 as noted above. However, the incorrect listing and 
mapping has the potential to cause confusion and should be rectified as a matter of urgency. 

In accordance with the VPP Practice Note Applying the Heritage Overlay the HO schedule and 
maps in the Mornington Peninsula Scheme should be amended to ensure that: 

The parts of Ranelagh included in the VHR are listed in the Schedule with a single HO 
number 

The description in the Schedule is the same as for the VHR 

The extent of registration on the HO maps is exactly the same as that on the VHR.  

5.4.3   Amendments to registration 
As a result of the significance assessment in Chapter 4 the following changes are suggested to 
the VHR registration: 

Ranelagh Estate is of social significance to the State of Victoria for its intact, strong and 
active local community, who have been fundamental in fostering the development of the 
estate using the framework set out by the Griffins and protecting the natural and cultural 
heritage values of the estate.  

Other important early plantings of aesthetic significance to the State include the row of 
Tuart trees growing along both sides of the northern curved fork of Ranelagh Drive. 

The revised Statement of Significance contained in this CMP also contains a more detailed 
analysis of garden suburb planning principles reflected in the Ranelagh Estate. Some of this 
background material may be usefully incorporated into the register citation details. 

This CMP also supports future adjustments to the extent of the VHR registration, where 
additional areas reasonably considered to be part of the Ranelagh open space system are 
identified. Possible additions include: 

The Village Green 
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• Lot N 

• Additional entrance points to Lot L from Redbourne Ave.          

Consideration could also be given to the design plan held at the National Library of Australia, 
being included in the registration. 

5.5 Mornington Peninsula Planning Scheme 
As noted in section 1.3 the brief identified the impact of pressures from new development and 
subdivision on the original design intent of the estate. This was also identified as a key issue by 
RAG and through the community workshops.  

The Mornington Peninsula Planning Scheme provides the statutory planning framework for 
the use, development and subdivision of land within the municipality. It sets out strategic 
planning policy at both the State and local levels, identifies what types of use, development and 
subdivision will require a permit from Council and sets out what Council will consider and 
take into account when deciding on a permit application. 

5.5.1   State Planning Policy Framework 
The purpose of State policy in planning sche mes is to inform planning authorities and 
responsible authorities of those aspects of State level planning policy which they are to take 
into account and give effect to in planning and administering their respective areas. 

The State Planning Policy Framework seeks to ensure that the objectives of planning in 
Victoria (as set out in Section 4 of the Planning and Environment Act 1987) are fostered 
through appropriate land use and development planning policies and practices which integrate 
relevant environmental, social and economic factors in the interests of net community benefit 
and sustainable development.

Of particular relevance is Clause 15.11 Heritage, which has the following objective: 

To assist the conservation of places that have natural, environmental, aesthetic, historic, cultural, 
scientific or social significance or other special value important for scientific and research 
purposes, as a means of understanding our past, as     well as maintaining and enhancing Victoria’s 
image and making a contribution to the economic and cultural growth of the State. 

5.5.2   Local Planning Policy Framework 
Municipal Strategic Statement 
The Municipal Strategic Statement (MSS) is a concise statement of the key strategic planning, 
land use and development objectives for Mornington Peninsula Shire and the strategies and  
actions for achieving the objectives. It provides the strategic basis for the application of the 
zones, overlays and particular provisions in the planning scheme and decision making by  
the responsible authority.

The MSS provides objectives, strategies and methods of implementation for key land use areas 
identified in the strategic framework plan in Clause 21.06. Ranelagh is subject to the policies 
in Clause 21.07 – Guiding future township development. Of particular relevance is Clause 
21.07-2 of the MSS, which provides objectives, strategies and methods of implementation in 
relation to Local Area Character. The overview for this clause notes that: 

There is continuing demand for new housing on the Peninsula and, as with the rest of 
Melbourne, a changing demographic profile in some areas that may be reflected in greater 
demand for medium density housing.  The availa   bility of a range of housing may also enable 
people with different housing needs at different stages of their lives to remain in an area and 
maintain community contacts.
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However, there is concern that in some areas the cumulative effect of market driven changes may 
adversely affect the features of residential environments which are valued by existing residents.  It 
is therefore critical to identify areas where change to the residential environment may be both 
appropriate and desirable, areas where some change is possible without adverse impact and areas 
where minimal change is appropriate.  One of the key challenges in this process is to identify local 
area character.  

… planning on the Peninsula has sought to reinforce the sense of place associated with different 
townships, and different areas within townships, recognising that this is one of the things that 
makes the Peninsula special and that it is highly valued by residents and visitors.. . 

In addition, some areas, such as parts of Mornington, Ranelagh Sorrento, have a strong heritage 
element, while in others the natural environmental features and landform have produced a 
definite local character.  In a number of these areas a key factor is the balance between open 
space, built form and vegetation.  One key distinction is between areas where the street space is 
defined and enclosed by buildings in contrast to areas where open space, landform and landscape 
are dominant and provide a setting for buildings. It is clear that the extent of site coverage has a 
direct effect on the ability to retain or establish site vegetation and that the ability to retain a 
“bushland” or “woodland” setting is often dependent on retaining larger lot sizes.  It is therefore 
important to define requirements for site- and area-responsive design - design that integrates 
subdivision and development with the natural landform and vegetation and recognises the 
importance of existing townscapes and streetscapes.

On this basis, a key objective is to ‘ensure that the design and intensity of new residential 
subdivision and development is site and area responsive, having regard to’ (amongst other 
things) ‘the neighbourhood character and heritage of the area’. Accordingly, the clause sets out 
strategies and methods of implementation. 

Strategies to achieve this objective include:  

Identify areas of distinctive character based on land form, environmental, heritage or 
building and subdivision design elements. 

Require site and location responsive design in the subdivision of land and in the siting and 
design of buildings and other development. (Specific matters to be taken into account 
include, amongst other things, environmental features and environmental capability, 
retaining native vegetation of local provenance and other existing vegetation, sites and area 
of heritage significance and maintaining the balance between open space, vegetation and 
building density). 

Identify sites and areas of State and regional heritage significance based on existing heritage 
studies, promote greater understanding of the value of these sites and develop more specific 
provisions for the effective and equitable conservation.  

Methods of implementation include applying overlay controls such as the Design and 
Development Overlay, Environmental Significance Overlay, Vegetation Protection Overlay 
and Heritage Overlay ‘where adequate information is available’, and ‘in order to ensure 
appropriate site responsive design to identify a density of development which is considered to 
be consistent with maintaining the character and environmental values of specific areas - 
having regard to the potential cumulative impact of higher density infill and site 
redevelopment within established areas’. As noted below, DDO, VPO have been applied to the 
whole of Ranelagh, while the HO applies to specific parts. 

Another method is applying local polices in the consideration of applications involving sites 
and locations of cultural heritage significance.  (Clause 22.04 - Cultural heritage places – see 
below). 

The MSS is therefore considered to provide a sound strategic basis that supports the 
conservation and maintenance of the heritage values of Ranelagh. 
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Local Planning Policies 
Local Planning Policies are tools used to implement the objectives and strategies of the 
Municipal Strategic Statement. A Local Planning Policy (LPP) is a policy statement of intent 
or expectation.  It states what the responsible authority will do in specified circumstances or the 
responsible authority’s expectation of what should happen.  The LPP gives the responsible 
authority an opportunity to state its view of a planning issue and its intentions for an area and 
provides guidance to decision making on a day to day basis.  

Clause 22.04 provides a local policy for heritage places. It includes the following specific policy 
guideline for Ranelagh:  

In this context, particular recognition is given to the area known as the Ranelagh Estate in Mt 
Eliza.  In this area the critical heritage values relate to the subdivision and street pattern 
designed by Walter Burley Griffin.  This is an outstanding example of Griffin’s town planning, 
still apparent in the road layout, the disposition of allotments and communal open space reserves 
and the complementary relationship of the of the plan with the topography.  These design 
principles have a bearing on the current streetscape and visual qualities of the estate and it is 
considered to be an area where minimal change to the established subdivision and development 
pattern should occur.  

The heritage policy is considered to provide appropriate policy guidance at a general level for 
Ranelagh. However it could be strengthened to more clearly articulate the elements of the 
design which constitute its heritage value as an example of Garden City planning. Examples 
include the importance of retaining a clear distinction between commercial and residential 
areas, and other items noted in Section 3.9 of this CMP. Minor amendments could also be 
made to the above statement to include reference to Marion Mahoney Griffin and Saxil Tuxen 
in the design of the Estate. 

5.5.3   Land use zoning 
The purpose of land use zones is to set out how land can be used and what Council will take 
into account when deciding a permit application. In summary: 

All of the residential areas are included within the Residential 1 zone (R1 zone) 

The road reserves and traffic islands, with the exception of the J.T. Smith reserve (see 
below) are also zoned Residential 1 

The shops facing Mount Eliza Way and Ranelagh Drive are zoned Business 1 (B1 zone) 

The John H. Butler Reserve is included in the Public Use Zone 6 – Local Government 
(PUZ6) 

The Earimil Creek Reserve is included in the Public Conservation and Resource zone 
(PCRZ) 

The J.T. Smith Reserve, the Howard Parker Reserve and the foreshore reserve are included 
in the Public Park and Recreation Zone (PPRZ) 

The other reserves are included in the Special Use Zone 2 (Private Sportsgrounds, 
Religious, Health and Educational Establishments) (SUZ2). 

There is a unique situation in the former Lot A, now subdivided as a series of private rear 
yards, to which SUZ2 also applies. 

The application of the R1 zone, B1 zone, PPRZ and PCRZ is considered to be appropriate. 
However, there are a number of issues with the application of PUZ6 to the John H. Butler 
Reserve, the SUZ2 to other reserves and the R1 zone to the traffic islands at Ranelagh. These 
are summarised in Table 5.2. 

Table 5.2 – Land use zone issues 
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Zone Issues 

PUZ6 The purpose of the PUZ6 is to provide for uses associated with Local 
Government.  
A permit is not required to construct a building or construct or carry out 
works in association with any use for the specific purpose of the zone – i.e. 
Local Government – provided that the use is carried out by or on behalf of the 
public land manager. 
While this zoning may be appropriate for the lots adjoining the John H. 
Butler Reserve containing community buildings such the child care centre it is 
perhaps less appropriate for the whole of the reserve because it potentially 
allows for a range of uses other than recreation that fall under the general 
heading of ‘Local Government’. 

SUZ2 Rather than being specifically designed for Ranelagh the purpose of the SUZ2 
is to ‘recognise strategic sites that contain recreational, religious, health or 
educational facilities that performs a significant community function’. 
It sets out permit required for the use and development of land. Uses that do 
not require a permit include (amongst other things) a Place of worship. 
Uses that may be allowed subject to a permit include (amongst other things) a 
Convenience shop, Education centre, Medical centre, Office, Plant nursery 
Residential building, and Retirement village. 
Decision guidelines for application to use land are quite limited and include: 

The effect that existing uses may have on the proposed use (Rather than 
the effect the proposed use will have on existing uses) 
Drainage and availability of services and traffic. 

The range of uses permitted is inappropriate and the decision guidelines are 
inadequate having regard to the primary purpose of these reserves as passive 
open space. 

R1 zone The traffic islands were designed as part of the overall open space system and 
this is reflected in the inclusion of the J.T. Smith reserve in the PPRZ.  
The existing zoning of the other surviving traffic islands means that they are 
not identified as public open space, but rather as part of the residential area 
road system and are therefore vulnerable to changes without the need for a 
permit. 
It would be appropriate to include the other surviving traffic islands in the 
PPRZ to be consistent with the J.T. Smith reserve. 

 

It is understood that the reason for the SUZ2 reflects the fact that they are not in Council 
ownership and it appears the PUZ6 has been applied to the John H Butler Reserve because of 
the community facilities that adjoin it. 

However, as noted in the above table the existing zonings may allow use of these reserves for 
purposes other than active and passive recreation and social interaction, which would be 
inconsistent with the significance of Ranelagh as set out in the previous chapter. It is therefore 
considered that the zoning of the following reserves and traffic island should be reviewed to 
determine whether there is a more appropriate zone (or combination of zones) that would be 
more consistent with the long term conservation management objectives for the reserves. The 
following preliminary recommendations are made: 

The zoning of the John H. Butler reserve should be reviewed and consideration given to 
including it within the PPRZ (the same as the Howard Parker Reserve). This could apply to 
the whole of the reserve except for lots fronting Ranelagh Drive containing community 
facilities and the area now developed as a car park. Further detailed investigation will be 
required to determine the exact extent that should be included in the PPRZ. 

A new ‘Special Use Zone – Ranelagh Internal Reserves’ or comparable control should be 
developed for the reserves not in Council ownership and should have regard to the 
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recommended long-term management of these reserves as discussed in section 5.6. The uses 
and types of development permitted in this zone should be based on the PPRZ zone. In 
particular it should not permit the types of commercial uses allowed by the current SUZ2. 
The new zone should make specific mention of the former Lot A and any special 
requirements relating to that area. 

The zoning of the traffic islands within Ranelagh that form part of the original design 
should be changed to PPRZ to better reflect their historic purpose as part of the open space 
system and support their future management as open space areas. 

5.5.4   Overlay controls 
Overlay controls provide permit requirements and decision guidelines for specific types of 
development and subdivision. The overlay controls that apply to all or part of Ranelagh 
include the Design and Development Overlay (DDO), Heritage Overlay (HO), Vegetation 
Protection Overlay (VPO). A table in Appendix F sets out the various overlay controls that 
apply, and also indicates the extent of the existing DDO2.  

DDO2, which covers most of Ranelagh, is a generic overlay for bayside and village design. It 
includes a reference to the heritage values of Ranelagh in its Design Objectives. DDO3 is 
intended to protect the environmental values of coastal landscapes – specifically instability, 
erosion and fire - and has been applied only to Ranelagh houses which directly address the 
foreshore. It also includes a reference to the heritage values of Ranelagh in its Design 
Objectives. 

Design & Development Overlay and Vegetation Protection Overlay 
The two DDOs and the VPO that apply to Ranelagh include quite comprehensive controls 
over new development and tree removal and provide an appropriate level of control over most 
aspects of residential development in Ranelagh. However the following issues have been 
identified as needing attention if the Garden City planning principles evident in the Estate are 
to be protected. (This is a separate consideration to the protection of areas of heritage value 
based on clusters of significant heritage properties – refer Section 4.7.2). 

The specific setback provision in DDO2 for sites adjoining land zoned PPRZ or PCRZ is 
apparently designed to protect the amenity of public open space. However, this would not 
apply to many of the internal reserves within Ranelagh as they are zoned either PUZ6 or 
SUZ2 as noted above. 

DDO2 strongly discourages more than one dwelling on a lot, but allows for consideration 
of two dwellings and subdivision of on lots of more than 1,300 sq. m. DDO3 prohibits 
subdivision into lots of less than 1,500 sq. m. 

Both DDOs include a permit exemption for subdivision involving a realignment of 
boundaries that does not create an additional lot. 

Another issue is that there is no DDO control over the form, siting and scale of new 
development in the commercial areas of Ranelagh, which forms part of the Mt Eliza Village 
shopping centre. 

On this basis, it is concluded that consideration should be given to the amending the existing 
DDO controls as follows: 

DDO3 should be extended to apply to the historically significant and sensitive parts of the 
estate including all the houses in Rannoch Avenue, Ravenscourt Crescent, Rendlesham 
Avenue, Rosserdale Crescent as well as the houses on the corners of Roehampton Crescent, 
Rutland Avenue, Wimbledon Avenue and Wimborne Avenue where they intersect with 
those streets shown in Figure 5.1. Consideration should also be given to the following 
changes to DDO3: 
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- Addition of a ‘General requirement’ in relation to maximum site coverage (to 
be specified after further investigation). 

- The building height exemptions are deleted with the exception of the 
exemptions in relation to the DPO, and a ‘lawfully existing building’ 

- Review of the subdivision permit exemption in relation to boundary re-
alignments and/or the introduction of additional decision guidelines to prevent 
realignments, which may compromise the historic subdivision pattern. 

- Addition of a specific decision guideline requiring this CMP to be considered.  
• In DDO2 the third dot point under ‘General requirements’ in relation to setbacks from 

reserves is amended to ensure that it includes reference to the existing zoning (or new 
zoning in accordance with the above recommendations) of all the internal reserves in 
Ranelagh. 

• In DDO2 in section 3.0 Subdivision, the first dot point under ‘Any of the following 
requirements are met’ should be amended to include a statement that this does not apply to 
the streets in the Ranelagh Estate (they should be specifically listed). Alternatively, if it is 
considered appropriate to retain some provision for these matters then specific guidelines 
should be included for Ranelagh to ensure that such changes do not compromise the 
historic subdivision pattern. 

Design Guidelines 
Consideration should also be given to the preparation of Design Guidelines for 
new development in Ranelagh, to be attached as a reference document to DDOs. These would 
provide owners and developers with clear and useful guidance as to preferred development and 
landscaping models which support the Garden City planning principles of Ranelagh. 

Heritage Overlay 
The review/preparation of DDO controls should also be considered in conjunction with the 
potential application of new HO controls to the places and precincts of potential local 
significance identified in section 4.7. It may be that the application of the HO will provide 
sufficient control over new development for individual places and the two precincts identified 
in the northern part of Ranelagh. However, they may still be a need to review the DDO as it 
applies to the properties outside of the HO in the northern parts of Ranelagh to ensure that 
development adjacent to HO places does not impact upon them. 

5.5.5   Heritage guidelines 
Mornington Peninsula Shire currently has no guidelines for appropriate forms of development 
and subdivision in heritage areas. However, the Heritage Council has prepared The Heritage 
Overlay. Guidelines for Assessing Planning Pe    rmit Applications. Public Draft February 2007. 
It includes guidelines for demolition, new development, removal and relocation, landscapes 
gardens and trees, fences, signs, change of use, and civic areas utilities and services. 

The Heritage Council guidelines may be used in the interim and consideration should be given 
to develop appropriate guidelines to complement those guidelines having regard to the 
particular heritage characteristics of Ranelagh. The guidelines should include appropriate 
standards for:  

• house size 

• landscaped area ratio;  

• range, diversity and scale of vegetation;  

Consideration should also be given to to the preparation of a new DDO control for the
commercial area to define appropriate building heights, materials and setbacks.
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• building envelope; and  

• preferred external surface treatments.  

There are existing models for other garden suburb conservation areas that might be drawn 
upon, for example, the Glenard and Mt Eagle Estates in the City of Banyule, Victoria and the 
Griffin Reserves of Castlecrag, Willoughby City Council in New South Wales. The 
conservation guidelines for the garden city heritage precincts of the ACT, such as Ainslie, Reid, 
Braddon and Red Hill Heritage Precincts, are also relevant. 

The guidelines could take the form of a conservation policy and permit exemptions policy 
suitable for inclusion as an incorporated document in the Mornington Peninsula Planning 
Scheme. This is a separate issue to Design  Guidelines for new development, which are 
recommended for the DDO areas (refer previous Section). 

5.6 Management of the public realm 
As noted in section 1.3 the brief identified the management of street trees, verges, and 
landscaped islands, particularly key avenue plantings as a key issue and noted that management 
is well-intended but uncoordinated and conducted without understanding the values of the 
place. A related issue was the ownership and management of internal reserves and their 
conservation and interpretation. The management of  reserves was also identified as a key issue 
by RAG and through the community workshops.  

This section discusses the existing management responsibility for the public realm areas of 
Ranelagh and some of the key management issues arising from this. 

• front and rear set backs;  

• fence styles; side,  



RANELAGH ESTATE CMP Proposed Residential DDO Boundary

Figure 5.1
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5.6.1   Management responsibility 
Initially the reserves and other public open spaces were owned and managed by the Ranelagh 
Club. Over time the Ranelagh Club has either sold or sought to divest management of the 
some of the reserves to Council and/or abutting land owners. The current management 
arrangement for all reserves (as opposed to traffic islands other than the J.T. Smith Reserve) is 
shown in Table 5.4, using the groupings suggested in the issues paper by the RAG. In 
summary: 

The road reserves and traffic islands, Lot G and Lot F, the Earimil Creek lots (but 
excluding the Earimil Creek part of Lot B) are owned and managed by Council. The verges 
and the trees on either side of the roads are managed for Council by contractors. Council is 
responsible for the management of the roads. Residents surrounding the J.T. Smith reserve 
undertake regular maintenance with the Council’s contractor. 

Lots A and D are owned by adjoining residents. In 1996, a 9-lot subdivision was created on 
Lot A, and each lot purchased from the Ranelagh Club by each adjoining owner, 
transferring maintenance responsibility to each individual owner. The Section 173 
agreement requires each owner to maintain their section of Lot A, including planting 
appropriate vegetation that enhances the coastline. In 1998, the ownership of Lot D was 
transferred to a consortium of residents who surround the area (Lot D Preservation Group), 
with an easement put over the title to prevent development on the reserve. 

The Ranelagh Club retain ownership of Lot B, Lot M and Lot E - although are currently in 
negotiations with adjoining owners of Lot E about reaching a similar arrangement 
established for Lot D. Incursions by adjoining residents into parts of Lot B raise the issue 
for an undesirable break-up of this area along the lines of Lot A. 

The various management arrangements for the reserves raise the following issues: 

The appropriateness of the Ranelagh Club continuing to have management responsibility 
for publicly accessible open space. 

What is the appropriate arrangement for ownership/management of reserves to ensure that 
future use, management and development will conserve and enhance heritage values. 

The preferred management arrangements are those that provide for the strongest involvement 
of local residents, either the Lot D model (Lot D Preservation Group), or a co-operative 
management arrangement similar to the J.T. Smith Reserve (owned by Council but active 
involvement of local residents in day-to-day management). 

For example, as noted in Table 5.4 it is understood that the residents abutting Lot E may 
prefer a similar arrangement as for Lot D. As previously noted, the ownership/management 
arrangements also have implications for the appropriate form of land use zoning and so the two 
issues must be considered together (See section 5.5.3).  

Table 5.4 – Management and ownership of Ranelagh reserves 

Type Lot name Owned/managed by 

Internal reserves  Lot D Lot D Preservation Group 

 Lot E Council/residentsa (Ranelagh Club 
seeking to divest itself of Lot E136) 

 Lot M Ranelagh Club. (Ranelagh Club 
seeking to divest itself of Lot M137) 

                                                      

136 Heritage Victoria (March 2004) nomination report for Ranelagh Estate Mount Eliza 
137 Heritage Victoria (March 2004) 
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Type Lot name Owned/managed by 

 Historically, Lot N (now 119 
Wimbledon Av). Lot N is not 
included in this study because it 
is now privately owned. 

Private  

Foreshore reserves Lot A 9 lot subdivision, land consolidated 
with 9 abutting titles (49-63 
Rosserdale Cr) 

 Lot B (part) Ranelagh Club 

Recreation reserves Lot F, Howard Parker Reserve Council 

 Lot G, John Butler Reserve Council 

Bushland reserves, Earimil 
Creek reserves  

Lot C Councilb 

 Lot H Councilb 

 Lot J Councilb 

 Lot K Councilb 

 Lot L Councilb 

 Lot B (part) Ranelagh Club (Ranelagh Club 
seeking to divest itself of the 
Earimil Creek part of Lot B138) 

 J.T. Smith Reserve (traffic 
island) 

Council/residents with Council’s 
contractor 

a Residents would like a Lot D arrangement?  
b Some residents and Friends of the Earimil Creek group are actively working with Council to 
conserve these lots. 

 

This CMP recommends that the Shire enter into negotiations with the Ranelagh Club 
regarding the future of Lot B (Earimil Creek section), Lot M and Lot E so as to facilitate new 
and more appropriate management arrangements in these areas, which may include either 
resumption of management responsibilities by the Shire, or by local residents on the Lot D 
model. 

5.6.2   Management issues 
The key issues in relation to management of vegetation and landscape character to a certain 
extent vary according to whether the reserve is managed by council or residents, although some 
issues are common to both. 

Council in its role as land manager must balance the conservation of significant values of 
Ranelagh with its statutory and regulatory obligations such as public safety and powerline 
clearance. However, it is also evident that Council’s ability to effectively manage the cultural 
landscape at Ranelagh is constrained by limited database  accessibility and a lack of 
coordination between departments with different areas of responsibility. 

The main concerns of residents in relation to vegetation are: achieving a more manageable 
regimes; clear guidelines for management; recommendations on what to plant, and what not to 
plant; resources for managing vegetation; fire security; management. 

                                                      

138 Heritage Victoria (March 2004)  
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The following comments discuss some of the key management issues. Specific issues for each 
reserve are also identified in the Inventories provided in Appendix C. 

Council issues 
The Shire’s Parks and Roadsides department is responsible for managing the trees within 
public land (parks, streets, etc) of the Mornington Peninsula Shire, including Ranelagh Estate. 
Their priority for managing these trees is risk based - however, in addition to managing the 
health and safety of trees, significance (other than threat related) is also recognised (with some 
limitations, discussed below). 

Reference data on each tree is stored in the Parks and Roadsides’ database ‘Arborplan’. This 
database is accessible to the Parks and Roadsides department. It is not readily accessible to the 
Mornington Peninsula Shire Planning Department or Council’s heritage advisor. 

The information stored in the Arborplan database in not reflected in the Mornington 
Peninsula Shire Planning Department’s own, more readily accessible, Asset Management 
database - MERIT. The two database systems are apparently potentially compatible, but a 
program to integrate the two has not yet been resolved or implemented. 

There is one field within the database that stores information about non-threat/risk related 
significance, with particular trees included for a number of reasons: remnant, National Trust; 
size and age, landscape feature, etc. The National Trust field is used to refer to general heritage 
significance. There are no drop-down options within the significance field that reflect actual 
statutory heritage listing of trees (i.e. local Heritage Overlay, Tree Controls in the local 
Planning Scheme, VHR, NHL). 

Another issue that has been observed as affecting the historic trees within Ranelagh is pruning 
required for overhead powerline clearance. The effects of this requirement were observed on 
the Tuart trees in Rosserdale Crescent (the form of which have been severely compromised), 
and the Cypresses along the west side of Wimbledon Avenue. The canopies (west side) of these 
trees have been pruned heavily, resulting in the majority of the trees’ weight over the road.  

Another issue raised by the Parks and Roadsides department was the planning approval process 
for driveway access. Currently, permits for driveway cross-overs are approved by the planning 
department, before an assessment of the proposal’s impacts on significant trees in the vicinity is 
undertaken by Council’s arborist. The impact on the trees (in particular roots) needs to be 
assessed and approved by an arborist prior planning approval being granted. 

Erosion, pollution and access 
In the reserves below escarpments, such as parts of Lot B and some sections of the Earimil 
Creek lots, erosion and difficulties of access for stabilisation and conservation works have 
impacted upon the quality of indigenous vegetation communities. Garden plant escapes and 
other impacts of nearby settlement (rubbish, increased run-off and nutrients, introduced fauna) 
has affected the composition and natural processes of indigenous vegetation communities, and 
therefore their ability to regenerate without intervention and regular care.  

While impacts of run-off and nutrient levels are difficult to manage and eliminate in the long-
term, the impacts of garden plan escapes and garden rubbish could be managed through 
community education and regular maintenance. Particularly challenging areas, because of 
access or the extent of degradation may require assistance from Council services—in garden 
waste removal or assisted regeneration in particularly steep areas.   

Weedy areas 
Some introduced vegetation has begun to predominate in areas of natural bushland, to the 
point of becoming weeds - Ivy, Pittosporum, Radiata Pine, Agapanthus, Nasturtium, etc. 
While the mature Radiata Pine in some reserves has been identified as significant, those which 
have self sown in reserves where a natural landscape character predominates (such as the 
Earimil Creek lots) should be removed. Other species may be appropriate within private 
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gardens, where they can be monitored and managed, but inappropriate within public domain, 
especially in areas adjacent to bushland. 

Rubbish dumping 
Some reserves had piles of garden waste, most of which appeared to come from nearby gardens 
or from the reserve itself. No hard rubbish was observed. Some assistance in removing large 
quantities of cleared overgrown, dead or fallen vegetation and weeds may be required for the 
community, and help discourage the disposal of unwanted garden waste in reserves.  

Planting guidelines 
It would be desirable to prepare clear guidelines to encourage a more consistent approach to 
the management on reserves. These should include recommendations on what to plant, and 
what not to plant, and address resources for managing vegetation. The City of Banyule 
Neighbourhood Character Strategy for Garden Suburb Precinct GS7: Character Statement 
provides a good model.  

Fire Management 

This is an issue of particular concern in the Earimil Creek environment, parts of which have 
heavily vegetated, steep slopes in proximity of residences, with limited physical access. While 
there are no records of the reserve having been impacted by a major bushfire in recent times, a 
number of small fires have been lit over the years as a result of either accidental ignition or 
arson. Fire prevention measures have focussed on forming fuel breaks behind residential 
properties that abut the reserve. These breaks vary in width and extent, being very much 
dependent on the width and topography available to establish them. Generally speaking, the 
houses at highest risk from fire are located on the steeper sections on the opposite side of 
Earimil Creek from Ranelagh. On the Ranelagh side, access for fire fighting crews is an issue in 
places where the distances between access points is excessive. This has led to calls for clearing of 
access points into reserves which are currently blocked, for example into Lot L. The Shire is 
currently developing a Fire Management Plan for Earimil Creek. 

Private intrusions into reserves 

A number of reserves have actual or potential intrusions of private uses into the reserve area. 
These situations include access points being taken over by private gardens (Lots L, D) and 
extensions of rear gardens into reserves (cliff top section of Lot B, southern end of Lot D). In 
severe cases these actions deny public access into parts of reserves. There is at least one case 
(second access point to Lot D) where a part of a reserve is no longer public land. However in 
most cases public rights are believed to remain over these intruded areas. It is recommended 
the Shire take steps to assert public access rights over these areas and ensure that reserve 
boundaries are respected. In the case of the former Lot A, failure to do so led to a break-up of 
the reserve into separate ownerships, with resultant loss of public access. This situation in the 
reserves within the Ranelagh estate should be avoided, and potential for renegotiating the 
reinstatement of public access to Lot A in the future, should be explored. 

Specific issue for Lot N 
Lot N, now 119 Wimbledon Avenue, is privately owned and no longer forms part of the 
Estate’s open space system. However, there is a South East Water easement coincident with the 
northwest property boundary of the former Lot N. This section of easement provides a 
pedestrian link between Wimbledon Avenue and Wimborne Avenue. It is also part of a larger 
pedestrian network, which links Lot G (John Butler Reserve) and the Mount Eliza shops 
through to the Jessie White Reserve and Earimil Creek.  

Currently, the section of the easement that runs through No. 119 Wimbledon Avenue is not 
clearly expressed on the ground, and distinction between what is publicly accessible and what is 
private property ambiguous. This needs to be clarified. A submission from the Council, 
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supported by South East Water, to create an appropriate boundary delineation, has been sent 
to the owner of 119 Wimbledon Avenue.139 

5.7 Condition and threats 
A detailed assessment of the condition of all of the various elements of the estate was not 
undertaken within this project. However, the condition of vegetation and reserves, and specific 
threats such as weed infestation has been noted in the Inventories for each reserve provided in 
Appendix C.  

5.8 Logistics and resources for effective management 
The management of Ranelagh raises logistical and resource issues including: 

Coordination within MPSC across departments and with external contractors 

Liaison with Heritage Victoria over state-listed areas and values  

Availability of resources, human and financial, to undertake existing statutory obligations 
and to implement the recommendations of this CMP; and 

Availability of resources for on-going conservation actions such as maintenance of trees and 
long-term tree replacement strategies 

Ongoing access to specialist heritage advice 

                                                      

139 RAG Issues Paper, February 2007. 
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CHAPTER 6   VISION 
The project brief sets out the key objectives for the CMP as follows: 

The Mornington Peninsula Shire Council (MPSC), local community and land managers 
will respect the heritage values of the Ranelagh Estate;  

The importance of the Ranelagh Estate, both as a distinctive local landscape and a 
significant heritage place, will be conserved, enhanced, promoted and understood – both 
locally and at State level; 

The MPSC, local residents and land managers will manage the values of the Ranelagh 
Estate in a co-ordinated manner and in accordance the values of the place and heritage best-
practice; 

Impacts from new development and subdivision will be avoided or minimised; and  

Opportunities for interpretation and presentation will be identified. 

An important task of the CMP project has been to work with the community and stakeholder 
groups to see if a long term vision could be developed for the future management of the 
Ranelagh Estate. This was an important task at the community workshops held 27 & 28 April 
2008 (See Appendix B). The following summary has been developed from the views of the 
participants at the two workshops: 

The Ranelagh Estate is a place where: 

The Griffin’s  vision is respected and conserved in the Estate plan 

The integrity of the Griffin/Tuxen plan will be maintained and enhanced  

The Griffin/Tuxen layout is readily apparent, with no further block subdivision or 
boundary realignments 

The heritage values of the Estate are actively promoted 

The MPSC supports residents in caring for all aspects of the Estate 

The natural park-like environment is conserved and  enhanced 

Vegetation is the most noticeable feature 

There is enough room left for gardens and trees among the new houses 

Lots of native vegetation exists in reserves and private gardens, with bird-attracting native 
trees and shrubs 

The distinctive garden-suburb character is evident and appreciated by residents and visitors 

The original Griffin/Tuxen design concept is enhanced by see-through fences and hedges, 
with no street-front garages, and generous building setbacks to all boundaries 

An acceptable level of change is allowed by heritage guidelines 

Sea views, and privacy are retained 

The foreshore has been improved with revegetation of local native species 

The Reserves are well looked after and used 

All reserves are well maintained, free of weeds and hazards 

The reserves are managed cooperatively between residents and MPSC 
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They provide places for peaceful and quiet relaxation 

Children can play safely 

There is safe pedestrian access to all parts of the Estate 

Linked walkways connect the reserves, house, shops and beach 

The beach is protected for swimming, paddleboards, snorkels, non-motor sports 

Mount Eliza shops are a social meeting place 

Mount Eliza shops remain low key, keeping the village feel we love 

Residential areas are peaceful and safe, with no commercial intrusion 

Use of rainwater tanks and solar power is encouraged 

Cars are subservient to people and trees 

All the people who live on the estate care about the estate  

New residents, new strategies for involving them in the estate’s values 

Opportunities are there to be actively involved with a unique place and community 

There is greater awareness and education of new residents, MPSC staff and Councillors 

Signage and facilities have been provided for the enjoyment and appreciation of the special 
qualities and attributes of the Estate 
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CHAPTER 7   POLICY 

7.1 Introduction 
The Conservation Policy Guidelines to the Burra Charter clarify the purpose and content of a 
conservation policy: 

The purpose of the conservation policy is to state how the conservation of the place may best be 
achieved both in the long and short term. It will be specific to that place. (Article 2.1) 

In terms of content, a conservation policy is expected to address, as a minimum: the fabric and 
setting, use, associations and meanings, interpretation, and management of a site; control of 
impacts on values, and constraints on investigation at the site; the future development of the 
site; and the adoption and ongoing review of the policy itself.  

These policies are particularly intended to guide and advise the actions of land owners and 
managers within Ranelagh, including Mornington Peninsula Shire, the Ranelagh Club, Lot D 
and other resident management groups, and Statutory authorities. 

7.2 Policy structure 
Conservation policies for the Ranelagh Estate cover 9 broad groupings as follows: 

Subdivision pattern and estate layout (Section 7.3) 

Reserves, pathways and easements (Section 7.4) 

Vegetation and landscape character (Section 7.5) 

Roads, road verges and traffic islands (Section 7.6) 

Estate entrance and commercial centre (Section 7.7) 

Houses and their setting (Section 7.8) 

Views (Section 7.9) 

Consultation and participation (Section 7.10) 

Presentation and interpretation (Section 7.11) 

Each policy contains: 

Objectives – outlining the desired end point that is informing policy direction. 

Rationale – explains the reasons why a particular policy direction has been taken. 

Policy – the policy is contained within a succinct set of statements which together form the 
requirements for conserving the significance of the Ranelagh Estate as established in Section 
4.6.  

7.3 Subdivision pattern and estate layout 
This section provides policy objectives, rationale and policy for the subdivision pattern and 
layout. It incorporates comments in relation to its form and layout, but not in relation to 
management and ownership (Section 7.4) and vegetation (7.6). 

7.3.1  Objectives 
To protect and conserve the subdivision pattern and layout of Ranelagh Estate. 
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To protect and conserve individual features of the subdivision pattern and estate layout which 
express the garden suburb principles and values that informed the estate’s design. 

To protect and conserve individual features of the subdivision pattern and estate layout, which 
express the Griffin’s conservation ethos. 

To protect and conserve what the community values about Ranelagh Estate. 

7.3.2   Rationale 
The subdivision pattern and estate layout of Ranelagh remains substantially intact, reflecting 
the design and garden suburb planning of Walter Burley Griffin with Marion Mahony Griffin 
and Saxil Tuxen. Ranelagh is an important example of garden suburb planning in Victoria, and 
played an important role in the development of town planning in the State. As a substantially 
intact example of garden suburb planning, within the context of other Griffin and Tuxen 
designed estates in Victoria, Ranelagh is relatively rare. The subdivision and estate layout 
provide evidence of these aspects of the place’s significance. Important features of the 
subdivision pattern and estate layout include the subdivision pattern itself and its 
complementary relationship to the topography.  

These values of Ranelagh are under threat from inappropriate subdivision and other forms of 
development that when considered in isolation may seem to have little impact, but that 
incrementally will undermine the integrity and significance of the estate design.  

7.3.3   Policy for subdivision pattern and estate layout 
It is policy to: 

Avoid further subdivision of lots or realignment of lot boundaries, including boundaries of 
private, public and commercial allotments.  

Strongly discourage development of more than one dwelling on a lot. 

Conserve and maintain curvilinear street pattern and rounded street corners. (Refer also to 
policy on Roads, road verges and traffic islands, Section 7.6). 

Conserve the original hierarchy of road reserves, with Wimbledon Avenue the widest at 100 
feet (33 metres), and the remainder at 50 feet (16.5 metres). (Refer also to policy on Roads, 
road verges and traffic islands, Section 7.6). 

Discourage development that would alter or impact upon the natural site contours and 
drainage patterns.  

Discourage development that would impact upon coastal landform due to erosion. 

7.4 Reserves, pathways and easements  
This section provides objectives, rationale and policy for reserves, pathways and easements. It 
includes all policies in relation to the form and layout, and management and ownership of 
reserves, except in relation to vegetation, which is considered separately (section 7.5). 

7.4.1   Objectives 
To protect and conserve the original intent of the Ranelagh plan, based on Garden City and 
Griffin design principles, that all reserves would be publicly accessible and provide links to 
recreational, social and commercial facilities throughout the estate. 

To protect and conserve the natural park-like atmosphere of the estate. 

To restore or reconstruct elements of the original system of pathways and reserves that have 
been lost or modified, having regard to the privacy and security of adjoining residents. 

To ensure safe pedestrian movement including for prams and disabled access 
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7.4.2   Rationale 
The public open space system at Ranelagh was an integral part of the estate plan and was 
intended to provide places for social interaction, appreciation of the natural environment, 
landscape appreciation, recreation, publicly accessible pathways, and designed to promote 
strong communities with a strong sense of social cohesion. A further important aspect of the 
open space system was for it to be an extension of private gardens. 

The Griffins’ intent and philosophy for pathways through their estates was to ensure 
pedestrians could move freely through the estate via the reserves and interconnecting footways 
along road verges, through traffic islands and via easements, away from the hazards of the 
motor car. Over time, both car ownership and speed have increased within the Ranelagh 
Estate, reflecting broader changes elsewhere. As well, a number of gardens have slowly 
encroached onto the road verges, making continuous access along some streets impossible and 
forcing pedestrians onto the road.  

Initially the reserves and other public open spaces were owned and managed by the Ranelagh 
Club. Over time the Ranelagh Club has either sold or sought to divest management of the 
some of the reserves to Council and/or abutting land owners and the reserves are now owned 
or managed by either Council, the Ranelagh Club, or abutting landowners. 

This has led to an uncoordinated approach to the management of the reserves, which in some 
cases has impacted upon significance of some reserves due to misguided, poor or inappropriate 
maintenance or inappropriate development. It is essential that future management is carried 
out in a consistent fashion that reflects the heritage values of Ranelagh. 

7.4.3  Policy for reserves, pathways and easements 
It is policy to: 

Conserve and maintain all public open space in accordance with the original objectives of 
the design plan.  

Allow uses to continue to evolve consistent with community needs and aspirations. 

Consult with residents abutting reserves when considering changes to reserve uses, access 
and management. 

Ensure that the surviving public reserves remain publicly accessible. Subdivision for private 
use is not appropriate.  

Conserve and maintain access to all of the internal reserves, including progressively opening 
up blocked pathways and removing obstacles to pedestrian access, respecting the needs of 
nearby residents for privacy and security, public safety issues and protection of the 
environment. 

Restore features of the open space system that have been lost or obscured or function has 
become less obvious, including parts of the walkway system along the road verges that have 
become impassable due to encroaching private gardens and plantings.  

Maintain safe access along roadside verges, including level access for prams and disabled 
along major routes such as Wimbledon Avenue. 

Maintain adequate firebreaks at the interface between bushland reserves and residential 
properties. 

Discourage built footpaths, except near shops, otherwise maintain natural walkways (not 
concrete) on verges. 
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Continue community involvement in the management of the public open space system and 
recreational spaces. Council ownership and/or the model adopted for Lot D would be 
appropriate and preferred models. 

Ensure development does not intrude upon appreciation and use of public areas. 

Discourage solid fences or other structures that would create a solid visual barrier along the 
common boundaries between houses and internal reserves 

Improve awareness of the historic importance of the open space system including its 
purpose, role in the estate, landscape character and indigenous vegetation. 

7.5 Vegetation and landscape character 
This section provides objectives, rationale and policy for vegetation and landscape character 
throughout Ranelagh. It should be considered in association with specific policies for each 
reserve (see Inventories in Appendix C) and traffic islands (section 7.6). 

7.5.1   Objectives 
To conserve, maintain and foster the indigenous vegetation within the Ranelagh Estate. 

To retain the mature landscape and tree covered appearance of Ranelagh Estate. 

To conserve the layers of history within the Ranelagh Estate expressed by mature introduced 
plantings from the pastoral phase of settlement. 

To decrease weed infested areas and minimise future weed problems. 

To support the community in caring for vegetation within Ranelagh Estate. 

To improve management of significant plantings within Ranelagh Estate. 

7.5.2   Rationale 
The natural environment played in integral role in the Griffins’ - and garden suburb - ideals for 
the creation of a model community and the Griffins’ conservation ethos. The plan for 
Ranelagh, like all of the subdivisions where the Griffins were involved, was a specific response 
to the natural environment. As well as responding to the natural environment, Ranelagh’s 
designers worked to preserve the natural environment. Part of their conservation ethos was to 
retain areas of indigenous vegetation within the estate. Added to this layer has been successive 
layers of landscape modification that reflect the settlement and development of Ranelagh to the 
present. To this end, the natural and cultural landscape setting continues to have bearing on 
the visual and environmental qualities and social values of the estate today.  

The landscape character of the reserves is noted on the individual inventory forms (Appendix 
B), as well as policy to protect them. Where the current user amenity values and landscape 
character are compatible with the concepts of the Griffin conservation ethos no major change is 
proposed. 

 

 

7.5.3   Policy for vegetation and landscape character 
It is policy to: 

Conserve and maintain significant and mature trees. Significant or mature trees that need to 
be removed when dead, dying or dangerous, should be replaced ‘like with like’ – i.e. with 
the same species. Introduced natives and exotics may be removed only where they are to be 
replaced by indigenous species, and only where they do not reflect important layers of the 
estate’s history. 
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Conserve and maintain significant avenue plantings in accordance with policy 7.6.3 

Encourage the restoration of indigenous vegetation depending on the location within the 
estate as follows: 

- Gully Woodland vegetation type - confined to Earimil Creek and lower slopes;  

- Grassy Woodland vegetation type - upper slopes of Earimil Creek; or  

- Dry schlerophyll open forest vegetation - mid slopes of the Ranelagh Estate  

For indigenous and remnant vegetation, support and apply regeneration management 
techniques established for the Earimil Creek Bushland Reserves and other bushland 
management practices for indigenous vegetation applied in the Shire. 

In areas of natural bushland, retain existing bushland, and regenerate weedy areas. Apply 
bushland management techniques to reduce weeds and foster more indigenous plant 
communities. For those areas with more substantial weed infestation, a specific action plan 
for weed removal and bush regeneration should be prepared before undertaking works.  

Retain grassed areas and encourage the use of indigenous grasses (for example, Wallaby 
Grass) and the use of more indigenous vegetation (ground cover, low shrubs) for 
understorey planting and to soften edges and screen built elements, fences, in particular 
where grassed areas abut fences. 

Provide assistance to the community in removing large quantities of cleared overgrown, 
dead or fallen vegetation and weeds from reserves and areas, and in regeneration of 
indigenous vegetation, particularly where access is difficult. 

Facilitate and encourage the formation of ‘friends’ groups’. 

Promote the history and significance of the estate, including the significance of maintaining 
overall natural bushland character of the estate. 

Encourage reserves and public areas adjacent to private property (that are gardened) to 
achieve a more natural appearance by planting native vegetation, providing stock from 
indigenous plants or by assisted revegetation.  

Encourage the use of planting to define pathways along road verges and through reserves.  

Support and encourage the removal of weeds and introduced species identified as pest 
plants by MPSC and the Catchment and Land Protection Act 1994, except for identified 
significant trees. 

 

7.6 Roads, road verges and traffic islands 
This section provides objectives, rationale and policy for roads, road verges and traffic islands 
throughout Ranelagh. It should be considered in association with the specific policies for the 
J.T. Smith reserve (see Inventory in Appendix C) and broad policies in relation to vegetation 
(section 7.5). 

7.6.1   Objectives 
To retain and enhance the garden suburb principles apparent in the distinctive curvilinear 
roads, the hierarchy of roads, the generous verges on both sides, and the traffic islands.  

To ensure all significant vegetation in the public domain is protected and maintained. 
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To ensure other key factors such as powerlines, fire safety, traffic management, do not intrude 
upon the Griffins conservation ethos and garden suburb principles, the overall landscape 
character of the Ranelagh Estate, and the appreciation and use of public areas.  

7.6.2   Rationale 
The curved roads and the generous vegetated verges and traffic islands formed a key part of the 
Griffin-designed public open space, and make a significant contribution to the distinctive 
garden suburb character of Ranelagh Estate as a whole and continuation of a park-like 
atmosphere and throughout. The verges and traffic islands also provide a setting for privately 
owned property, form important garden elements in their own right, and reflect the Griffins’ 
philosophy of social interaction and visual and spatial interplay of public and private space. A 
key part of their significance also relates to their intended purpose, both allowing the retention 
of the natural landform and indigenous vegetation and in some cases remnant vegetation (parts 
of the J.T. Smith Reserve, for example), and allowing sufficient space for large mature trees 
(both indigenous and exotic).  

The sealing of roads in the 1970s, which included the construction of kerb and channel and 
the formalisation of intersections has altered the landscape character of the estate, making it 
appear less natural and more urban. It is important therefore to ensure that the future 
management of the road reserves conserves and maintains the significant character in 
accordance with the original design philosophy. The need to meet current standards of safety 
and access needs to be carefully balanced with conservation objectives. 

7.6.3  Policy for roads, road verges and traffic islands 
It is policy to: 

Roads 

Conserve and maintain the curvilinear roads and their existing layout. Retain rounded 
corners and generous verges on corners and both sides of the roads. Specifically: 

- Wimbledon Avenue should be maintained at 100 metres wide, including the 
wide verges on both sides of the road.  

- All other road reserves within the Ranelagh Estate should be retained 
consistently at a 50 metre width, with a minimum verge width sufficient to 
plant large trees and accommodate pedestrian access. 

Ensure that traffic management measures are coordinated throughout the estate and are 
designed to enhance its cultural heritage significance.  

Ensure that traffic management measures do not become a dominant visual element and 
will not diminish or disrupt the  landscape character, continuous park-like atmosphere, 
resident amenity and pedestrian safety. 

Verges 

Retain adequate space in road verges for use as public footways. 

Retain and develop unmade footpaths in accordance with policy 7.4.3 

Encourage the use of planting to improve privacy and amenity for private property 
owners/residents, for pedestrians, and to define pathways along the verges.  

Where planting is needed, favour the use of indigenous vegetation consistent with dry 
schlerophyll open forest vegetation type of the mid slopes of the Ranelagh Estate (and 
central portion of the Mornington Peninsula).  
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Ensure verge width and planting schemes include provision for large trees. (This policy does 
not apply to the sections of Wimbledon Avenue, Rosserdale Crescent, Rannoch Crescent, 
Ranelagh Drive (north fork) with important landscape plantings.) 

Conserve and maintain the significant trees on Wimbledon Avenue, Rosserdale Crescent, 
Rannoch Avenue, and Ranelagh Drive (north fork). Replace dangerous, dead or dying trees 
‘like with like’ – i.e. with the same species. Investigate options for propagating replacement 
stock from existing trees and institute a long-term tree replacement program before trees 
become senescent. 

Traffic islands 

Conserve and maintain all ttraffic islands. They should not be removed or reduced in size.  

Conserve and maintain soft landscaping and mature tree cover reinforcing their 
predominant landscape character of native trees in parkland (with the exception of the J.T. 
Smith Reserve, the Wimbledon, Rutland, Redbourne and Rugby traffic island, and the 
Rannoch Avenue traffic island – see below).  

Where planting is needed, favour the use of indigenous vegetation consistent with dry 
schlerophyll open forest vegetation type of the mid slopes of the Ranelagh Estate (and 
central portion of the Mornington Peninsula).  

Consider gradual replacement of introduced grasses with indigenous grasses. 

Natural elements of landscape 

Conserve and protect remnant vegetation on road reserves and traffic islands. 

For the J.T. Smith Reserve and the Wimbledon, Rutland, Redbourne and Rugby traffic 
islands: 

- regenerate around existing indigenous vegetation 

- where planting is needed, encourage the use of indigenous vegetation 
consistent with dry schlerophyll open forest vegetation type of the mid slopes 
of the Ranelagh Estate (and central portion of the Mornington Peninsula).  

For the Rannoch Avenue traffic island: 

- conserve and maintain the mature Monterey Pines (Cupressus macrocarpa) and 
Golden Cypress  

- remove dangerous and dying trees or limbs  

- for plantings that have been removed, replant with the same species 

- investigate options for propagating replacement stock from the existing trees. 

For the stand of Tuarts in the Rosserdale Crescent triangle: 

- conserve and maintain the mature Tuart trees  

- remove dangerous and dying trees or limbs  

- for plantings that have been removed, replant with the same species 

- investigate options for propagating replacement stock from the existing trees. 

Weeds 

Remove weeds and introduced species identified as pest plants by MPSC and as noxious 
weeds in the Catchment and Land Protection Act 1994. 
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7.7 Estate entrance and commercial centre 
This section provides objectives, rationale and policy for the estate entrance and commercial 
area. It should be considered in association with the specific policies for the J.T. Smith reserve 
(see Inventory in Appendix C) and policies in relation to vegetation (section 7.5) and roads, 
road verges and traffic islands (section 7.6). 

7.7.1  Objective 
To provide a clear entrance point to the Ranelagh Estate consistent with the concept of a self-
contained community. 

To maintain the separation of residential and commercial areas as set out in the design and 
subdivision plans 

To recognise that the Village Green and shops to either side of Ranelagh Drive are an integral 
part of the design of the estate 

To retain the low-key village character of the Mount Eliza shops located within the Ranelagh 
Estate that is valued by local residents. 

7.7.2   Rationale 
The Griffin plan provided for the separation of residential and commercial functions, 
consistent with City Beautiful and Garden City planning philosophies of the time. It also 
provided for a distinctive entrance and boundaries to the estate to highlight the self-contained 
community settlement. The commercial function was provided for by setting aside small 
blocks for the development of shops to service the estate. 

The commercial centre is a focus of community life in Ranelagh, however, the construction of 
car parking, while essential to support the viability of the centre, has encroached into part of 
the land set aside for open space (John H. Butler and J.T. Smith reserves). It is important to 
retain the character of the commercial centre as the gateway to Ranelagh whilst ensuring that 
the centre does not further intrude into the surrounding residential and open space areas. 

7.7.3   Policy 
It is policy to: 

• Support the viability of Mount Eliza village as a local centre serving the Ranelagh Estate 

• Strongly discourage expansion of commercial area into the adjoining residential zone 

• Strongly discourage the future use of land set aside for open space adjoining the commercial 
area for additional car parking or other uses. 

7.8 Houses and their setting 
This section provides objectives, rationale and policy for houses and their setting throughout 
Ranelagh. It should be considered in association with the policies in relation to vegetation 
(section 7.5). 

7.8.1   Objectives 
To protect the significance of Ranelagh Estate while recognising that the future requirements 
of individual owners may change. 

To provide certainty to Council and owners about approvals and decision-making processes. 

To minimise the impact of new construction by siting buildings sensitively, integrating the 
built form with the natural topography and vegetation and avoiding overly-dominant forms of 
fences, garages and houses. 
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7.8.2   Rationale 
The design intent for Ranelagh was for a garden suburb estate of detached houses and gardens, 
where houses would be modest and exist in a parklike setting made up of indigenous vegetation 
and planted gardens and streetscapes. Purchasers were encouraged to buy two adjoining blocks 
to provide ample room for gardens and mature trees. The intention was to keep as much of the 
original topography and native vegetation as possible and to add to it by planting street trees 
and gardens, so that the houses nestled in the surrounding vegetation. Today, the distinctive 
estate layout and philosophy has resulted in a unique and valued character where for the most 
part houses remain subordinate to the landscape. 

While this character is valued and protected it is increasingly under threat as a result of 
inappropriate subdivision (including re-alignment of boundaries), and development that is 
inappropriate because of its scale, site coverage and loss of mature vegetation. 

7.8.3   Policy for houses and their setting 
It is policy to: 

Ensure that houses remain subordinate to the landscape in keeping with Garden City 
design principles. 

Strongly discourage the development of more than one house on a block. 

Strongly discourage development or works that would require the removal of mature trees 
or other important cultural landscape elements such as hedges. 

Encourage new houses to have the same or greater front and side setbacks than the houses 
on adjoining lots. 

Discourage development that would significantly increase the site coverage of buildings on a 
lot. 

Ensure that sufficient land is set aside for provision of large trees in the siting and design of 
new buildings. 

7.9 Views 
This section provides objectives, rationale and policy for views. It should be considered in 
association with the policies in relation to vegetation (section 7.5). 

7.9.1   Objectives 
To retain views of the bay from Ranelagh Estate. (Refer to views mapped in section 3.) 

7.9.2   Rationale 
Griffin estates were designed in response to the natural landscape, often with a strong land-
water connection where water was present, such as at the Castlecrag and Haven estates, Sydney 
and Ranelagh Estate. Part of the natural landscape of Ranelagh Estate that the Griffin design 
responded to was its proximity to the bay. Streets were laid out in response to the site contours, 
and house blocks designed to take advantage of views of the bay, at least from the estate’s north 
end. 

The terrain of Ranelagh means some areas of the estate have better views than others (for 
example, those houses in the north of the estate above escarpments or on more elevated terrain, 
limited areas within Lot D). Houses and areas of the public domain, south of Blue Ridge Lane 
(approximately), would have little to no bay views.  

Views of the sea from the public domain are possible from the north-south oriented curving 
streets. In few circumstances, glimpses of the sea through private property are possible, 
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including through Lot B from the Rosserdale Crescent entrance to the Ranelagh Club. While 
the views that remain are now largely confined to narrow view corridors, these provide 
important evidence of the original land-water relationship of the estate to the bay, as intended 
in the original subdivision plan. 

7.9.3   Policy for views 
It is policy to: 

Conserve views and glimpses of the sea from the public domain, including those through 
private property and the Ranelagh Club.  

Protect and conserve important view corridors.  

Retain and recover views of the bay from the public domain – for example, from major 
north-south oriented curving streets, and glimpses through or across private property, while 
recognising and accepting that retention and enhancement of views must balance the need 
to retain significant trees and the dominant vegetation cover of the estate. 

Strongly discourage the removal or pruning of significant trees to improve views from 
private property. 

7.10 Consultation and participation 
This section provides objectives, rationale and policy for consultation and participation. It 
should be considered in association with the policies in relation to reserves pathways and 
easements (section 7.4), roads, vegetation (section 7.5), and road verges and traffic islands 
(section 7.6). 

7.10.1   Objectives 
To maintain the strong and active community within Ranelagh and involve it in decision-
making about future management of the estate. 

To ensure that MPSC maintains a close working relationship which is ongoing with RRA and 
other residents groups within Ranelagh. 

To encourage new residents to understand the values of Ranelagh and become involved in its 
ongoing management. 

7.10.2   Rationale 
The Ranelagh Estate has a strong and active community shaped by the experience of living at 
Ranelagh and fighting for its protection. The community activism extends back over many 
years of fighting to protect the local environment and natural and cultural values of the estate, 
including the Griffins’ design legacy. A range of local groups, including the Ranelagh 
Residents’ Association has worked actively since its formation in 1952 on a wide range of issues 
from raising money for a local kindergarten to opposing sub division and unit development to 
liaising with Council on management, planning and environmental issues. The maintenance of 
the reserves has been a particularly strong focus, based on the special affection felt by the local 
community for the reserves and connecting pathway system throughout the Ranelagh Estate. 

7.10.3   Policy for consultation and participation 
It is policy to: 

Support and encourage active participation of new and existing residents in the 
management of the estate, e.g. join a friends group, assist with maintaining a reserve, 
roadside reserves or traffic islands. 
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Continue to work with RAG and the local community to implement the CMP once it has 
been completed and to update it periodically as needed (major review at 5-8 years). 

Ensure that the MPSC staff is aware of the need to consult with residents over programs 
and activities affecting the estate and its management. 

Use Council website and other means to make information about Council activities, e.g. 
vegetation management, readily available to residents. 

7.11 Presentation and interpretation of the estate 
This section provides objectives, rationale and policy for presentation and interpretation of the 
estate. It should be considered in association with the policies in relation to reserves pathways 
and easements (section 7.4), roads, vegetation (section 7.5), road verges and traffic islands 
(section 7.6) and estate entrance and commercial centre (7.7). 

7.11.1   Objectives 
To provide interpretive signage and material such that residents and visitors can understand 
and appreciate the heritage values of the Ranelagh Estate. 

To present the estate as a clear entity by marking its boundaries and entrance so that it is 
evident and readable in the landscape as a Griffin garden suburb estate. 

7.11.2   Rationale 
An understanding of the rich heritage values of Ranelagh will assist in promoting its long-term 
conservation and appreciation. In particular, the significance of Ranelagh as a Griffin/Tuxen 
designed garden suburb estate is important at a state level. Enhanced presentation and 
interpretation will assist residents and visitors to take a pride in the estate and maintain a 
strong social connection to it. 

7.11.3   Policy for presentation and interpretation of the estate 
It is policy to: 

Develop a distinct identity for Ranelagh based on its natural and cultural heritage 
significance. This should include:  

- Stronger visual presentation of vehicle and pedestrian entry points and estate 
boundaries 

- Distinctive street signs throughout the estate 

- Interpretive signage and markers at key locations, e.g. pathway system, reserves 

- Landscape and urban design elements including signs professionally designed 
specifically for the estate, respecting the Griffin/Tuxen design character 

Specifically for the primary entry of Ranelagh Drive: 

- Interpret the location of the historical entrance through signage or markers in 
the footpath, interpretive signage 

- Interpret heritage significance of estate as an entity through signage/plan of 
subdivision at key location (Village Green) 

- Signage/map at Village Green to indicate start of self-guided heritage walk, 
proximity of public reserves/pathway system 

- Landscape and urban design to enhance the entry point and visual/physical 
linkages to public pathway system 
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Specifically for the reserves: 

- Recognise each reserve with signs at each usable entrance and lead in pathways  

- Signs to have low visual impact and be professionally designed specifically for 
the Griffin reserves 

- Signs to include name, date of creation/subdivision, historical 
information/information about significance 

- signs to advise visitors to respect the privacy of residents abutting the reserve. 

- Identify pathways and drainage reserves which are accessible to pedestrians 
with small, unobtrusive standard marker and arrow, e.g. on marker post, or 
nearby fence 

- Sign design and character to be low key, durable, specific to Ranelagh in 
recognition of the Griffin subdivisions, different from most common signs in 
area 

Specifically for the public pathway system: 

- Council to develop a plan for useable pathways and their maintenance in 
consultation with residents 

- Physical design of pathways will be consistent with relevant policies for 
reserves, pathways and easements, Section 7.4 

- Physical design will utilise local materials consistent with the natural landscape 
e.g., granitic gravel  

- location and design of pathways to minimise impacts upon the privacy and 
security of nearby residents, for example by locating paths away from habitable 
areas, and use of screening plants. 

- Identify pathways which are accessible to pedestrians with small, unobtrusive 
standard marker and arrow, e.g. on marker post, or nearby fence 

- Interpretive signage at key locations will present information about the estate 
and its heritage significance. Sign design and character to be low key, durable, 
specific to Ranelagh in recognition of the Griffin subdivisions, different from 
most common signs in area 

Discourage buildings, works or other elements such as street furniture that is not consistent 
with this policy. 

Continuously improve community understanding of the historic values of Ranelagh, as 
follows: 

- Interpretation information about the Griffin/Tuxen estate to be available to 
Council, estate agents, local organisations 

- Work with RAG, RRA to develop these materials 

- Use Council website to publicise the heritage significance of the estate and 
activities available for residents and visitors 

- Develop self-guided heritage walk with brochure, map on Council website, 
signage at key locations (start at Village Green/primary entrance to estate). 

- Incorporate occasional guided walks into MPSC/National Trust heritage 
program 
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- Develop code of practice for heritage walks, so that they do not intrude on 
privacy of residents 

Develop and expand a database and inventory of historic material associated with the 
development of Ranelagh. 
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CHAPTER 8   IMPLEMENTATION 

8.1 Introduction 
The implementation strategies outlined below are propose to give effect to the policies 
contained in Section 7 and seek to achieve the vision outlined in Section 6. Each 
implementation strategy comprises a strategic direction, a series of actions and priorities, a list 
of policy areas addressed under that strategy and the desired outcome. 

8.2 Implementation strategies 

8.2.1   Recognising and conserving heritage values 
The heritage values of Ranelagh will be recognised and conserved in a way that respects the full 
range of values. 

Actions 
The following actions are recommended to achieve the strategic direction: 

Develop guidelines for new residential and commercial development and subdivision. The 
guidelines should complement and not simply repeat or copy the provisions of the Heritage 
Overlay guidelines prepared by the Heritage Council. 

Develop new DDO arrangements for Ranelagh as discussed in section 5.5 

Investigate the need for a new DDO for the commercial area to control the scale of new 
development, including bulk and height, as discussed in section 5.5 

Prepare a planning scheme amendment to include the guidelines as a reference document 
and introduce the new DDOs and amend DDO2 (this could be prepared in conjunction 
with the planning scheme amendments discussed in sections 8.2.2 and 8.2.5). 

Continue to work cooperatively with residents groups to develop education packages for 
new residents, and also make these available to estate agents to set appropriate expectations 
prior to purchase. 

Policies 
This strategy and the actions required to implement it relate to the following policies in 
Section 7. 

Subdivision pattern and estate layout 

Management of reserves pathways and easements  

Views 

Vegetation 

Roads, road verges and traffic islands 

Estate entrance and commercial centre 

Houses and their setting 

Consultation and participation 

Presentation and interpretation 
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Outcome 
The heritage values of Ranelagh will be conserved. Practical tools will be established to assist 
MPSC and local residents and shopkeepers achieve this goal. 

8.2.2   Managing vegetation of internal reserves and the road reserves 
The vegetation and reserves within Ranelagh will be well managed in line with community 
expectations and through co-operative mechanisms involving residents where appropriate. 

Actions 
The following actions are recommended to achieve this strategic direction: 

Co-ordinate a program of regular appropriate monitoring and maintenance for all 
neighbourhood and the Earimil Creek reserves, designated pathways, water easements and 
the interface between public and private property. Performance targets should include an 
increase in indigenous vegetation in reserves, and decrease in weed infestation and garden 
encroachments. 

Prepare a planning scheme amendment to implement the zoning changes for the reserves 
and traffic islands as discussed in section 5.5 (this could be prepared in conjunction with 
the planning scheme amendments discussed in sections 8.2.1 and 8.2.5).  

- Rezone the John H. Butler reserve and the traffic islands within Ranelagh that 
form part of the original design to PPRZ as discussed in section 5.5. 

- Introduce a new Special Use Zone – Ranelagh Internal Reserves for the 
reserves not in Council ownership as discussed in section 5.5. 

Update ‘Reason for Significance’ field in Arborplan database to include drop-down options 
that reflect relevant statutory listing and planning controls. Ensure all trees of cultural 
heritage significance within Ranelagh Estate are included, with the relevant statutory 
framework for their protection identified. 

Resolve the integration or compatibility of Arborplan with the Mornington Peninsula Shire 
Planning Department’s Asset Management database - MERIT.  

Explore and implement options for developing a comprehensive and readily accessible Asset 
Management database across Council departments. The recommendations for creating such 
a management system outlined in the draft report ‘Proposed Register of Culturally 
[Historic] Significant Plantings’ (February 2008), prepared by Council’s heritage advisor for 
the entire Mornington Peninsula Shire, should be considered in this process.  

Review and amend permit approvals process for driveway access. Impacts on significant 
trees in the vicinity must be assessed and approved to the satisfaction of Council’s arborist 
prior to issuing a planning permit. The associated costs could be covered by the developer.   

Investigate options for moving powerlines underground or ‘bunching’ electricity cables 
along streets with important landscape planting (Wimbledon Avenue, Rosserdale Crescent, 
Rannoch Avenue, Ranelagh Drive). 

Investigate ways of improving linkages through reserves and to the village and beach. 

Open up blocked Council-owned (Lot L) Griffin pathways. 

Continue to work cooperatively with adjoining residents to ensure the pathways are kept 
clear of garden waste and obstacles. 

Continue to work with residents groups to provide education for new residents about the 
values and functioning of the pathway system.  
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Pursue access over the South East water easement between Wimborne and Wimbledon 
avenues. 

Investigate opening up of Coastal Foreshore Reserve in front of Lot A to take advantage of 
the sea, beach and coast views. This might include moving the Council fence 4 metres 
forward to the sea at Rosserdale walkway as well as lowering the fence to stop obscuring of 
views. 

Prepare a guideline for residents on how best to manage vegetation in order to protect the 
significance of Ranelagh. Guidelines should include advice on what to keep, what to 
remove, what to plant, and what not to plant. 

Inform community members of the impacts of garden plant escapes and the disposing of 
garden rubbish upon natural bushland and reserves. 

Prepare a landscape management plan for Earimil Creek, particularly to address weed 
management issues 

Prepare guidelines for preferred fencing styles. 

Inform community members of the need to retain adequate space in road verges for use as 
public footways. 

Investigate the nature and extent of remnant vegetation on the traffic island at the 
intersection of Wimbledon Av., Rutland Av., Redbourne Av. and Rugby Court. Remnant 
vegetation should be conserved and maintained. 

Initiate actions to resolve management issues relating to Ranelagh Club owned reserves (see  
Section 5.6.1) 

Policies 
This strategy and the actions required to implement it relate to the following policies in 
Section 7. 

Subdivision pattern and estate layout 

Management of reserves pathways and easements  

Views 

Vegetation 

Roads, road verges and traffic islands 

Estate entrance and commercial centre 

Houses and their setting 

Outcomes 
The vegetation is well managed by Council and residents working cooperatively. The role of 
the Ranelagh Club is clarified and management responsibilities re-allocated. The estate’s 
parklike landscape character is conserved and enhanced. 

8.2.3 Enhancing access and use 
The public lands within Ranelagh will be more accessible through a recognised public pathway 
system and existing impediments to access to particular reserves and public areas will be 
progressively removed. This strategy should be considered with related strategy areas 8.2.2 & 
8.2.4. 

Actions 
The following actions are recommended to achieve the strategic direction: 
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• Make public reserves recognisable and accessible through signage/markers 

• Remove impediments to access into reserves and along verges 

• Develop public pathway system with low key signage and interpretation140

Policies 
This strategy and the actions required to implement it relate to the following policies in 
Section 7: 

• Subdivision pattern and estate layout 

• Management of reserves pathways and easements  

• Roads, road verges and traffic islands 

• Estate entrance and commercial centre 

• Consultation and participation 

Outcome
Residents, locals and visitors will enjoy access to the Ranelagh reserves for a range of active and 
passive recreational uses through a recognised public pathway system throughout the estate. 

8.2.4   Presenting and interpreting the Estate 
Ranelagh will be presented and interpreted as a distinctive local landscape and significant 
heritage place 

Actions
The following actions are recommended to achieve the strategic direction: 

• Develop and promote a more comprehensive heritage walk around Ranelagh, with signage 
highlighting features of interest 

• Build on existing walk promoted on WBGS website141

• Investigate option of starting point in village square, where people already gather 

• Investigate cross promotion, e.g. sign in Mornington Park directing people 

• Progressively replace existing street signage with distinctive signage reflecting historical 
character of estate 

• Provide for signed entrance points to estate (refer 7.11 Presentation and Interpretation) 

• Enhance vehicle and pedestrian entries with landscape treatment, signage (refer 7.11 
Presentation and Interpretation) 

• Investigate marking Ranelagh boundaries with landscape treatment, signage to promote the 
identity of the estate 

• Commercial centre – enhance its appeal as social hub through urban design and better 
connection to Ranelagh  

• Develop information packs, website to promote Ranelagh, its features, history and 
conservation  

                                                     

140 See ‘Possible opportunities for footpath links including utilization of existing reserves’ by 
Councillor Reade Smith.  
141 Ranelagh Estate Tour Map – Walter Burley Griffin Society Inc., www.griffinsociety.org. 
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• Ensure CMP including history section is widely available  

• Encourage residents, past and present, to donate copies of historical photographs and 
documents

• Investigate display of historic images in Mount Eliza Community Centre foyer 

• Investigate holdings and appropriate conservation of key records, e.g. RRA, Ranelagh Club 

• Establish central point (possibly library?) for access to and storage of records and 
photographs of the estate 

Policies 
This strategy and the actions required to implement it relate to the following policies in 
Section 7. 

• Presentation and interpretation 

• Consultation and participation 

• Subdivision pattern and estate layout 

• Estate entrance and commercial centre 

Outcome
The local community, residents and visitors to Ranelagh will have access to an enhanced 
understanding of the history and heritage values of the estate. 

8.2.5   Individual heritage items 
Additional individual heritage places including significant houses and trees within Ranelagh 
will be identified and assessed for possible heritage protection  

Actions
The following actions are recommended to achieve the strategic direction: 

• Undertake further assessment of places and precincts of potential significance and identify 
places of local significance for inclusion in the HO. 

• Prepare a conservation policy and permit exemptions policy suitable for inclusion as an 
incorporated document in the Mornington Peninsula Planning Scheme. 

• Identify changes to the MSS and local policy (if required). 

On this basis, prepare a planning scheme amendment to (this could be prepared in conjunction 
with the planning scheme amendments discussed in sections 8.2.1 and 8.2.5): 

• Add additional places of individual significance to the HO 

• Add the incorporated documents 

• Make changes to the MSS and local policy (if required) 

• Correct errors with the existing HO maps and schedule in relation to the VHR listing 

Policies 
This strategy and the actions required to implement it relate to the following policies in 
Section 7. 

• Houses and their setting 
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Outcome
A comprehensive understanding of the heritage values of Ranelagh will provide for the 
recognition and protection of all of its significant features and components. 

8.2.6   Communicating and consulting 
The importance of communicating and consulting is recognised by MPSC as a key to 
successful conservation and community involvement 

Actions
The following actions are recommended to achieve the strategic direction: 

• Council to work with RAG/RRA to update information pack about the estate for issuers of 
building permits, real estate agents, new residents, existing residents and property owners. 

• Investigate creation of Council information database on Ranelagh, its heritage status, 
Reserves and Friends Groups, relevant reports etc. 

• Council to work with RRA to encourage new and existing residents to join a friends group, 
assist with maintaining a reserve, roadside reserves or traffic islands 

• Council to continue to work with RAG to implement the CMP once it has been completed 
and to update it periodically as needed 

• Council to use RAG/RRA as a starting point to develop consultation policies for various 
Council programs and activities relating to the estate 

• Council to work with the Ranelagh Club towards the resolution of management issues for 
reserves in the club’s ownership 

Policies 
This strategy and the actions required to implement it relate to the following policies in 
Section 7. 

• Consultation and participation 

• Presentation and interpretation 

Outcome
The vision Ranelagh will be well known, and those interested in the estate will stay well 
informed and actively involved 

8.3 Priority actions, budget estimate and timeline 
Table 8.1 identifies the 13 most important actions that should be undertaken by Council as a 
priority in order to implement the key recommendations of this CMP. ‘A’ indicates that work 
should begin within 1 year, ‘B’ within 1-2 years and ‘C’ within 2-5 years. 
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Explore inclusion of conservation and permit exemption policies as incorporated     
documents in the planning scheme       A   
8.2.5 Individual heritage items* 

Assessment of individual heritage places      A 
8.2.2 Managing vegetation, internal reserves and road reserves 

Integrate Council’s database systems (underway) 

Review zoning of reserves        A

Update Arborplan database fields to reflect significance       B 

Guidelines for residents about managing reserves      A 

Guidelines for public landscape of estate (roads, verges, islands, some reserves)           B 
8.2.3 Enhancing use and access 

Public pathway system including route, physical design, low key markers/signage.  

Design resolution of path improvements and marker system    B  

Path construction - gravel with simple clearing and formation but no surfacing      C 

Low key markers/signage (approx 25)              C
8.2.4 Presenting and interpreting the estate 

Heritage walk with signage, brochure, website 

Concept development including mapped route, draft text/images for           B
signs/brochure/web  

Implementation of signage (based on design and manufacture 2 large, 5 medium     C
vandal-proof signs, assuming MPSC installation) 

Brochure/website design and production             C 

Urban design strategy for Mt Eliza Village commercial centre (colour, signage…)             A

Landscape design for vehicle and pedestrian entry points, and estate boundaries          A 
8.2.6 Communicating and consulting 

Information pack for Council, residents, real estate agents                 B

Notes
*The actions in relation to 8.2.1 and 8.2.5 coul d be undertaken as part of the same project, 
which may result in a lower combined budget. 

Table 8.1 – Priority actions 

Strategy/Action ytiroirP 

8.2.1 Recognising and conserving heritage values* 

Preparation of guidelines for residential and commercial development and subdivision  A 

Prepare new residential and commercial DDO controls     A
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APPENDIX A   REPORT ON FEBRUARY COMMUNITY WORKSHOPS 
 

Note: The reports on the community workshops contain opinion and information which does 
not necessarily reflect the final conclusions of this CMP. 

1 Introduction 
As part of preparing a Conservation Management Plan for the Ranelagh Estate, Mount Eliza, 
two community workshops were held at Mount Eliza on 27 and 28 February 2008. The 
purpose of the workshops was to gather information about how the local community values the 
estate and to use this information in an assessment of the social significance of the Ranelagh 
Estate.  

The workshops were attended by 58 and 53 people respectively. The workshops were 
advertised publicly and local groups and residents of the estate were invited by letter by the 
Mornington peninsula Shire Council. 

This report presents a summary of workshop outcomes and describes how this evidence has 
been used in reviewing and updating the assessment of heritage significance of Ranelagh. An 
understanding of these aspects will also inform the development of policies and actions for the 
future management of the Ranelagh Estate as part of the CMP. 

The following groups were consulted during the preparation of the CMP: 

Ranelagh Residents Association 

Mount Eliza Association for Environmental Care 

Friends of Earimil Creek Reserve 

Friends of J.T. Smith Reserve 

Friends of John H. Butler Reserve 

Ranelagh Club 

Mount Eliza Village Neighbourhood Centre 

Mount Eliza Tennis Club 

Mount Eliza Bowling Club 

Mount Eliza Cricket Club 

Mount Eliza Community Association 

Mount Eliza Chamber Of Commerce 

Mount Eliza Foreshore Advisory Group 

Lot D Preservation Group 
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2 What is social significance? 

Heritage criteria 
In this project, the assessment of social significance is based on Criterion G as defined in the 
Victorian Heritage Act of 1995: 

Criterion G:  The importance of the place or object in demonstrating social or cultural 
   associations. 

For local heritage studies, the Register of the National Estate criterion is more commonly used: 

Criterion G:  Its strong or special associations with a particular community or cultural 
   group for social, cultural or spiritual reasons142 

It is important to recognise in both definitions, that while the attachment may have its roots in 
the past, it must be a current attachment by the community or cultural group. It is also 
important to recognise that social significance may be connected to the fabric of the place, i.e. 
its physical features, or other aspects, such as use or accessibility, or important associations 
through memories or stories about the place. 

The most important method used to gather evidence for social values in this project was to 
hold two community heritage workshops for residents and community groups associated with 
Ranelagh Estate in February 2008. Methods also included a review of previous heritage 
assessments and histories of Ranelagh. 

Community Workshops 
Both workshops worked through a structured agenda to gather evidence of social values.  

The steps were to: 

Identify communities or cultural groups who have associations with Ranelagh Estate (or 
aspects of it). 

Explore the nature and extent of the association (is it just a place to live, or is it special for 
some reason…) 

Has the association led to significance? Is it strong or special? Is it recent or longstanding? 

Clarify what aspects of the estate are of social significance? (all of it, stories and memories, 
my local reserve…) 

What is its relative significance compared to other places valued for similar reasons? 

Do we have enough information to pass the criterion for social value? 

As apart of this approach, participants were set tasks to identify the community or group that 
they represented and prepare short statements about why they valued Ranelagh Estate and 
what features were special to them (or the group they represented). These were then shared 
with the group and compiled in a table to report back to the wider group. 

The following sections present the evidence gathered at the workshops. 

                                                      
142 The heritage criterion refers to ‘community or cultural group’. In this report we use 
‘community’ as short-hand to include ‘cultural group’. We have adopted a broad definition of 
communities and cultural groups as those that can be defined by shared culture, beliefs, 
ethnicity, activity or experience. 
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3 Evidence of social values 
The following current communities and/or cultural groups were identified as having an 
association with Ranelagh: 

Community of Cultural Group Nature/length of Association 

Ranelagh Resident’s Association Formed 1950, long involvement and very active in planning 
and environmental issues  

Ranelagh Club Part of the original country club estate, incorporated in 1926 
and has operated since then, though with changing 
membership requirements 

Natural Environment groups including 
MEAFEC, Friends of Earmil Creek, 
Foreshore Advisory Group 

Active in natural environment issues over a long period 

Mt Eliza Community Churches Focus of religious worship and community activities 

Walter Burley Griffin Society Professional association  - actively researches and promotes 
works by the Griffins in Australia (see website) – many 
publications 

Australian Garden History Society, 
local garden clubs 

Professional association and interest groups -researching and 
promoting garden history and conservation in Australia – 
organised tours of Ranelagh for members 

Sporting Groups, e.g. tennis, bowling, 
sailing 

Long association, dating back to early Ranelagh Club and 
facilities, e.g. Mount Eliza Tennis Club 

Community groups, e.g. 
neighbourhood watch 

Local community interest group 

Residents, residents of particular 
streets, neighbourhood groups 

Includes residents of Ranelagh, both recent and long-term, 
residents of particular streets and neighbourhoods within the 
estate 

Recreational users, e.g. walking, dog 
walkers, passive recreation uses 

Includes local people and visitors from a wider area -  use 
open space and pedestrian networks, Butler Reserve etc 

National Trust of Victoria Recognition of heritage value, active in conservation issues 
since 1970s 

Chamber of Commerce/ commercial 
property owners of Mount Eliza village 

Association with Mount Eliza village and development of 
businesses, some since the late 1950s and 1960s 

Schools (preschool, primary) School communities live locally, Mt Eliza Preschool 
established on the estate in 1955, community support and 
activism  

Aboriginal Community Aboriginal sites, e.g. cliff top middens 

Mt Eliza Community Centre Used by various community groups, e.g. senior citizens, 
service clubs 

Wider Mount Eliza community Many use the estate and its reserves, Mt Eliza commercial 
area 

Community of Victoria Ranelagh is on the Victorian Heritage Register for its 
heritage significance to the people of Victoria 

Visitors and tourists Visit the estate to appreciate its history, enjoy the beauty of 
the area.  
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The next step is to explore whether these associations have created social values. 

Three indicators of social value developed for this project are: 

Important to a community as a landmark, marker or signature, e.g. well-known landmark, 
or places that represent a locality or community 

Important as a reference point in a community’s identity or sense of itself, e.g. has shaped 
community life over a long period and is widely recognised 

Strong or special community attachment developed from long use and/or associations, e.g. 
places defended at times of threat, essential community buildings  

The section below summarises the aspects of social value from the information gathered at the 
community workshops, organised under specific significance indictors. Participants were asked 
to write a statement beginning ‘I value Ranelagh Estate because…’.Sometimes the statements 
below were made in slightly different words by several people. Some of them however, are 
direct quotations from workshop participants and are in italics. 

Well-known landmark, places that represent a locality or community 
Participants valued the following features or qualities relevant to this indictor: 

familiar landscapes of the reserves, cliffs and beaches, and walking tracks 

village atmosphere of Mount Eliza, small yet lively 

distinctive road layout and the sense of intrigue and discovery it creates 

freshness of the air and greenness of the trees that partly hide the houses 

close to shops and beaches, I love the beach boxes 

bush feeling and still close to sea 

low density of houses, buried in the bush, cohesiveness except for some more recent 
development which stands out 

bushland and creek reserves an important aspect 

original 1924 subdivision remains intact, Griffin town planning masterpiece 

away from busy places into a feeling of peace, quiet and greenery – a garden estate 

one residential dwelling per block, keep low density 

traffic islands on wide corners 

holiday atmosphere 

natural contours kept, curved streets, slope to sea, glimpses of sea from parts of estate 

little commercial development 

minimum traffic, pollution (you can feel the difference on returning from Melbourne) 

in parts of the estate - restricted height of front fences – neighbourly feel 

presence of native fauna such as birds (including night birds) and koalas 

trees, large and small, indigenous vegetation, flora and fauna in abundance 

interesting architecture from 50 years of development  

internal reserves a hidden secret 
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indigenous history and landscapes 

small village area, low rise 

feels different from other Melbourne suburbs – distinctive character 

Shaped community identity over a long period and is widely recognised 
Participants valued the following features or qualities relevant to this indictor: 

lifestyle, family environment and friendly people 

heritage qualities of the Griffin plan such as the winding street layout and internal reserves 

importance in history of town planning 

public and private gardens and reserves -  it feels like a big park 

It’s a great place to live and bring up a family 

strong feelings of identity from the estate and its community 

peaceful atmosphere, calm and friendly, especially the reserves 

very secure and safe –walking at night, Neighbourhood Watch is an important group  

well-behaved dogs, and off leash area a great social venue 

informal bushland character, no footpaths 

a place of refuge and release 

strong sense of community, caters for young, growing families, and all age groups with sport, 
library, schools, club/leisure activities, churches 

strong ownership of issues that affect the community 

the combination of the bay and the village 

sense of common values among neighbours and residents 

feeling of belonging to small community (everyone knows each other) 

social benefit and interaction of parks 

many people know history of the estate 

belonging heightened by being Ranelagh Club members 

people –good mix of ages, interests, working, retired 

strong environmental ethic going back to Griffins 

friendliness of shopkeepers at Mount Eliza Village 

ability to exercise and be fit 

it’s a privilege to live here –great to come home to, it’s the place to be! 

proximity to peninsula and city, yet tucked away 

part of my personal heritage, its home, it feels like an old pair of slippers 

Strong or special community attachment from long use or associations  
Participants valued the following features or qualities relevant to this indictor: 

It has been my family home for a long period and my children have grown up here  
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I have lived here all of my life 

family holidays and family connections at Mt Eliza over many years 

close association with local community groups such as the resident’s association 

range of sporting activities such as football, cricket and tennis, and the open spaces for 
recreation 

being able to walk through reserves to get to shops or beach 

fighting to keep the history and heritage of the estate 

non residents also appreciate the Griffin qualities 

coast and beach walks, Aboriginal middens 

I feel protective of the estate 

I can go bushwalking for kilometres, but still be within the estate 

It feels familiar and parts of the estate are largely unchanged from the 1940s and 1950s 

bay views through and over trees, especially when walking 

Ranelagh Club as a meeting place – provides sporting facilities and beach enjoyment  

The next step was to ask participants whether the associations identified at the workshops have 
led to heritage significance. Participants worked in small groups to gather information about 
the strength and longevity of associations and also which aspects of Ranelagh are important. 

Responses were drafted in small groups and then shared with the wider workshop group. 

Responses are summarised below: 

Associations with Ranelagh have led to: 

a strong sense of connection to the estate by residents (the largest group represented at the 
workshops) as a place where they had lived, in some cases for many years, raised families 
and enjoyed social interaction in a unique planned environment with many special features 

others had spent family holidays at Ranelagh over a long period, and enjoyed the 
recreational facilities provided by the Ranelagh Club and the ‘bush and beach’ 
environment. 

many people had a strong sense of affection that was very personal for aspects of the estate 
including the reserves and pathways, trees, gardens, native vegetation and wildlife, low 
density housing in a park-like setting. 

others were passionate about the Griffin design as a reference point for community identity 
which they had actively striven to protect from various threats over the years 

most people felt that they belonged to a strong local community that had shared values and 
which had developed on the estate going back to its establishment in 1926. 

many felt a special attachment from association with the Ranelagh Club and use of the 
sporting and recreational facilities over a long period 

strong affection for Mt Eliza Village as a social hub which performs a valued community 
function. 

The results of each group’s work were displayed around the room and each person was given 
three dots to place against the aspects of the estate that they valued most highly. This provided 
an indication of how widely values were shared in the workshop group as a whole. 



                RANELAGH ESTATE—CONSERVATION MANAGEMENT PLAN 

127 

While not everyone used their votes, the aspects that scored most highly were: 

Feature or aspect % votes 

Internal reserves, pathways and public open space 14% 

Design qualities of the Griffin plan overall including retention of indigenous 
vegetation  

18%  

Low density housing/one house per block/houses secondary to vegetation 21% 

Mix social composition and sense of community 22% 

Other aspects 25%  

4 Analysis of evidence 

Criteria 
In this project, the assessment of social significance is based on Criterion G as defined in the 
Victorian Heritage Act of 1995: 

Criterion G:  The importance of the place or object in demonstrating social or cultural 
   associations. 

For local heritage studies, the Register of the National Estate criterion is more commonly used: 

Criterion G:  Its strong or special associations with a particular community or cultural 
   group for social, cultural or spiritual reasons 

In order to make judgements about social significance, indicators and thresholds have been 
developed for this project. These are at Appendix 1. 

Analysis against thresholds 
The three indicators referred to in the previous section will be used to assess social values. The 
communities and cultural groups identified with associations with Ranelagh will be discussed 
under each of the se headings. 

Indicator 1: Well-known landmark, places that represent a locality or community 
Ranelagh has the following values: 

a strong sense of connection to the estate by residents (the largest group represented at the 
workshops) as a place where they have lived, in some cases for many years, raised families 
and enjoyed social interaction in a unique planned environment with many special features 

others have spent family holidays at Ranelagh over a long period, and enjoyed the 
recreational facilities provided by the Ranelagh Club and the ‘bush and beach’ 
environment. 

many residents and visitor to the estate have a strong sense of affection, sometimes very 
personal, for widely-recognised aspects of the estate including the reserves and pathways, 
trees, gardens, native vegetation and wildlife, low density housing in a park-like setting. 

Indicator 2: Shaped community identity over a long period and is widely recognised 

the Griffin design is widely recognised as a reference point for community identity by 
residents of the estate, many who have actively striven to protect it from various threats over 
the years 

most residents felt that they belonged to a strong local community that has shared values 
and which has developed on the estate going back to its establishment in 1926 

the Mount Eliza Village shops as a social hub of the estate, highly valued by the community 
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Indictor 3: Strong or special community attachment from long use or associations  

long and continuing legacy of community advocacy and activism by residents of the estate 
to protect both natural and cultural features of the estate, building on the conservation 
ethos and sense of community espoused by the Griffins 

long and close association with the Ranelagh Residents Association, from the 1950s—
evidence of community advocacy and protection of the heritage values of the estate  

the Ranelagh Club, for its significant role in the original Ranelagh country club concept, as 
controlling body for recreational facilities, parks and reserves, and as social and community 
hub from 1926 when it was established until the present 

the Ranelagh Club records, as evidence of the Club’s role in establishing and developing the 
estate 

recreational and sporting groups who have a special attachment arising from their role in 
the establishment and long use of the sporting and recreational facilities, in some cases since 
the 1920s, , e.g. Mount Eliza Tennis and Bowling Club. 

professional groups, including the Griffin Society, the Australian Garden History Society 
and the National Trust, who strongly value the estate for its educational values and 
association with the Griffins and their work in Victoria and Australia. 

for the cultural connections with the place for the Bunurong group—Aboriginal sites and 
landscapes within the estate (this aspect needs further research). 

5 Draft Statement of significance: social values 
Ranelagh Estate meets criterion G.1, social significance  

(State) 

long and continuing legacy of community advocacy and activism by residents of the estate, 
especially the Ranelagh Resident’s Association, to protect both natural and cultural features 
of the estate, building on the conservation ethos and sense of community espoused by the 
Griffins 

special associations with professional groups, especially the Griffin Society, the Australian 
Garden History Society and the National Trust, who strongly value the estate for its 
educational role and association with the Griffins and their work in Victoria and Australia. 

(Local) 

for the cultural connections with the place for the Bunurong group—Aboriginal sites and 
landscapes within the estate 

for the evidence of the Griffin design, widely recognised as a reference point for community 
identity by residents of the estate, many who have also actively striven to protect it from 
various threats over the years 

many residents and visitor to the estate have a strong sense of affection, sometimes very 
personal, for widely-recognised aspects of the estate including the reserves and pathways, 
trees, gardens, native vegetation and wildlife, low density housing in a park-like setting. 

for special attachment by residents as part of a strong local community with many shared 
values which has developed on the estate going back to its establishment in 1926 

the Ranelagh Club, for its significant role in the original Ranelagh country club concept, as 
controlling body for recreational facilities, parks and reserves, and as social and community 
hub from 1926 when it was established until the present 
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the Ranelagh Club records, as evidence of the Club’s role in establishing and developing the 
estate 

the Mount Eliza Village shops as a social hub of the estate, highly valued by the community 

recreational and sporting groups who have a special attachment arising from their role in 
the establishment and long use of the sporting and recreational facilities, in some cases since 
the 1920s, e.g. Mount Eliza Tennis and Bowling Club. 

6 Notes on community-based aesthetic values 
While detailed assessment and analysis of aesthetic values are not included in this report, the 
following evidence from the workshop is relevant to the assessment of aesthetic values: 

Ranelagh Estate also meets E.1, aesthetic significance 

E.1 Importance for a community for aesthetic characteristics held in high esteem or otherwise 
valued by the community  

Local 

for its scenic coastal vistas and proximity to the bay, which provided impetus for people to 
settle at Ranelagh, from rural summer retreats to holiday houses by the sea, a country club 
estate, to a residential estate. These aesthetic characteristics are held in high esteem by 
today’s community 

for many special features of the estate which are part of the aesthetic experience valued by 
to day’s community, including the feelings of peace and serenity promoted by the 
bushland setting, the presence of native birds and animals and enjoyment of bird calls, and 
the experience of walking through the bushland pathways and reserves on the estate. 
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Table 1: Thresholds for social significance 

 Threshold indicators Significance 
indicator 

Threshold Relative strength of 
association 

Length of 
association 

Relative importance to the 
identified community 

Key marker or signature used 
by the local community to 
define itself and/or the 
locality143 

Longevity and 
continuity of 
recognition from past 
to present 

Singular defining landmark, 
feature or icon for a community

Important to the 
community as a 
landmark, marker 
or signature 

Above 
threshold 

A well known feature within a 
defined community144 

Long association, but 
some discontinuity. 

Well-known landmark, marker 
or signature 

Key marker not widely known 
beyond the bounds of a small 
community 

Recent association One of many landmarks; not 
outstanding to the associated 
community 

 Below 
threshold 

Little known feature within 
defined community 

 
 

 

Represents fundamental 
community meanings widely 
recognised throughout the 
local community  

Longevity and 
continuity of 
association 

Singular or outstanding place  
Profound meanings 
Seminal in shaping community 
identity 

Above 
threshold 

Represents important 
community meanings widely 
recognised throughout a 
defined or more local 
community 

Long association, but 
some discontinuity 

Important 

Represents other meanings of 
lesser/minor importance or less 
widely recognised 

Recent association Minor importance 
One of many places providing 
same connection to identity 

Important as a 
reference point in 
a community’s 
identity or sense 
of itself 

Below 
threshold 

Little known feature within 
defined community 

  

Places representing 
fundamental community 
attachments developed from 
long use or association widely 
recognised throughout the 
local community: 

Longevity and 
continuity of 
community use 
and/or access 

Strong attachment shared across 
community 

Above 
threshold 

Places representing important 
community attachments 
developed from long use or 
association for a defined 
community. 

Long association, but 
some discontinuity 

 

As above but not widely 
known beyond the bounds of a 
small community. 

Recent association Places representing attachment 
of minor importance to 
community 

Functional association without 
demonstrated attachment 

Lack of any 
continuity to the 
present 

One of many similar places with 
equal and minor attachment 

Strong or special 
community 
attachment 
developed from 
use and/or 
association 

Below 
threshold 

Little known or used   
 

                                                      

143 Local community means the community of a locality, eg. Ranelagh Estate 
144 Defined community means a community defined by its shared culture, beliefs, ethnicity, activity, 
experience (rather than locality). 



RANELAGH ESTATE—CONSERVATION MANAGEMENT PLAN (DRAFT) 

131 

APPENDIX B   REPORT ON APRIL COMMUNITY WORKSHOPS 
 

Note: The reports on the community workshops contain opinion and information which does 
not necessarily reflect the final conclusions of this CMP. 

 

1 Introduction 
As part of preparing a Conservation Management Plan for the Ranelagh Estate, Mount Eliza, a 
second round of community workshops were held at the Mount Eliza Bowling Club on 21 and 
22 April 2008. The purpose of the workshops was to review the draft Statement of Significance 
for the Ranelagh Estate, and to develop a vision of what we would like Ranelagh to be like in 
the future, as well as the polices and actions needed to achieve the vision. 

The workshops were attended by 45 and 34 people respectively. The workshops were 
advertised publicly and local groups and residents of the estate were invited by letter by the 
Mornington peninsula Shire Council. 

The workshop process was firstly to review the draft Statement of Significance prepared by 
Context, which drew on the results of the community workshops held in February 2008. The 
work-to-date in developing the Statement of Significance was presented and comments invited. 
These were recorded for consideration in finalising the draft Statement of Significance for the 
Ranelagh Estate. The next step was to consider issues arsing from an understanding of 
significance. Participants were asked to spend 5 minutes in quiet reflection identifying one o 
two issues they felt were important in keeping what is special about the estate. These were 
shared with the group and recorded.  

The next step in the workshop was to test whether it was possible to develop a shared vision for 
the Ranelagh Estate. Workshop participants were asked to think about how they would like to 
see the estate 5 or more years into the future. Views were then shared and recorded in small 
groups. 

The final step was to develop the policies and actions that participants felt were needed to 
achieve this vision. As an introduction to this working session, David Helms presented a 
summary of planning mechanisms and options in protecting and managing the estate into the 
future. Participants them considered what was needed under a number of policy headings and 
again, comments were shared and recorded in small groups. The workshop closed with a 
consideration of how the results from the session would be used in developing the CMP. 

2 Issues 
The following issues relating to the conservation and management of the Ranelagh Estate to 
retain its heritage values were identified: 

Condition and management of reserves and vegetation 

Management of reserves (all) 

Whose responsibility? 

How will they be managed? 

What will happen to the reserves owned by the Ranelagh Club?  

Lot M – ownership unclear 

Owners need help – do’s and don’ts 
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Fire security  

Weeds (esp. E. Creek), foxes and ferals 

Preserving all open space 

To what standard?  

Vegetation strategy covering trees, shrubs, hedges, screening, management, pruning 

Impacts of new development and subdivision 

Development guidelines covering setbacks to front/side/rear; vegetation; visibility of 
gardens, fences, overall landscape 

Fences – many unsuitable, adverse impact on streetscape 

Limit total block coverage of house, hard landscaping, keep space for trees, garden 

Equality in controls 

One house per block 

What is a modest residence? 

House styles – design guidelines to suit Griffin character 

Front fences that block garden estate (too solid) 

Privacy 

Control ratio of building to block size 

Too prescriptive controls – not ideal. 

Maintaining the integrity of the Griffin plan 

Incremental change is eroding the Griffin landscape character 

Management by MPSC 

Resources – money to pay for works 

Traffic management  - speed, volume, parking 

Overhead powerlines 

Improving access and connectivity 

Pedestrian access along nature strips – including poorly graded; gardening interrupts path – 
Council policy? 

Supporting community involvement and activism 

Communication between residents and Council 

Keeping the history and memories, photographs 

Communicating the values of the estate to new residents 
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3 Vision 
A long-term vision was developed by participants at the workshop. Participants produced the 
following statements which have been summarised under headings: 

The Ranelagh Estate is a place where: 

The Griffins’ vision is respected and conserved in the Estate plan 

The integrity of the Griffin plan has been maintained and enhanced  

The Griffin layout is readily apparent, with no further block subdivision or boundary 
realignments 

The heritage values of the Estate are actively promoted 

The Council supports residents in caring for all aspects of the Estate 

The natural park-like environment has been enhanced 

Vegetation is the most noticeable feature 

There is enough room left for gardens and trees among the new houses 

Lots of native vegetation exists in reserves and private gardens, with bird-attracting native 
trees and shrubs 

The distinctive garden-suburb character is evident and appreciated by residents and visitors 

The original Griffin design concept is enhanced by see-through fences and hedges, with no 
street-front garages, and generous building setbacks to all boundaries 

An acceptable level of change is allowed by heritage guidelines 

Sea views, and privacy are retained 

The foreshore has been improved with revegetation of local native species 

The Reserves are well looked after and used 

All reserves are well maintained, free of weeds and hazards 

The reserves are managed cooperatively between residents and Council 

They provide places for peaceful and quiet relaxation 

Children can play safely 

There is safe pedestrian access to all parts of the Estate 

Linked walkways connect the reserves, house, shops and beach 

The beach is protected for swimming, paddleboards, snorkels, non-motor sports 

Mount Eliza shops are a social hub 

Mount Eliza shops remain low key, keeping the village feel we love 

Residential areas are peaceful and safe, with no commercial intrusion 

Use of rainwater tanks and solar power is encouraged 

Cars are subservient to people and trees 

All the people who live on the estate care about the estate  

New residents, new strategies for involving them in the estate’s values 

Opportunities are there to be actively involved with a unique place and community 
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There is greater awareness and education of new residents, MPSC staff and Councillors 

Signage and facilities have been provided for the enjoyment and appreciation of the special 
qualities and attributes of the Estate 

4 Policies and actions 
There was considerable agreement about key policy directions and actions needed to achieve 
these. Some minor areas of disagreement emerged which have been recorded below, for 
example, the nature of plantings in private gardens. Policies have been grouped into themes as 
follows: 

Subdivision and estate layout 
There was broad agreement about the following policies and actions: 

Prohibit any change to the layout of the 3 subdivisions forming the Ranelagh Estate. 

Need to protect existing covenants of one house per block 

No boundary realignment 

Awareness of significance of subdivision 

Maintain current diversity of Estate 

Prescribe minimum block size 

No multi-unit development  

One dwelling per lot. 

Reserves and vegetation 
Key suggested policies and actions to emerge were: 

Set clear policy on tree planting on reserves, including drought tolerant species 

Appropriate penalties for removal of significant trees. 

Management Plan to maintain, revegetate, monitor and enhance the reserves (including 
road reserves and traffic islands)  

Facilitate and encourage the formation of Friends Groups. 

Council policy to replace fallen, dead or damaged trees on Reserves, road reserves and traffic 
islands 

Weed removal (black berries) 

Completion of replanting/landscaping of John Butler Reserve for passive recreation 

Improved safety of J.T. Smith Reserve & maintenance (remove rubbish & bottles) 

Reserves to have smaller trees that are flowering and bird attracting. 

Policy that Reserves might have different landscape character according to where. (e.g. 
Earimil more natural, parks close the shopping). 

Policy ‘leave nature to its own devices’, except for weed removal. 

Clear policies on street vegetation; encourage indigenous vegetation 

Program of renewal of existing feature trees 
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Prohibit the expansion of car parking on reserves, including road reserves, Lots and traffic 
islands. 

Consider a levy on ratepayers for maintenance of reserves  

Coordinated policy to ensure safety and adequate fire breaks. 

Pathways and easements 
The following policies and actions were identified by participants: 

Free access to all the Lots – open up blocked pathways (no big signposts). 

Provide linked pedestrian walkways through reserves, and to village and beach 

Develop the connection and interconnection of the walkways 

Open up blocked Council owned (Lot L) Griffin pathways 

Work cooperatively with adjoining residents 

Education 

Open up S.E. Water easement between Wimborne and Wimbledon 

Gentle opening of Coastal Foreshore Reserve in front of Lot A. Fantastic views. Move 
Council fence 4 metres forward to the sea at Rosserdale walkway to gain fantastic views of 
Ranelagh Beach and Mornington boat harbour. Lower fence to stop obscuring of views. 

Roads, road reserves and traffic islands 
There was broad agreement about policies and actions needed, with some different views 
expressed by participants about the appropriate treatment of nature strips: 

Traffic management measures to be coordinated and to enhance the existing Griffin plan. 

Plant traffic islands with indigenous vegetation, taking into account safety. 

That Mt Eliza Way remains slow speed & current width 

 MPSC policy of accessible walkways through nature strips to be enforced 

Guidelines for planting on nature strips: Who to plant? Council or residents? 

Clear rules for nature strips (e.g. gardening on public reserves; verges) 

Footpaths on major roads and near shops, otherwise natural walkways 

Catering for the elderly 

Residents enjoy planting on nature strips 

Gentle (not concrete) pathways along the nature strips 

Natural walkways on nature strips - not built footpaths (but not obstructing) 

Safe refuges on nature strips on dangerous intersections 

Resolve the Wimbourne / Acheron ‘rat run’ – am/pm peak 

Residents assist in walking buses – traffic reduction, community, social components 

Underground power 

Off road, level pedestrian access 

Advice to all residents regarding policies on planting on road reserves 



RANELAGH ESTATE—CONSERVATION MANAGEMENT PLAN (DRAFT) 

136 

More prohibitive fines for vegetation removal 

No planting of noxious weeds (e.g. Agapanthus) 

Maintain safe access along roadside verges, whilst allowing residents to plant along the 
verges. 

Estate entrance and commercial centre 
There was agreement on the following: 

Strengthen planning controls over size of commercial development 

Restrict expansion of commercial area 

Signed entrance points to Estate 

No commercial expansion into residential areas 

Houses and their setting 
This area attracted significant attention and there was agreement on many, though not all, 
policy directions: 

Free tree scheme – tailored to vegetation type indigenous to the Estate. 

Continued diversity in vegetation (exotic/native/indigenous mixture) 

Retain freedom to manage own block (e.g. style of home, style of planting).  

Manage housing density per block – allowing for garden areas 

Limit building height and size 

No more larges houses to be built. Houses should complement the area. 

A place where I can have my style of garden 

Retain existing vegetation on private lots  

Clear policy about landscaping on private property. 

Council regulations to stand up at VCAT 

Land/home ratio – as per Blackburn Lake 

Natural or transparent fences 

No buildings higher than two stories 

Landscape plans with each new development 

Enforcement of front and side setback to allow for garden (in the spirit of Griffins original 
plan).  

Guidelines to be developed to maintain house settings, plot sizes, fencing and vegetation 
(particularly tree size). 

Vegetation removal controls with penalties 

Information for new owners 

Maximum site coverage 30%, less if house is two storeys. 
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Fences – policy should balance the need to maintain the open garden character with the 
need to provide adequate privacy and protection from traffic noise. Fences may be counter 
balanced by nature strip planting. 

Policy should not restrict planting on private property (apart from declared noxious weeds). 

House plot ration to be established in accordance with Walter Burley Griffin ethos and 
‘Garden Suburb’ ideals. 

Encourage residents to plant indigenous plants in conjunction with non-invasive exotics.  

Communication and consultation 
Participants suggested the following policies and actions: 

An information pack sent to new (& existing) residents explaining the values of the Estate; 
also accessible to others, e.g. real estate agents, via Council website 

Council to create an information database relating to Ranelagh: it’s status, Reserves and 
Friends Groups, which is automatically accessible to all Council staff and consultants. 

Council grants to RRA, more resources to promote values, provide $ for new/various ways 
to do this. 

Promote values – pre-purchase to set expectations  

Encourage residents to join a Friends Group, to assist with maintaining a reserve, roadside 
reserves or traffic islands 

Council to develop an ongoing relationship with the residents 

To encourage the long term implementation of the aims and recommendations of CMP 

Presentation and interpretation 
The following policies and actions were suggested by participants: 

A heritage walk around the Estate with makers pointing out highlights and providing 
information about features of interest  

Improved street signage, which might reflect historical character of Estate 

Assist residents to have a better understanding of the Estate, its history and principles 
through information packs 

Encourage residents, past and present, to provide copies of historical photographs and 
material to MPSC/RRA. 
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APPENDIX C   RESERVE INVENTORIES 

Introduction 
An inventory has been prepared for each of the reserves, which includes a short description of 
each reserve, its use and how it fits into the larger public open space system of the Ranelagh 
Estate designed by Walter Burley Griffin with Marion Mahony Griffin and surveyor Saxil 
Tuxen. 

A map, photographs and detail of the original subdivision plan is also provided for each 
reserve. 

The section ‘Residents concerns’ includes issues included in the Issues paper prepared by the 
Ranelagh Advisory Group - which formed a part of the project brief - and through community 
consultation. 
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Lot A Inventory

Lot A

Name: Lot A Address: rear of properties at 49-65 Rosserdale Crescent

System:
Originally intended as a foreshore reserve for the adjoining properties, for general recreation (passive), private/public
use, providing important views of the bay and dramatic coastal site. Reduced in size at an early date by transfer to 2-4 
Canadian Bay Rd. Since subdivided into a series of private ownerships. At its north-west end, it intersects with
the pedestrian beach access pathway, leading from RosserdaleCrescent to Ranelagh Beach
(access is difficult, visually and physically discouraged by a Council erected fence and plantings on private property.

Description:
land of Lot A occupies a dramatic coastal part of the Estate, elevated, abutting a strip of Crown foreshore land. It

enjoys spectacular views of the bay, from the headland, and Ranelagh Beach and bathing boxes. It is sheltered by coastal
scrub at the cliff’s edge. character of the reserve is varied, reflecting piecemeal management by each adjoining
resident/owner under a Section 173 agreement. Some, No. 49 for example, consist of a formal buffalo lawn and clipped
hedge (native – Westringiasp.). Some others evidence some re-vegetation activities. A high proportion of weeds exist
throughout. ere are stands of mature pines which may have been part of early estate plantings, or self sown, however
they contribute to the character of Lot A.

Cultural / natural features:
Several deposits of midden material at the cliff edge of the Coastal Foreshore Reserve.

are also a number of mature Monterey Pine trees (Pinus radiata), mal-formed due to wind exposure and age, or
pruned. Early aerial photographs suggest that some of these trees were planted prior to the formation of Ranelagh
Estate, planted as a hedge or windbreak to Nyora cottage. (Others that are less mature may be self sown or planted
later.) mature trees are located at the rear of 55, 59, and 57 Rosserdale Cr. A further two mature pines have been
removed. (One was felled by wind and the other removed due to wasp damage.)

intersection of Lot A with the public beach access pathway formerly provided a viewing spot, down towards
Ranelagh Beach and beach huts. s view is included in early promotional material for the estate.

Existing access:
Public access to Lot A is no longer available, however it can be seen from the adjoining properties and the coastal
foreshore reserve. Its intersection with the public beach access pathway suggests an original intention for public
accessibility. (Because of a lack of clarity in the best available copy of the original plan at the Bay end of the estate, a
monotone slide held by the National Library of Australia, Nicholls Collection145, it is not possible to confirm this either
way.) is a sense of entering private land when walking on the adjacent foreshore reserve.
Lot A may formerly have contributed to the open space system by providing a pedestrian link between the beach access

and Canadian Bay Road.
Lot A provides views of the bay, of aesthetic value significance. From the northwest end of the public access way
(adjacent to No. 49), beyond the Council constructed fence, is an ‘iconic’ view to the west down to Ranelagh Beach
and row of bathing boxes.

Existing maintenance:
In 1996, a 9-lot subdivision was created and each lot purchased from the Ranelagh Club by each adjoining owner,
transferring maintenance responsibility to each individual owner. Section 173 agreement requires each owner to
maintain their section of Lot A, including planting appropriate vegetation that enhances the coastline. is is being
undertaken with varying degrees of effort and success. A number of persistent weeds complicate the maintenance
efforts.

Residents’ concerns:
Lack of management guidelines to assist management of coastal strip, and against which to measure actions. Some lack
of compliance with Section 173 agreement. Lack of awareness of how to conserve and manage coastal land. is an
expectation from Heritage Victoria that Council will enforce the Section 173 agreement in order to protect the heritage
values of the reserve (RAG issues paper).

145 Pers. comm., RAG, February 2008.

pathway
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Lot A 

Issues:
Weeds.
Access to views of Lot A from the Coastal Foreshore Reserve. 
Protection of cultural features such as midden material at the cliff edge of the Coastal Foreshore Reserve. 
Formal landscaping inconsistent with the natural landscape character.  
Zoning—Special Uses zone. 

Role/significance:
For the evidence the reserves provide of the garden suburb principles and values, which incorporated spaces for active 
and passive recreation into the estate planning for use by the community and as part of a larger pedestrian open space 
system. The reserves have aesthetic significance as elements  of the natural landscape (dramatic coastal site) that the 
Griffin plan responded to and incorporated and that the Griffins’ espoused as part of their conservation ethos. These 
elements have a bearing on the aesthetic qualities of the estate today and reflect the visual and spatial interplay of public 
and private spaces indicated on the original subdivision plan. 

Management policy:

Use: Maintain and enhance use for passive recreation and in accordance with conditions of the section 173 agreement. 

Access: Improve amenity for pedestrians walking through the foreshore coastal reserve. Investigate options for 
improving access at the northwest end (Ranelagh Beach end). This should include removal or relocation of existing 
fence and visual barriers. Explore options for renegotiating the reinstatement of public access to Lot A in future. 
Erosion issues should be taken into consideration when improving access, as should the privacy of residents. 

Landscape character: Retain and enhance natural landscape character. Conserve exotic vegetation which has
cultural significance. Improve amenity for users and owners of adjacent lots. 

Vegetation: Planting could improve privacy for adjoining owners, for users of the foreshore coastal reserve and to 
define pathways through the reserve. Avoid solid fences. Regenerate around existing indigenous vegetation, remove 
weeds, and, where planting is needed, encourage the use of indigenous coastal vegetation. Avoid species that block 
views.

Natural features: Retain natural site contours. Protect coastal landform from erosion.  

Cultural features: Undertake appropriate measures to research, document and conserve midden deposits. Members of 
the Boonwurrung people should be informed of the midden deposits and involved in their research, documentation 
and conservation. Retain mature Monterey Cypress as evidence of pastoral era plantings. Replace mature Monterey 
Pines removed from Lot A, where there is sufficient evidence to reproduce their earlier location. Retain and enhance 
views of the bay and to Ranelagh Beach and bathing boxes from Lot A. 

Priorities for action:
1. Rezone to ensure the qualities of this reserve are protected. 
2. Develop management guidelines for residents in adjacent allotments. Guidelines should include a list of appropriate 
vegetation species indigenous to the coastal site, and which would retain views. Guidelines are also required for the 
removal and management of weeds.
3. Investigate options for reinstating public access to and views from the foreshore coastal reserve and Lot A. 



                RANELAGH ESTATE—CONSERVATION MANAGEMENT PLAN 

141 

 

 
 

Design plan prepared for Ranelagh Estate in 1924 by 
Walter Burley Griffin, Marion Mahony Griffin and 
surveyor Saxil Tuxen (detail), showing Lot A (top) and 
Lot E. 

View towards Ranelagh Beach and bathing boxes from 
Lot A.  

 

Mature Monterey Pines at the rear of 59 Rosserdale Cr., 
within Lot A. Possible remnants of a former boundary 
planting or windbreak, associated with ‘Nyora’. 

Mature Monterey Pines at the rear of 57 Rosserdale Cr., 
within Lot A. Possible remnants of a former boundary 
planting or windbreak, associated with ‘Nyora’. 

 



ORIGINAL  EXTENT

Lot A
FORESHORE RESERVE
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Lot B Inventory (and adjoining foreshore) 

Lot B 

Name: Lot B (Ranelagh Club) Address: Rosserdale Crescent 

System:  
Foreshore reserve (northwest) and bushland/Earimil Creek reserve. Owned by the Ranelagh Club for use by Ranelagh 
Club members, for active and passive recreation and as a social hub for club members. The site covers approximately 2 
ha, bounded by Earimil Creek to the northeast and foreshore coastal reserve (and beach) to the southeast.  

Description:  
The area includes the Ranelagh Club clubhouse, tennis courts, boat shed, and an area of natural bushland adjacent to 
Earimil Creek. The part of Lot B surrounding the recreation facilities and club house is predominantly open lawn with 
a few trees and clusters of lower growing shrubs. There are no fences to some properties and mainly solid fences to 
others with no plantings to soften the stark appearance of mown lawn abutting solid fence. Some recent native 
plantings are beginning to soften the hard-edged character, most notable at the entrance to Lot B. The mature tree 
cover of Monterey Pine, Cypress and other mixed native and introduced plantings within properties adjacent (to the 
south, Ranelagh House and neighbours on Rosserdale Cres, and north on Rendlesham Av) provide a vegetated 
backdrop to the more open landscape of the recreational landscape part of Lot B. 
Some private allotments on Rendlesham Avenue have extended into adjacent areas of Lot B (visible in recent aerial 
photographs of the study area). 

Lot B adjoins the Mount Eliza foreshore which contains significant geological and landscape features, remnant coastal 
vegetation, bathing boxes, boat sheds, and sites of indigenous cultural significance. 

Cultural features:  
The Ranelagh Club, as an entity (not physical fabric); the use of the club as a community and social hub and venue for 
passive and active recreation; the Ranelagh Club records as historic evidence of the activities and membership of the 
club; views through Lot B to the bay from Rosserdale Crescent. Parts of the foreshore contain evidence of Aboriginal 
occupation in the form of middens. The MPSC ‘Heritage Report: Bathing Boxes and Boat Sheds’ did not identify any 
bathing boxes as having individual or group significance.  

Natural features:  
The geology of Lot B is identified (Yugovic 2001) as Baxter Sandstone, identifiable by the red ochre cliff. A significant 
exposed rock feature occurs at the cliff-face below Lot A. The Earimil creek bed is basalt with a raised flood plain then 
steep scarp to a relative level elevated plateau (where the club and recreation facilities are situated). The topography and 
siting of the club provide spectacular views of the bay. Yugovic identifies biological, landscape and geomorphological 
environmental values in Lot B. Yugovic records 24 indigenous species supported by the site—7 of those being of 
regional biodiversity significance. These are Sea Box (Alyxia buxifolia) on the slopes, Wallaby-grass (Austodanthonia 
caespitosa) on sandstone outcrops, Coast Spear-grass (Austrostipa flavescens) and White Correa (Correa alba) on the 
slopes, Ruby Saltbush (Enchylaena tomentosa) and Eutaxia (Eutaxia microphylla) on the sandstone outcrop, and Tender 
Brake (Pteris tremula) on the creek bank. These species are rare within the Gippsland Plain Bioregion.146 Vegetation 
types along the Earimil Creek section of Lot B include147: 

Gully Woodland – community confined to the creek and lower slopes, dominated by a Poa understorey with an 
overstorey of Drooping Sheoak (Allocasuarina verticillata), Manna Gum (Eucalyptus viminalis), Sweet Burasaria 
(Bursaria spinosa) and Cherry Ballart (Exocarpus cupressiformis). Several weed species are also present. 

Grassy Woodland – community confined to the upper slopes of the creek, dominated by a Themeda and 
Microleanea understorey with an overstorey of Black Wattle (Acacia melanoxylon), Black Sheoak (Allocasuarina 
littoralis), Manna Gum (Eucalyptus viminalis), Sweet Bursaria (Bursaria spinosa) and Cherry Ballart (Exocarpus 
cupressiformis). Some weed species are present, and include Pittosporum, nasturtiums, agapanthus, ivy. 

Coast Heathland Scrub – community confined to the coastal cliffs on either side of the creek mouth, comprising 
White Correa (Correa alba), Coast Heath, Drooping Sheoak (Allocasuarina verticillata), *Polygala, *Boxthorn, 
Boobialla (Myoporum sp.), Danthonia sp., and Seaberry Salt Bush (Rhagodia candolleana). 

Brackish Wetland – confined to the small estuary at the mouth of the creek, dominated by the Common Reed 

                                                      

146 Yugovic 2001: 1 
147 Based on Yugovic (2001), Legg (2003: 9-10) and Context (2007)  
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Lot B 

(Phragmites australis) and Calystegia sp. 

*Introduced, weedy 

Existing access:  
Not publicly accessible except from the beach, and therefore separated from the Griffin open space system. There is no 
connection between the Earimil Creek part of Lot B and Lot C, which are blocked by adjacent allotments after No. 9 
Rendlesham Av. It is not clear from the Griffin plan whether this was the original intent of the subdivision. 

Existing maintenance:  
Maintenance is by the Ranelagh Club with attention focussed on the entrance and areas surrounding the recreation 
facilities. Some native plantings have been introduced recently commencing a softening of the stark appearance of 
mown lawn abutting solid fence. 
Little to no maintenance is undertaken on the Earimil Creek part of Lot B or on the steep inaccessible areas of the 
reserve below the Rendlesham Avenue properties. 

Residents’ concerns:  
That the environmental significance of the Earimil Creek section of the reserve be preserved by a strategic management 
plan. This plan must aim to protect the land by eradication of introduced weed species, regeneration and/or 
revegetation of site specific native flora.148  
The steep gullies and ongoing erosion of the steep sections of Lot B, and the associated difficultly of access for 
management, and therefore weed infestation.  

Issues and concerns:  
Ranelagh Club seeks to divest itself of the Earimil Creek part of Lot B. 

Residences in Rendlesham Avenue whose rear boundaries adjoin the bluff overlooking Earimil Creek have incorporated 
reserve land into their yards, similar to what had happened in some parts of Lot D where negotiations have successfully 
restored lost sections of the reserve. 
Accessibility for maintenance and complexity of maintenance of biodiversity values.  
Managing weed and erosion issues. 
Creating continuous access along the Earimil Creek line to the beach. 
Zoning—Special Use zone. 

Role/significance:  
For the evidence the reserves provide of the garden suburb principles and values, which incorporated spaces for active 
and passive recreation into the estate planning for use by the community and as part of a larger pedestrian open space 
system. The reserves have aesthetic significance as elements of the natural landscape (dramatic coastal site) that the 
Griffins’ plan responded to and incorporated and that the Griffins’ espoused as part of their conservation ethos. These 
elements have a bearing on the aesthetic qualities of the estate today and reflect the visual and spatial interplay of public 
and private spaces indicated on the original subdivision plan. 

The tract of land adjacent to Earimil Creek and parts of the foreshore have natural values, identified as having 
biological, landscape and geomorphological environmental values. Seven of 24 indigenous species are identified as 
having regional biodiversity significance. 

The foreshore contains sites of indigenous cultural significance. 

The Ranelagh Club (entity and use not physical fabric) is significant as important for demonstrating the estate’s origins 
as an American ‘country club’ model, a design concept adapted by the Griffins for Ranelagh. As well, it has social 
significance for reasons of strong community attachment for its members from long use and associations with the club 
and the estate as community and social hub and venue for passive and active recreation, the Ranelagh Club records 
which provide historic evidence of the activities and membership of the club. 

Social significance: Lot B has a clear place in the social and recreation lives of members of the Ranelagh Club. 
Originally the social and community hub of the estate, this role is now also provided to residents of the Ranelagh Estate 
by the estate’s commercial centre (the Mount Eliza Village shops). The role of the beach for recreation is evident in the 
boatsheds and bathing boxes. 

Views of the bay from the public domain (Rosserdale Cr) through Lot B have aesthetic significance as important 

                                                      

148 RAG Issues Paper, February 2007. 
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Lot B 

evidence of the complementary relationship of the original subdivision plan to the natural landscape, designed and 
oriented to take advantage of views. 

Management policy: 

Use: maintain use for active and passive recreation and views. 

Access: Investigate options for creating continuous beach access along Earimil Creek and linking the Earimil Creek 
part of Lot B into the other Earimil Creek lots, specifically Lot C. 

Landscape character: Retain overall character. Improve amenity for users and neighbours by softening stark edges 
between lawn and solid fences of adjoining properties.  

Vegetation: Planting could improve privacy for adjoining owners and for users of the reserve. Avoid solid fences. 
Existing solid fences should be softened/screened by vegetation. Regenerate around existing indigenous vegetation, 
remove weeds, and, where planting is needed, encourage the use of indigenous coastal vegetation. Avoid species that 
block views, including from the public domain and adjacent properties. 

Natural features: Protect coastal and creek landform from erosion. Retain natural site contours. Conserve significant 
fauna, habitat and remnant vegetation. 

Cultural features: Retain use of the club as a social and community venue. Retain views across Lot B from the public 
domain (Rosserdale Cr). 

Priorities for action: 
1. Rezone to ensure the qualities of this reserve are protected. 
2. Prepare a strategic and coordinated flora and fauna management plan for all the Earimil Creek lots, including part 
Lot B, Lots C, H, J, K, L, The Peninsula School (former golf course) in consultation with the Friends of Earimil Creek. 
3. Investigate options for ceding the Earimil Creek part of Lot B to Council or Friends of Earimil Creek. 
4. Prevent loss of reserve land resulting from use and/or acquisition by adjoining residences. 
5. Investigate options for continuous public access to the beach along the Earimil Creek lots. 
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Design plan prepared for Ranelagh Estate in 1924 by 
Walter Burley Griffin, Marion Mahony Griffin and 
surveyor Saxil Tuxen, (detail) showing Lot B (centre and 
left of image). 

Typical view of Coast Heathland Scrub on the steep 
escarpment of Lot B above Ranelagh Beach.  

  
Brackish wetland vegetation community at the mouth of 
Earimil Creek. Earimil Creek forms the north boundary 
of Lot B. 

Variety of solid and open hedge-style fencing of properties 
adjoining Lot B. 

  
Open passive recreational space with Lot B, above the 
tennis courts. Looking back towards allotments fronting 
Rosserdale Cr. and mature planning associated with 
Ranelagh House 

Views across open landscape of Lot B’s open passive and 
active recreation spaces towards the bay.  



LOT B
FORESHORE RESERVE, EARIMIL CREEK RESERVE
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Lot C Inventory 

Lot C 

Name: Lot C, Earimil Creek Reserve (part) Address: Fronting Wimborne and Ryde Avenues, 
bounded to west by Earimil Creek. 

System:  
Bushland reserve, Earimil Creek reserve for general recreation (passive), which includes a network of internal tracks, 
linking into larger pedestrian pathway network, for general public use (walking, nature study, etc), and by children 
gaining access to the creek.  
Description:  
Part of a longer linear bushland reserve, linked with others adjacent to Earimil Creek (Lots C, H, K and L). Lot C is 
open to the street (Wimborne Avenue and Ryde Avenue), its southern section at the rear of properties fronting 
Wimborne Av and Rendlesham Av. A wide area of mown lawn with scattered trees provides the higher land adjacent to 
the street. The reserve slopes gently down from the street to a curvilinear mown edge, from where the vegetation 
changes to relatively open tree cover of predominantly natives and few introduced plantings with a shrub understorey 
(also mixed natives, introduced species and weeds).  
There are views across the reserve from adjacent streets to the opposing steep banks of Earimil Creek and the dwellings 
and rear gardens of the properties above.  

Cultural features: 
— 

Natural features:  
Vegetation types along the Earimil Creek section of Lot C include: 

Gully Woodland – community confined to the creek and lower slopes, dominated by a Poa understorey with an 
overstorey of Drooping Sheoak (Allocasuarina verticillata), Manna Gum (Eucalyptus viminalis), Sweet Burasaria 
(Bursaria spinosa) and Cherry Ballart (Exocarpus cupressiformis). Several weed species are also present. 
Grassy Woodland – community confined to the upper slopes of the creek, dominated by a Themeda and 
Microleanea understorey with an overstorey of Black Wattle (Acacia melanoxylon), Black Sheoak (Allocasuarina 
littoralis), Manna Gum (Eucalyptus viminalis), Sweet Bursaria (Bursaria spinosa) and Cherry Ballart (Exocarpus 
cupressiformis).  
Some weed species are present. 

Based on Yugovic (2001), Legg (2003: 9-10) and Context (2007) 

Existing access:  
Visually and generally physically accessible for general public use, from Ryde Avenue, Wimborne Avenue, possibly rear 
of adjoining properties fronting Wimborne Avenue. No access to or from Lot B. 
There is no access to the steeper sections of the reserve that form the steeper banks of the Earimil Creek. This includes 
the land to the rear of the adjacent allotments fronting Wimborne Av and Rendlesham Av. 

Existing maintenance:  
Lots C, H, J, K and L were ceded by the Ranelagh Club to the Council in 1970. The reserves are owned by Council. 
There is evidence of weed removal and revegetation. The presence of weeds becomes less towards, and is substantially 
reduced, at Lot J. Some residents are actively working with Council to manage and conserve the area.  

The ‘Friends of Earimil Creek Reserve’, with the assistance of Council, have been active in promoting and enhancing 
the indigenous flora of the reserve, essentially through a concerted weeding program in two areas on each side of 
Acheron Way.   

Notwithstanding these rehabilitation sites, there is a high degree of weed infestation along the creekline and on the 
upper banks. Some of these weeds exists as monocultures and although there has been, and continues to be, a 
significant effort by both the ‘Friends’ group and Council contractors to control their spread and dominance, they 
represent an ongoing and serious management problem 

Residents’ concerns:  
The general decline of vegetation quality, and the detrimental influences associated with urban development (predation 
by vermin, physical disturbance, adverse hydrological and water quality changes, etc); associated adverse impacts on the 
reserve’s native fauna community. The reserve has lost most of the more sensitive fauna species that would have once 
occupied the creek and its surrounds. Native species now common to the reserve include those that are well adapted to 
disturbance and human occupation such as possums and a variety of birds. However, some of these birds include 
regionally significant species and their presence warrants management decisions directed at enhancing the reserve’s 
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Lot C 

habitat values. 

Issues and concerns: 
Dumping of garden waste in reserves. 
Managing weed and erosion issues. 
Creating continuous access along the Earimil Creek line to the beach. 

Role/significance:  
For the evidence the reserves provide of the garden suburb principles and values, which incorporated spaces for active 
and passive recreation into the estate planning for use by the community and as part of a larger pedestrian open space 
system. The reserves have aesthetic significance as elements of the natural landscape (dramatic coastal site) that the 
Griffins’ plan responded to and incorporated and that the Griffins’ espoused as part of their conservation ethos. These 
elements have a bearing on the aesthetic qualities of the estate today and reflect the visual and spatial interplay of public 
and private spaces indicated on the original subdivision plan. 

The tract of land adjacent to Earimil Creek has natural values, identified as having biological, landscape and 
geomorphological environmental values.  

Management policy: 

Use: Maintain use for passive recreation and views. 

Access: Maintain and enhance amenity for pedestrians walking through the reserve. Investigate options for providing 
pedestrian access at the north end, linkage to Lot B (Earimil Creek part) as part of continuous public beach access 
along the Earimil Creek lots. 

Landscape character: Retain overall character of native and indigenous trees in parkland in the area of Lot C adjacent 
to the Ryde Av and Wimborne Av with a bushland backdrop. 

Vegetation: Regenerate around existing indigenous vegetation and where planting is needed. Continue revegetation 
activities and weed removal. Encourage indigenous vegetation consistent with grassy woodland vegetation type of 
Earimil Creek’s upper slopes and indigenous vegetation consistent with gully woodland vegetation type for the lower 
slopes. Avoid species or placement of species that block views or obscure the landscape character adjacent to the street 
of native trees in parkland. 

Natural features: Protect creek landform from erosion. Retain natural site contours. Conserve significant fauna, 
habitat and remnant vegetation. 

Cultural features: Retain views across the reserve to the opposing banks of Earimil Creek. 

Priorities for action: 
1. Provide training about this conservation management plan and bushland management for residents. This could be 
undertaken in consultation with the Friends of Earimil Creek. 
2. Prepare a strategic and coordinated flora and fauna management plan for all the Earimil Creek lots, including part 
Lot B, Lots C, H, J, K, L, The Peninsula School (former golf course) in consultation with the Friends of Earimil Creek. 
3. Investigate options for continuous public access to the beach along the Earimil Creek lots. 
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Design plan prepared for Ranelagh Estate in 1924 by 
Walter Burley Griffin, Marion Mahony Griffin and 
surveyor Saxil Tuxen, (detail) showing Lot C (left). The 
circular traffic island is not extant. 

Lot C, viewed from the corner of Ryde Av. and 
Wimborne Av. Predominant landscape character in views 
from the street is native trees in parkland. 

 

 

Lot C, viewed from Wimborne Av. Predominant 
landscape character in views from the street is native trees 
in parkland with backdrop of denser vegetation on the 
steeper banks of Earimil Creek. 

 

 



LOT C (PART - SOUTH)
BUSHLAND RESERVE,
EARIMIL CREEK



LOT C (PART - NORTH)
BUSHLAND RESERVE,
EARIMIL CREEK



                RANELAGH ESTATE—CONSERVATION MANAGEMENT PLAN 

153 

Lot D Inventory 

Lot D 

Name: Lot D Address: Ravenscourt Crescent, and rear of properties 
fronting Canadian Bay Road, Rannoch Avenue, 
Roehampton Crescent, Camborne Avenue 

System:  
An internal reserve and neighbourhood park for some properties fronting Canadian Bay Road, Roehampton Crescent, 
Camborne Avenue, Ravenscourt Crescent, Rannoch Avenue. Lot D is on a naturally elevated part of the estate, 
enabling glimpses of the water through the trees and over residential properties on the lower slopes of the estate where 
the tree cover within the centre of the reserve and adjoining gardens becomes relatively open. It is mainly used by 
adjoining residents for passive recreation, and also for neighbourhood cricket at Christmas (pers. comm., RAG, 
December 2007) 

Description:  
The site is characterised by a mixture of predominantly native grass understorey with some mown lawn, with 
introduced and native vegetation planted by residents. The most recent plantings of natives have been a result of 
working bees of the adjoining owners.  
Adjoining allotments have a mixture of predominantly transparent fences with a few properties with paling fences and 
others with none. A number of fences (and gardens) formerly encroached into the reserve. This is gradually being 
remedied by the repositioning of fences along correct allotment boundaries, although some gardens and private garden 
elements remain (including composting bins). 
The entrance to the reserve off Ravenscourt Crescent has been revegetated with native and indigenous species and 
natural pathways wind through well established eucalypt and pine trees and a native grassland (including Wallaby 
Grass) understorey to a grassed open central area. Trees include Manna Gum (Eucalyptus viminalis), Swamp Gum (E. 
ovata), Blue Gum (E. globulus), Black Sheoak (Allocasuarina litoralis) and Montery Pines (Pinus radiata) and four small 
fruit trees (Cherry Plum). Manna Gum and Black Sheoak are indigenous to the area. There are also many plants listed 
by Mornington Peninsula Shire as pest plants (Coprosma repens, Sweet Pittosporum, Cotoneaster and Agapanthus, for 
example).   

Cultural features:  
There are a number of old Eucalypts in the reserve, of unknown age but which are not native to the area, including 
Blue Gum (E. globulus). Two Cherry Plum and a lemon tree grow in the central area of the reserve, surviving as 
remnants of an earlier use of the reserve and planting styles. Other cultural features include simple timber seats and a 
swing tethered to a tree. 

Existing access:  
A fairly wide opening to Ravenscourt Avenue provides access into the reserve. The subdivision plan of 1924 also shows 
a narrow access way at the opposing end of the reserve, to Camborne Avenue, between 7 Camborne Ave and 86 
Canadian Bay Road. This is not the case on the ground where private property restricts access between the reserve and 
Camborne Av (south end of Lot D). It has been suggested that access to Camborne Av is blocked by a boundary fence 
at 86 Canadian Bay Road—dating from the c.1930s (pers. comm., RAG, December 2007). On-the-ground survey 
suggests access is restricted from the side boundary fence of 33 Camborne Av and/or 80 Canadian Bay Road. Access to 
Lot D for owners is possible through private gateways in rear fences of adjoining properties. 

Existing maintenance:  
In 1998, the ownership of Lot D was transferred to a consortium of residents who surround the area (Lot D 
Preservation Group), with an easement put over the title to prevent development on the reserve. Many residents 
maintain the area near their own land and occasional working bees tackle major tasks or cleanups. It is generally well 
maintained by surrounding residents and exhibits and illustrates the different approaches in style and choice of 
vegetation maintenance. Some residents prefer all native plantings while others prefer introduced. 
An informal planting plan was prepared in July 2001, defining plantings zones for large trees, recommending particular 
placement, species and spacing for large trees (Manna and Swamp Gum, Casuarina at 5m spacing), Small trees and 
shrubs (i.e. Leptospernum/Coast Tea-tree) at 2-3m spacing, with sedges and grasses as ‘fillers’, access and vista corridor, 
and open space. 

Residents’ concerns: 
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Lot D 

Issues and concerns: 
Dumping of garden waste in reserves. 
Encroachment of gardens into reserves. 
Weeds. 
No access from Lot D to Camborne Avenue. 
Zoning—Special Use zone  

Role/significance:  
For the evidence the reserves provide of the garden suburb principles and values, which incorporated venues for active 
and passive recreation, gathering and social interaction into the estate planning for use by the community and as part of 
a larger pedestrian open space system. The reserves have aesthetic significance as elements of the natural landscape that 
the Griffins’ plan responded to and incorporated and that the Griffins’ espoused as part of their conservation ethos. 
These elements have a bearing on the aesthetic qualities of the estate today and reflect the visual and spatial interplay of 
public and private spaces indicated on the original subdivision plan. 

Management policy: 

Use: Conserve and maintain use for passive recreation and views.  

Access: Improve amenity for pedestrians walking through the reserve. 

Landscape character: Retain and enhance overall character of native and indigenous large and medium to small trees 
in native grassland. Improve amenity for adjoining owners and users. 

Vegetation: Planting could improve privacy for adjoining owners and define pathways through the reserve. Retain the 
open space in the centre of the reserve. Avoid solid fences. Avoid species that block existing views or enclose the 
understorey to the extent that access through the reserve is made increasingly difficult or prevented. Regenerate around 
existing indigenous vegetation and where planting is needed, encourage indigenous vegetation consistent with dry 
schlerophyll open forest vegetation type of the mid slopes of the Ranelagh Estate (and central portion of the 
Mornington Peninsula). Remove weeds and introduced species identified as pest plants by MPSC. 

Natural features: Retain natural site contours. 

Cultural features: Retain views across the reserve and beyond from the more elevated and open central parts of the 
reserve. Maintain fruit trees as evidence of an early use of the reserve by residents. Maintain mature pine trees and fruit 
trees as evidence of early planting styles and preferences within the Ranelagh Estate. Prune or remove trees/limbs when 
dangerous or dying and replace species like with like to retain a sense of the layers of history. Retain simple timber 
seats, swing and play equipment for use by the community.  

Priorities for action: 
1. Rezone to ensure the qualities of this reserve are protected. 
2. Remove and replace dead and fallen trees/branches. 
3. Remove garden encroachments and other garden accoutrements, e.g. bins, compost bins, hardware, etc.. 
4. Remove plants identified as pest plants by MPSC. 
5. Creation of a cohesive design for the reserve in consultation with owners and that is consistent with the identified 
significance of the Ranelagh Estate. 
6. Investigate options for reinstating access to south end of Lot D to adjoining street (Camborne Av).  
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Design plan prepared for Ranelagh Estate in 1924 by 
Walter Burley Griffin, Marion Mahony Griffin and 
surveyor Saxil Tuxen, (detail) showing Lot D. 

Vista from the entrance to Lot D, from Ravenscourt Cr. 

  

Predominant landscape character is native trees 
(indigenous and introduced) in parkland, combining 
taller trees with smaller Coast Tea-tree. However, there 
are also a number of introduced trees including pines 
(Pinus radiata), and fruit trees. 

Lot D, looking north beneath canopy of mature pines. 
Paths are defined by vegetation, including Coast Tea-tree 
and acacia mid-storey and mixed native and introduced 
grass understorey. 

  

Private gateway into Lot D and cast iron gates to Brecon, 
Canadian Bay Road, by Caslake of Melbourne.  

South end of Lot D Landscape character is distinguished 
by lawn and exotic ornamental and fruit trees. 



LOT D
INTERNAL RESERVE
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Lot E Inventory 

Lot E 

Name: Lot E Address: pedestrian access off Rosserdale Crescent. Rear 
of properties at 32-54 Rosserdale and 2-14 Rannoch 
Avenue. 

System:  
A small internal reserve, publicly accessible, but which has a feeling of a private space. Generally well-used by residents 
of adjoining properties and their children for passive recreation and play. 

Description:  
The pedestrian entrance way off Rosserdale is sparsely vegetated—predominantly mown (buffalo) grass. Solid paling 
fences have been built by many residents surrounding the reserve. The combination of paling fences, with lawn 
abutting and little screening vegetation creates an atmosphere of a ‘spare block’ rather than a natural reserve. Fences at 
the southern end are open/transparent. There is some weedy vegetation (Pittosporum), some native vegetation (a 
recently planted copse of native plants including eucalypts, corymbia, grevillea and callistemon), and remnant fruit 
trees (Cherry Plum and pear overhanging from adjacent gardens). Sizable, mature trees in adjacent back gardens, 
mainly exotics i.e. Monterey Cypress (Cupressus macrocarpa) and Magnolia (Magnolia grandiflora), contribute strongly 
to the character of the reserve. There is a playground at the southern end of the reserve—new equipment (trampoline, 
cubby/tree house) plus older furniture (rudimentary timber carved chairs) with an old/continued use?  

Cultural features:  
Rustic timber seats fashioned from tree logs (moveable), private gates onto the reserve from adjoining properties, 
remnant fruit trees south end (Cherry Plum and Pear). 

Existing access:  
There is only one entrance to Lot E from Rosserdale Cr, which is consistent with the layout shown in the 1924 design 
plan. 

Existing maintenance:  
It is generally well maintained by surrounding residents. The residents maintain the grass on a regular basis.  

Residents’ concerns:  
Residents expressed preference for a management arrangement similar to Lot D (pers. comm., resident December 
2007).  
Privacy. 

Issues and concerns:  
The Ranelagh Club seeking to divest itself of Lot E149. 
Zoning—Special Use zone. 

Role/significance:  
As evidence of the garden suburb principles and values, which incorporated venues for active and passive recreation, 
gathering and social interaction into the estate planning for use by the community and as part of a larger pedestrian 
open space system. The reserves have aesthetic significance as elements of the natural landscape that the Griffins’ plan 
responded to and incorporated and that the Griffins’ espoused as part of their conservation ethos. These elements have 
a bearing on the aesthetic qualities of the estate today and reflect the visual and spatial interplay of public and private 
spaces indicated on the original subdivision plan. 

Management policy: 

Use: Conserve and maintain use for passive recreation and social interaction. 

Access: Retain existing access arrangements.  

Landscape character: Retain overall character of parkland surrounded by mature trees, created predominantly by 
mature introduced evergreen trees in back gardens of adjacent allotments. Improve amenity and character of the reserve 
by increasing native vegetation to screen existing fences.  

Vegetation: Planting could be used to improve privacy for adjoining allotments and amenity for users of the reserve. 

                                                      

149 Heritage Victoria nomination for Ranelagh Estate, Mount Eliza to the VHR, Attachment 4, 
March 2004 
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Lot E 

Avoid solid fences. Where planting is needed, encourage indigenous vegetation consistent with dry schlerophyll open 
forest vegetation type of the mid slopes of the Ranelagh Estate (and central portion of the Mornington Peninsula). 
Remove weeds and introduced species identified as pest plants by MPSC. 

Natural features: Retain natural site contours and drainage. 

Cultural features: Retain rustic timber seats and fruit trees. Retain a backdrop of mature introduced trees in the rear 
gardens of adjacent allotments. 

Priorities for action: 
1. Lot E should be rezoned to ensure the qualities of this reserve are protected. 
2. Create a cohesive design for the reserve in consultation with adjacent residents and that is consistent with the 
identified significance of the Ranelagh Estate. 
3. Explore options for facilitating new and more appropriate management arrangements, in consultation with residents 
of adjoining allotments, which may include either resumption of management responsibilities by the Shire, or by local 
residents based on the Lot D model. 
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Design plan prepared for Ranelagh Estate in 1924 by 
Walter Burley Griffin, Marion Mahony Griffin and 
surveyor Saxil Tuxen, (detail) showing Lot E (centre). 

Looking north towards entrance of Lot E. Predominant 
fence style is solid, paling. Five properties at the south end 
of Lot E have open fences. 

  

Lot E, predominant landscape character is open parkland 
of introduced and mown grass. Dimension and treed 
backdrop is provided by mature trees in adjoining 
allotments. 

Recent copse planting of native trees and shrubs within 
the reserve—eucalypts, corymbia, callistemon and 
grevillea—at the north end of Lot E. 

  

Children’s play area at south end of the reserve—
important moveable elements include the four rustic 
timber seats rough-hewn from tree trunks. 

South end of Lot E, where it narrows to a point. 

LOT E 



LOT E
INTERNAL RESERVE
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Lot F Inventory 

Lot F 

Name: Lot F (Howard Parker Reserve) Address: Canadian Bay Road; properties fronting 
Wimbledon Avenue, Ranelagh Drive and Camborne 
Avenue enclose the remaining 3 sides. 

System:  
Recreation reserve, for public use for active but also passive recreation and community gathering place. 

Description:  
The reserve houses a range of community facilities: Community Centre (1980, winner of RAIA award); The Village 
Neighbourhood Centre; the Senior Citizens Centre; War Memorial and Heritage Garden; a playground; oval; tennis 
courts; netball courts; bowling greens; car parking (sealed surface); and various storage sheds and shelters. The reserve is 
open to Canadian Bay Road and linked to the commercial precinct by a pathway—from the Village Green—and 
driveway off Ranelagh Drive, which provides vehicular access to the rear of the shops, neighbourhood centre (runs 
alongside the original Childcare Centre on Ranelagh Drive). Vehicular and pedestrian access to the tennis club and oval 
is also provided off Wimbledon Avenue, through 55 Wimbledon Avenue (residential allotment) originally purchased 
by the Ranelagh Club for this purpose and now owned by Council. Fences are predominantly non-transparent, with 
some ancillary buildings within private properties constructed on rear property boundaries emphasising the solid 
boundary. Ti-tree and melaleuca provide some screening of solid fences to properties fronting Camborne Av. 

Vegetation is a mixture of some prominent native trees: eucalypts, including Tuart trees planted in a row on south side 
of the oval, ti tree scrub and Radiata Pine trees, Prunus sp., Brush Box, Casuarina, set in lawn, creating a character of 
native trees in parkland. There is no formal landscaping in the area in front of the Community Centre being mostly 
mown grass, and sparsely vegetated with introduced and native (non indigenous) trees. Mature trees in rear gardens of 
houses on Wimbledon Avenue contribute to the treed perimeter and overall landscape character of the Lot F Howard 
Parker reserve [trees overhang and/or visible in borrowed views to mature Golden Cypress, Monterey Cypress, oaks and 
mature eucalypts].  

Cultural features:  
The Community Centre (c. 1986), architects Whitford and Peck  
2006 Mount Eliza Heritage and Memorial Garden, which includes a Lone Pine and commemorative plaque for the 
40th anniversary of the Battle of Long Tan. Plaques are set in granite block stone wall.  
Active recreational use. 

Existing access:  
General public access to most external areas, with the exception of membership restricted areas of the tennis and 
bowling clubs. 

Existing maintenance:  
This reserve is owned and maintained by Council. It is generally well maintained with recent indigenous plantings 
replacing trees removed due to age or storm damage. The garden beds lining the driveway entry to the Senior Citizens 
Centre are gardened/managed by the Senior Citizens community (using a mixture of introduced shrubs and natives) 

Residents’ concerns:  
‘Any management plans will need to consider the close commercial activity with the concept of retaining the 
“community bushland” atmosphere of this reserve’ (RAG Issues Paper) 

Issues and concerns:  
Zoning—Special Use zone. 

Role/significance:  
As evidence of the garden suburb principles and values, which incorporated venues for active and passive recreation, 
gathering and social interaction into the estate planning for use by the community and as part of a larger pedestrian 
open space system. The reserves have aesthetic significance as elements of the natural landscape that the Griffins’ plan 
responded to and incorporated and that the Griffins’ espoused as part of their conservation ethos. These elements have 
a bearing on the aesthetic qualities of the estate today and reflect the visual and spatial interplay of public and private 
spaces indicated on the original subdivision plan. 
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Lot F 

Management policy: 

Use: Conserve and maintain use of the reserve for active and passive recreation and social interaction. Maintain social 
venues. Maintain commercial activity within existing lots along Ranelagh Drive (19-35). Activities that would conflict 
with the overall landscape character of the reserve and its general use for community, recreational and social venues 
would not be appropriate. 

Access: Maintain public access. 

Landscape character: Retain overall landscape character of the reserve of native trees in parkland. Improve amenity for 
users and neighbours. 

Vegetation: Planting could improve privacy for adjoining residents and provide screening of solid fences. Avoid solid 
fences. Regenerate around existing indigenous vegetation. Where planting is needed, encourage the use of indigenous 
vegetation consistent with dry schlerophyll open forest vegetation type of the mid slopes of the Ranelagh Estate (and 
central portion of the Mornington Peninsula). Remove weeds and introduced species identified as pest plants by 
MPSC.  

Cultural features: Conserve and maintain the Community Centre and memorial. Conserve and maintain introduced 
native trees and overall landscape character of native trees in parkland. Prune or remove trees/limbs when dangerous or 
dying and replace species like with like. 

Priorities for action: 
1. Rezone to ensure the qualities of this reserve are protected.  
2. Remove dead or fallen trees/branches. 
3. Assess Community Centre for possible inclusion on the Heritage Overlay or VHR or other suitable register. 
4. Encourage plantings to screen existing solid fences or to provide or improve privacy for adjoining residents.  
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Design plan of Ranelagh Estate in 1924 by the 
Griffins with surveyor Saxil Tuxen, (detail) 
showing Lot F (centre). 

Mature trees in the gardens of adjoining properties contribute to the 
landscape character of Lot F. Predominant fence style is solid, paling, 
unscreened by planting. 

  
Entrance to Senior Citizens Centre (gardens managed by 
members) 

Predominant landscape character is indigenous, native 
and mature introduced trees in parkland.  

  
Mount Eliza Community Centre, designed by Whitford 
& Peck Pty Ltd, in 1980. A Royal Australian Institute of 
Architects (Victorian Chapter) Awards ’08 winner in 
‘Category A Buildings’ (new buildings).150 

Active recreation facilities within Lot F—basket ball 
courts, with tennis courts (Mount Eliza Tennis Club) in 
the background. 

                                                      

150 Architect, December 1980, p. 14. 



LOT F
HOWARD PARKER RESERVE
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Lot G Inventory 

Lot G 

Name: Lot G (John Butler Reserve) Address: Ranelagh Drive, rear of properties fronting 
Ranelagh Drive, Wimbledon Avenue, Wimborne Avenue, 
Mount Eliza Way 

System:  
Lot G is owned by the Council and used mainly for passive recreation, off-leash dog walking, a thoroughfare, and car 
parking at the rear of the commercial centre. 

Description:  
Mature trees in adjacent rear yards contribute to the character of the reserve. Otherwise, overall landscape character is 
created by perimeter planting of mature native trees around a large open grassed space (oval). This planting dates from 
the 1970s. A number of trees, which have died, have not been removed.  

The entrance to the Lot G reserve from Mount Eliza Way (Lots 128-130) has recently been subject top revegetation 
works, but retaining mature introduced conifer collection. Recent planting includes shrubs (Correa sp. and others), 
grasses, and eucalypts. Introduced mature trees include pines (Pinus radiata, Pinus pinaster, Pinus pinea). There are also 
eucalypts, casuarina.  

Fences comprise a mix of open/unscreened by vegetation, open/screened by vegetation (minority and preferred), 
solid/screened by vegetation and solid/unscreened, with fences a range of heights, contributing to a lack of consistency 
or dominant landscape character. 

Recreation/community facilities include car parking, scout hall, structured children’s playground, toilet block, large dog 
leash-free area (formerly used as a polo ground then by the Rolls Royce Club).  

Cultural features: 
Eucalyptus and other native trees planted in the c.1970s by Council as part of general improvements to the reserve, and 
reflecting the beginning of Council’s phase of management. 

Natural features: Remnant trees, Swamp Gum (Eucalyptus ovata) and Coast Tea-tree (Leptospermum laevigatum) 

Existing access:  
Vehicular access from Mount Eliza Way and Ranelagh Drive to car parking areas at the rear of the shops fronting 
Mount Eliza Way and Ranelagh Drive. Pedestrian access provided from the rear of some shops fronting both Mount 
Eliza Way and Ranelagh Drive, as well as from Mount Eliza Way and Wimborne Avenue via pedestrian access/south 
East Water easement. 

Existing maintenance: Owned and managed by Council. 

Residents’ concerns:  
Pending visual intrusion of future skate park, proposed as part of the Master Plan for the John Butler Reserve. Concern 
by some that heritage listing at state and local levels does not include Lots 540 & 541 despite them being physically 
part of the Reserve. Long standing issue regarding use of part of the reserve for car parking, seen by some as contrary to 
its heritage values. Lots 557 to 562 contain in order from the South – Pre-school, Maternal and Child Health Centre 
(Lots 557-558), Scout Hall (Lots 559 – 560) and parts of gravelled temporary car parks (Lots 561-2). The Mobile 
Library is parked within this area weekly. The road reserve between these Lots and Ranelagh Drive, although a road 
verge and on the register of Heritage Victoria, is being used by motorists for unauthorised car parking. These lots are 
partially covered by the MPSPS Heritage Overlay. 

Change in residential use of houses along Mount Eliza Way to home office (i.e. Nos 116-126). Concern relates to 
perceived risk of incremental shift from home office to commercial and the impacts of this on the estate, the reserve 
and their values (pers. comm., RAG December 2007) 

The need for a relationship (integration) between the John Butler Reserve Master Plan and the CMP currently being 
prepared for the Ranelagh Estate. 

Issues and concerns:  
Existing community facilities of car parking, scout hall, structured children’s playground, toilet block, large dog leash-
free area pre-date existing listings.  Lot G should be rezoned from Public Use zone to Park and Recreation Zone or 
Special Use zone to protect the qualities of this reserve. This should include Lots 128 and 130 Mount Eliza Way. 
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Lot G 

Role/significance:  
As evidence of the garden suburb principles and values, which incorporated venues for active and passive recreation, 
gathering and social interaction into the estate planning for use by the community and as part of a larger pedestrian 
open space system. The reserves have aesthetic significance as elements of the natural landscape that the Griffins’ plan 
responded to and incorporated and that the Griffins’ espoused as part of their conservation ethos. These elements have 
a bearing on the aesthetic qualities of the estate today and reflect the visual and spatial interplay of public and private 
spaces indicated on the original subdivision plan. 

Individual elements of local natural, historic and aesthetic significance include the remnant vegetation (identified in the 
Master Plan), early estate plantings within Lots 128 and 130 Mount Eliza Way, the 1970s era Council plantings 
around the perimeter of the current off-leash dog walking area, the overall landscape character of native trees in 
parkland, and the use of the reserve for passive and active recreation. The reserve also has social value for the high 
esteem in which it is held by the local community, demonstrated by its long-standing and frequent use for recreation, 
and strong community activism advocating its protection. 

Management policy: 

Use: Conserve and maintain use of the reserve for active and passive recreation and social interaction. Maintain social 
venues. Maintain commercial activity within existing lots along Mount Eliza Way (88-114) and Ranelagh Drive (12-
50). Activities that would conflict with the overall landscape character of the reserve and its general use for community, 
recreational and social venues would not be appropriate. 

Access: Maintain public access. 

Landscape character: Conserve and maintain overall landscape character of the reserve of indigenous and native trees 
in parkland. Improve amenity for users and neighbours. Conserve and maintain collection of pine trees within entry off 
Mount Eliza Way (128 Mount Eliza Way). Replant like with like replacements when existing native and indigenous 
and pine trees die. 

Vegetation: Planting could improve privacy for adjoining residents and provide screening of solid fences. Avoid solid 
fences. Regenerate around existing indigenous vegetation. Where planting is needed, encourage the use of indigenous 
vegetation consistent with dry schlerophyll open forest vegetation type of the mid slopes of the Ranelagh Estate (and 
central portion of the Mornington Peninsula). Remove weeds and introduced species identified as pest plants by 
MPSC.  

Natural features: Conserve and maintain remnant vegetation—refer site analysis John Butler Reserve Master Plan Site 
Analysis prepared by CDA Consulting (December 2007). 

Cultural features: Conserve and maintain introduced native trees around Lot G, as evidence of Council era plantings. 
Prune or remove trees/limbs when dangerous or dying and replace species like with like. 

Priorities for action: 
1. Rezone to ensure the qualities of the reserve are protected. This should include Lots 128 and 130 Mount Eliza Way.
2. Remove and replace dead trees. 
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Design plan of Ranelagh Estate in 1924 by the Griffins 
with surveyor Saxil Tuxen, (detail) showing Lot G (centre 
of image). 

Lot G, John Butler Reserve, entrance and presentation to 
Mount Eliza Way. Elsewhere, predominant landscape 
character is native trees in parkland. 

  

South end of John Butler Reserve, off-leash dog walking 
area, Manna Gums and other mature natives trees planted 
by Council as part of 1970 amenity planting program. 

North end of John Butler Reserve, off-leash dog walking 
area. Looking towards playground and car parking at rear 
of commercial centre.  

  

South East Water easement forming part of pedestrian 
pathway network, linking Lot G with Wimborne Av. 

Car parking within Lot G, at the rear of the commercial 
centre. A mixture of sealed and unsealed surfaces. 

 



LOT G
JOHN BUTLER RESERVE
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Lot H Inventory 

Lot H 

Name: Lot H 
Earimil Creek Reserve, Jessie White Reserve 

Address: Rear of properties on Wimborne Avenue, and 
accessible from Ryde Avenue, bounded to west by Earimil 
Creek. 

System:  
Bushland reserve, Earimil Creek reserve for general recreation (passive), the reserve includes a network of internal 
tracks, linking into larger pedestrian pathway network, for general public use (walking, nature study, etc), and by 
children gaining access to the creek. 
Description:  
Part of a longer linear bushland reserve, with others adjacent to Earimil Creek (Lots C, H, J, K and L). Lot H 
comprises a narrow, relatively level plateau and more steeply sloping banks of Earimil Creek. The plateau is 
predominantly grass, mown with an undulating edge separating relatively open space adjacent to the rear property 
boundaries and denser bushland (native tree and shrub/grass understorey on the creek side. Closest to this mown edge 
is evidence of revegetation works. Approximately 80% of fences are non-transparent (timber paling). There is little to 
no vegetation in the reserve adjacent to the rear property boundaries. The open space of the upper slopes adjacent to 
adjoining private properties is managed as a firebreak by Council.  

Cultural / natural features: 
Vegetation types along the Earimil Creek section of Lot H include: 

• Gully Woodland – community confined to the creek and lower slopes, dominated by a Poa understorey with an 
overstorey of Drooping Sheoak (Allocasuarina verticillata), Manna Gum (Eucalyptus viminalis), Sweet Burasaria 
(Bursaria spinosa) and Cherry Ballart (Exocarpus cupressiformis). Several weed species are also present. 

• Grassy Woodland – community confined to the upper slopes of the creek, dominated by a Themeda and Microleanea 
understorey with an overstorey of Black Wattle (Acacia melanoxylon), Black Sheoak (Allocasuarina littoralis), Manna 
Gum (Eucalyptus viminalis), Sweet Bursaria (Bursaria spinosa) and Cherry Ballart (Exocarpus cupressiformis). Some 
weed species are present. 

Based on Yugovic (2001), Legg (2003: 9-10) and Context (2008) 

Existing access:  
Visually and physically accessible generally from the adjoining reserve (Lot J) at its south end and from Ryde Avenue at 
its north end. 

Existing maintenance:  
Lots C, H, J, K and L were ceded by the Ranelagh Club to the Council in 1970. The reserves are owned by Council. 
There is evidence of weed removal and revegetation. The presence of weeds becomes less towards, and is substantially 
reduced, at Lot J. Some residents are actively working with Council to manage and conserve the area.  

The ‘Friends of Earimil Creek Reserve’, with the assistance of Council, have been active in promoting and enhancing 
the indigenous flora of the reserve, essentially through a concerted weeding program in two areas on each side of 
Acheron Way.   

Notwithstanding these rehabilitation sites, there is a high degree of weed infestation along the creekline and on the 
upper banks. Some of these weeds exists as monocultures and although there has been, and continues to be, a 
significant effort by both the ‘Friends’ group and Council contractors to control their spread and dominance, they 
represent an ongoing and serious management problem.   

Residents’ concerns:  
The gardens of some properties have extended into areas of the reserve; including boundary fences. The general decline 
of vegetation quality, and the detrimental influences associated with urban development (predation by vermin, physical 
disturbance, adverse hydrological and water quality changes, etc); associated adverse impacts on the reserve’s native 
fauna community.  The reserve has lost most of the more sensitive fauna species that would have once occupied the 
creek and its surrounds.  Native species now common to the reserve include those that are well adapted to disturbance 
and human occupation such as possums and a variety of birds. However, some of these birds include regionally 
significant species and their presence warrants management decisions directed at enhancing the reserve’s habitat values. 

Issues and concerns:  
Dumping of garden waste in reserves. 
Weeds. 
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Lot H 

Role/significance: 
The reserves have historic significance for the evidence they provide of the garden suburb principles and values, which 
incorporated spaces for active and passive recreation into the estate planning. The reserves have aesthetic significance as 
elements of the natural landscape (dramatic coastal site) that the Griffins’ plan responded to and incorporated and that 
the Griffins’ espoused as part of their conservation ethos. These elements have a bearing on the aesthetic qualities of the 
estate today and reflect the visual and spatial interplay of public and private spaces indicated on the original subdivision 
plan. 

The tract of land adjacent to Earimil Creek has natural values, identified as having biological, landscape and 
geomorphological environmental values 

Management policy: 

Use: Maintain use for passive recreation.  

Access: Maintain and enhance amenity for pedestrians walking through the reserve. Investigate options for providing 
continuous pedestrian along the Earimil Creek lots, including beach access through the Earimil Creek part of Lot B. 

Landscape character: Conserve and maintain overall landscape character, of native trees in parkland along strip of 
reserve adjacent to private property, with grassy woodland vegetation on the upper slopes and gully woodland 
vegetation on the lower slopes of Earimil Creek. 

Vegetation: Regenerate around existing indigenous vegetation and where planting is needed. Continue revegetation 
activities and weed removal. Encourage indigenous vegetation consistent with grassy woodland vegetation type of 
Earimil Creek’s upper slopes and indigenous vegetation consistent with gully woodland vegetation type for the lower 
slopes. Avoid species or placement of species that block views or obscure the landscape character adjacent to the street 
of native trees in parkland. 

Natural features: Protect creek landform from erosion. Retain natural site contours. Conserve significant fauna, 
habitat and remnant vegetation. 

Cultural features:  

Priorities for action: 
1. Provide training about this conservation management plan and bushland management for residents. This could be 
undertaken in consultation with the Friends of Earimil Creek. 
2. Prepare a strategic and coordinated flora and fauna management plan for all the Earimil Creek lots, including part 
Lot B, Lots C, H, J, K, L, The Peninsula School (former golf course) in consultation with the Friends of Earimil Creek. 
3. Investigate options for continuous public access to the beach along the Earimil Creek lots. 

 



                RANELAGH ESTATE—CONSERVATION MANAGEMENT PLAN 

171 

 

  

Design plan of Ranelagh Estate in 1924 by the Griffins 
with surveyor Saxil Tuxen, (detail) showing Lot H (left). 

Lot H, showing relatively level mown fire break and 
steeper terrain sloping towards Earimil Creek (right) with 
a natural bushland with weeds. Note intrusive agapanthus 
against adjacent property boundary fence (left) and garden 
escapes (right). 

  

Pedestrian pathway at north end of Lot H, looking north 
towards Ryde Avenue and Lot C. 

Pathway that emerges from Lot H at the cul-de-sac of 
Ryde Av. 

  

  

 



LOT H
BUSHLAND RESERVE,
EARIMIL CREEK
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Lot J Inventory 

Lot J 

Name: Lot J 
Earimil Creek Reserve, Jessie White Reserve  

Address: Fronting Rutland Avenue and Acheron Way, 
adjacent to Lot H, bounded to west by Earimil Creek. 

System: Bushland reserve, Earimil Creek reserve for general recreation (passive), which includes a network of internal 
tracks linking into larger pedestrian pathway network, for general public use (walking, nature study, etc), and by 
children gaining access to the creek. Bush regeneration works by Friends of Earilmil Creek. 

Description:  
Part of a longer linear bushland reserve, with others adjacent to Earimil Creek (Lots C, H, J, K and L). Lot J is adjacent 
to Rutland Avenue, sloping down to Earimil Creek. Winding, internal networks of mulched paths encourage 
pedestrian access, exploration. Lot J flows into Lot H. There is evidence of some revegetation works/weed removal. 
Some residents are actively working with Council to manage and conserve the area. Others have extended their gardens 
into areas of parkland. 
 

Cultural / natural features: 
Vegetation types along the Earimil Creek section of Lot J include: 

• Gully Woodland—community confined to the creek and lower slopes, dominated by a Poa understorey with an 
overstorey of Drooping Sheoak (Allocasuarina verticillata), Manna Gum (Eucalyptus viminalis), Sweet Burasaria 
(Bursaria spinosa) and Cherry Ballart (Exocarpus cupressiformis). Several weed species are also present. 

• Grassy Woodland—community confined to the upper slopes of the creek, dominated by a Themeda and Microleanea 
understorey with an overstorey of Black Wattle (Acacia melanoxylon), Black Sheoak (Allocasuarina littoralis), Manna 
Gum (Eucalyptus viminalis), Sweet Bursaria (Bursaria spinosa) and Cherry Ballart (Exocarpus cupressiformis). Some 
weed species are present along the creekline and on the upper banks in spite of regeneration efforts. 

Based on Yugovic (2001), Legg (2003: 9-10) and Context (2008) 

Existing access:  
Lot J is accessible from Rutland Avenue, Acheron Way and the adjoining Lot H. A network of paths within Lot J link 
into these places of access. 

Existing maintenance:  
Lots C, H, J, K and L were ceded by the Ranelagh Club to the Council in 1970. The reserves are owned by Council. 
There is evidence of weed removal and revegetation. The presence of weeds becomes less towards, and is substantially 
reduced, at Lot J. Some residents are actively working with Council to manage and conserve the area.  

The ‘Friends of Earimil Creek Reserve’, with the assistance of Council, have been active in promoting and enhancing 
the indigenous flora of the reserve, essentially through a concerted weeding program in two areas on each side of 
Acheron Way.   

Notwithstanding these rehabilitation sites, there is a high degree of weed infestation along the creekline and on the 
upper banks.  Some of these weeds exists as monocultures and although there has been, and continues to be, a 
significant effort by both the ‘Friends’ group and Council contractors to control their spread and dominance, they 
represent an ongoing and serious management problem 

Residents’ concerns:  
The general decline of vegetation quality, and the detrimental influences associated with urban development (predation 
by vermin, physical disturbance, adverse hydrological and water quality changes, etc); associated adverse impacts on the 
reserve’s native fauna community.  The reserve has lost most of the more sensitive fauna species that would have once 
occupied the creek and its surrounds.  Native species now common to the reserve include those that are well adapted to 
disturbance and human occupation such as possums and a variety of birds. However, some of these birds include 
regionally significant species and their presence warrants management decisions directed at enhancing the reserve’s 
habitat values. 

Issues and concerns: 
 

Role/significance: 
The reserves have historic significance for the evidence they provide of the garden suburb principles and values, which 
incorporated spaces for active and passive recreation into the estate planning. The reserves have aesthetic significance as 
elements of the natural landscape (dramatic coastal site) that the Griffins’ plan responded to and incorporated and that 
the Griffins’ espoused as part of their conservation ethos. These elements have a bearing on the aesthetic qualities of the 
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Lot J 

estate today and reflect the visual and spatial interplay of public and private spaces indicated on the original subdivision 
plan. 

The tract of land adjacent to Earimil Creek has natural values, identified as having biological, landscape and 
geomorphological environmental values 

Management policy: 

Use: Maintain use for passive recreation.  

Access: Maintain and enhance amenity for pedestrians walking through the reserve. Investigate options for providing 
continuous pedestrian along the Earimil Creek lots, including beach access through the Earimil Creek part of Lot B. 

Landscape character: Conserve and maintain overall landscape character, of native trees in parkland along strip of 
reserve adjacent to private property, with grassy woodland vegetation on the upper slopes and gully woodland 
vegetation on the lower slopes of Earimil Creek. 

Vegetation: Regenerate around existing indigenous vegetation and where planting is needed. Continue revegetation 
activities and weed removal. Encourage indigenous vegetation consistent with grassy woodland vegetation type of 
Earimil Creek’s upper slopes and indigenous vegetation consistent with gully woodland vegetation type for the lower 
slopes. Avoid species or placement of species that block views or obscure the landscape character adjacent to the street 
of native trees in parkland. 

Natural features: Protect creek landform from erosion. Retain natural site contours. Conserve significant fauna, 
habitat and remnant vegetation. 

Cultural features 

Priorities for action: 
1. Provide training about this conservation management plan and bushland management for residents. This could be 
undertaken in consultation with the Friends of Earimil Creek. 
2. Prepare a strategic and coordinated flora and fauna management plan for all the Earimil Creek lots, including part 
Lot B, Lots C, H, J, K, L, The Peninsula School (former golf course) in consultation with the Friends of Earimil Creek. 
3. Investigate options for continuous public access to the beach along the Earimil Creek lots 
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Design plan prepared for Ranelagh Estate in 1924 by 
Walter Burley Griffin, Marion Mahony Griffin and 
surveyor Saxil Tuxen (detail), showing Lot J. 

Pedestrian pathway through Lot J and natural 
bushland (regenerated). 

  

Landscape character by natural bushland, in good 
condition due to bush regeneration works. 

Lot J, entry adjacent to Rutland Avenue.  

  

  

 



LOT J
BUSHLAND RESERVE,
EARIMIL CREEK
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Lot K Inventory 

Lot K 

Name: Lot K 
Earimil Creek Reserve, Jessie White Reserve 

Address: Fronting Rutland Avenue and Acheron Way, 
rear of properties fronting Rutland Avenue and Rugby 
Court, bounded to west by Earimil Creek. 

System:  
Bushland reserve, Earimil Creek reserve for general recreation (passive), which includes a network of internal tracks, 
linking into a larger pedestrian pathway network, for general public use (walking, nature study, etc), and by children 
gaining access to the creek. Bush regeneration works by Friends of Earimil Creek. 

Description:  
Part of a longer linear bushland reserve, with others adjacent to Earimil Creek (Lots C, H, J, K and L). Lot K comprises 
dense vegetation on the lower creek slopes, grassy woodland to the upper creek slopes, and mostly open grass, native 
trees in parkland (mown lawn) on its upper slopes adjacent to Acheron Way and Rutland Avenue. At the Rutland 
Avenue–Acheron Way corner of the reserve is open lawn with a copse of mature introduced eucalypts (Swamp 
Gum/Manna Gum?)  

Cultural / natural features: 
Vegetation types along the Earimil Creek section of Lot K include: 

• Gully Woodland – community confined to the creek and lower slopes, dominated by a Poa understorey with an 
overstorey of Drooping Sheoak (Allocasuarina verticillata), Manna Gum (Eucalyptus viminalis), Sweet Burasaria 
(Bursaria spinosa) and Cherry Ballart (Exocarpus cupressiformis). Several weed species are also present. 

• Grassy Woodland – community confined to the upper slopes of the creek, dominated by a Themeda and Microleanea 
understorey with an overstorey of Black Wattle (Acacia melanoxylon), Black Sheoak (Allocasuarina littoralis), Manna 
Gum (Eucalyptus viminalis), Sweet Bursaria (Bursaria spinosa) and Cherry Ballart (Exocarpus cupressiformis). Some 
weed species are present along the creek line and on the upper banks in spite of regeneration efforts. 

Based on Yugovic (2001), Legg (2003: 9-10) and Context (2008) 

Existing access:  
At the end of Rugby Court the access to Lot L is wide, open and clearly visible. The entry to Lot K however is much 
narrower with steep and uneven terrain. The land soon falls steeply, and the visible and accessible pathway ends 
abruptly at the rear of properties fronting Rugby Court. Simpler access is possible via Rutland Avenue, which forms an 
open boundary to the reserve. 

Existing maintenance:  
Lots C, H, J, K and L were ceded by the Ranelagh Club to the Council in 1970. The reserves are owned by Council. 
There is evidence of weed removal and revegetation. The presence of weeds becomes less towards, and is substantially 
reduced, at Lot J. Some residents are actively working with Council to manage and conserve the area.  

The ‘Friends of Earimil Creek Reserve’, with the assistance of Council, have been active in promoting and enhancing 
the indigenous flora of the reserve, essentially through a concerted weeding program in two areas on each side of 
Acheron Way.   

Notwithstanding these rehabilitation sites, there is a high degree of weed infestation along the creekline and on the 
upper banks. Some of these weeds exists as monocultures and although there has been, and continues to be, a 
significant effort by both the ‘Friends’ group and Council contractors to control their spread and dominance, they 
represent an ongoing and serious management problem 

Residents’ concerns:  
The general decline of vegetation quality, and the detrimental influences associated with urban development (predation 
by vermin, physical disturbance, adverse hydrological and water quality changes, etc); associated adverse impacts on the 
reserve’s native fauna community. The reserve has lost most of the more sensitive fauna species that would have once 
occupied the creek and its surrounds.  
Native species now common to the reserve include those that are well adapted to disturbance and human occupation 
such as possums and a variety of birds. However, some of these birds include regionally significant species and their 
presence warrants management decisions directed at enhancing the reserve’s habitat values. 

Issues and concerns: 
Dumping of garden waste in reserves. 
Weeds / garden escapees into bushland. 
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Lot K 

Role/significance: 
The reserves have historic significance for the evidence they provide of the garden suburb principles and values, which 
incorporated spaces for active and passive recreation into the estate planning. The reserves have aesthetic significance as 
elements of the natural landscape (dramatic coastal site) that the Griffins’ plan responded to and incorporated and that 
the Griffins’ espoused as part of their conservation ethos. These elements have a bearing on the aesthetic qualities of the 
estate today and reflect the visual and spatial interplay of public and private spaces indicated on the original subdivision 
plan. 

The tract of land adjacent to Earimil Creek has natural values, identified as having biological, landscape and 
geomorphological environmental values. 

Management policy: 

Use: Maintain use for passive recreation.  

Access: Maintain and enhance amenity for pedestrians walking through the reserve. Investigate options for providing 
continuous pedestrian along the Earimil Creek lots, including beach access through the Earimil Creek part of Lot B. 

Landscape character: Conserve and maintain overall landscape character, of native trees in parkland along strip of 
reserve adjacent to private property, with grassy woodland vegetation on the upper slopes and gully woodland 
vegetation on the lower slopes of Earimil Creek.  

Vegetation: Regenerate around existing indigenous vegetation and where planting is needed. Continue revegetation 
activities and weed removal. Encourage indigenous vegetation consistent with grassy woodland vegetation type of 
Earimil Creek’s upper slopes and indigenous vegetation consistent with gully woodland vegetation type for the lower 
slopes. Avoid species or placement of species that block views or obscure the landscape character adjacent to the street 
of native trees in parkland. 

Natural features: Protect creek landform from erosion. Retain natural site contours. Conserve significant fauna, 
habitat and remnant vegetation. 

Cultural features: 

Priorities for action: 
1. Provide training about this conservation management plan and bushland management for residents. This could be 
undertaken in consultation with the Friends of Earimil Creek. 
2. Prepare a strategic and coordinated flora and fauna management plan for all the Earimil Creek lots, including part 
Lot B, Lots C, H, J, K, L, The Peninsula School (former golf course) in consultation with the Friends of Earimil Creek. 
3. Investigate options for continuous public access to the beach along the Earimil Creek lots 
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Design plan prepared for Ranelagh Estate in 1924 by 
Walter Burley Griffin, Marion Mahony Griffin and 
surveyor Saxil Tuxen (detail), showing Lot K. 

South end of Lot K, Rugby Court (no pedestrian 
through access)  

  

Lot K, also known as the Jessie White reserve (street 
on left is Rutland Av). 

New landscaping on sloped, in accessible part of Lot 
K.   

  

  

 



LOT K
BUSHLAND RESERVE,
EARIMIL CREEK
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Lot L Inventory 

Lot L 

Name: Lot L 
Earimil Creek Reserve, Jessie White Reserve 

Address: Rugby Court, rear of properties fronting Rugby 
Court and Redbourne Avenue, bounded to west by 
Earimil Creek. 

System:  
Bushland reserve, Earimil Creek reserve for general recreation (passive), which includes a network of internal tracks, 
linking into larger pedestrian pathway network, for general public use (walking, nature study, etc), and by children 
gaining access to the creek. Bush regeneration works by Friends of Earimil Creek 

Description:  
Part of a longer linear bushland reserve along the Earimil Creek corridor, with others adjacent to Earimil Creek (Lots 
C, H, J, K and L). Lot L forms the southern-most of the Earimil Creek bushland reserves. From the winding entry path 
between Nos 34 and 36 Redbourne, you emerge into the south-eastern end of the reserve. There, the reserve is strongly 
characterised as a private garden with introduced and some weeds species predominant—nasturtiums, cherry plum 
trees, plumbago, willow, bamboo and ivy, with mown lawn. Passing through a thicket of bamboo, the reserve widens 
and opens out into lawn, edged on the northeast side by adjacent properties on Redbourne, and on the southwest by a 
curved, mown edge (cue to care). From approximately 30 Redbourne Av. the overall landscape character is native trees 
in parkland, with casuarina, eucalypt and acacia genera. 
A number of properties on Redbourne have open/transparent rear fences to the reserve. The minority are solid paling 
fences. Some properties have constructed ancillary buildings (sheds, garages) coincident with the rear property 
boundaries, which intrude upon the idea of the continuation of private and public open space.   

Cultural / natural features: 
Vegetation types along the Earimil Creek section of Lot L include: 

• Gully Woodland—community confined to the creek and lower slopes, dominated by a Poa understorey with an 
overstorey of Drooping Sheoak (Allocasuarina verticillata), Manna Gum (Eucalyptus viminalis), Sweet Burasaria 
(Bursaria spinosa) and Cherry Ballart (Exocarpus cupressiformis). Several weed species are also present. 

• Grassy Woodland—community confined to the upper slopes of the creek, dominated by a Themeda and Microleanea 
understorey with an overstorey of Black Wattle (Acacia melanoxylon), Black Sheoak (Allocasuarina littoralis), Manna 
Gum (Eucalyptus viminalis), Sweet Bursaria (Bursaria spinosa) and Cherry Ballart (Exocarpus cupressiformis). Some 
weed species are present along the creekline and on the upper banks in spite of regeneration efforts. 

Based on Yugovic (2001), Legg (2003: 9-10) and Context (2008) 
Existing access:  
There were three possibly access points to Lot L shown in the original subdivision plan. Currently there is only one that 
is visually and physically usable—off Rugby Court, adjacent to No. 13. Both entrances off Redbourne Av. are obscured 
by vegetation. The entry between Nos 6-8 Redbourne Av. is not physically possible, blocked by weeds and private 
garden. The entry between Nos 34-36 Redbourne Av. is possible, however the entrance visually appears as part of the 
private gardens on either side, and entering, there is a strong private property feel. 
There once was pedestrian access into Lot L through the Jessie White Reserve (Lot K), but over time this has become 
inaccessible due to overgrowth, the steep grade of the creek’s banks and the erection of fences. (RAG Issues Paper, 
2007). 

Existing maintenance:  
Lots C, H, J, K and L were ceded by the Ranelagh Club to the Council in 1970. The reserves are owned by Council. 
There is evidence of weed removal and revegetation. The presence of weeds becomes less towards, and is substantially 
reduced, at Lot J. Some residents are actively working with Council to manage and conserve the area.  
The ‘Friends of Earimil Creek Reserve’, with the assistance of Council, have been active in promoting and enhancing 
the indigenous flora of the reserve, essentially through a concerted weeding program in two areas on each side of 
Acheron Way.   
Notwithstanding these rehabilitation sites, there is a high degree of weed infestation along the creek line and on the 
upper banks. Some of these weeds exists as monocultures and although there has been, and continues to be, a 
significant effort by both the ‘Friends’ group and Council contractors to control their spread and dominance, they 
represent an ongoing and serious management problem 



RANELAGH ESTATE—CONSERVATION MANAGEMENT PLAN 

182 

Lot L 

Residents’ concerns:  
The general decline of vegetation quality, and the detrimental influences associated with urban development (predation 
by vermin, physical disturbance, adverse hydrological and water quality changes, etc); associated adverse impacts on the 
reserve’s native fauna community. The reserve has lost most of the more sensitive fauna species that would have once 
occupied the creek and its surrounds. Native species now common to the reserve include those that are well adapted to 
disturbance and human occupation such as possums and a variety of birds. However, some of these birds include 
regionally significant species and their presence warrants management decisions directed at enhancing the reserve’s 
habitat values. 

Issues and concerns: 
Dumping of garden waste in reserves. 
Loss of the two entrances to Lot L off Redbourne Av. 
Firebreak. 

Role/significance: 
The reserves have historic significance for the evidence they provide of the garden suburb principles and values, which 
incorporated spaces for active and passive recreation into the estate planning. The reserves have aesthetic significance as 
elements of the natural landscape (dramatic coastal site) that the Griffins’ plan responded to and incorporated and that 
the Griffins’ espoused as part of their conservation ethos. These elements have a bearing on the aesthetic qualities of the 
estate today and reflect the visual and spatial interplay of public and private spaces indicated on the original subdivision 
plan. 
The tract of land adjacent to Earimil Creek has natural values, identified as having biological, landscape and 
geomorphological environmental values. 

Management policy: 

Use: Maintain use for passive recreation.  

Access: Maintain and enhance amenity for pedestrians walking through the reserve. Investigate options for providing 
continuous pedestrian along the Earimil Creek lots, including beach access through the Earimil Creek part of Lot B. 

Landscape character: Conserve and maintain overall landscape character, of native trees in parkland along strip of 
reserve adjacent to private property, with grassy woodland vegetation on the upper slopes and gully woodland 
vegetation on the lower slopes of Earimil Creek.  

Vegetation: Regenerate around existing indigenous vegetation and where planting is needed. Continue revegetation 
activities and weed removal. Encourage indigenous vegetation consistent with grassy woodland vegetation type of 
Earimil Creek’s upper slopes and indigenous vegetation consistent with gully woodland vegetation type for the lower 
slopes. Avoid species or placement of species that block views or obscure the landscape character adjacent to the street 
of native trees in parkland. 

Natural features: Protect creek landform from erosion. Retain natural site contours. Conserve significant fauna, 
habitat and remnant vegetation. 

Cultural features: 

Priorities for action: 
1. Investigate options for reinstating both access paths off Redbourne Av. 
2. Provide training about this conservation management plan and bushland management for residents. This could be 
undertaken in consultation with the Friends of Earimil Creek. 
3. Prepare a strategic and coordinated flora and fauna management plan for all the Earimil Creek lots, including part 
Lot B, Lots C, H, J, K, L, The Peninsula School (former golf course) in consultation with the Friends of Earimil Creek. 
4. Investigate options for continuous public access to the beach along the Earimil Creek lots. 
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Design plan prepared for Ranelagh Estate in 1924 by 
Walter Burley Griffin, Marion Mahony Griffin and 
surveyor Saxil Tuxen (detail), showing Lot L. 

Evidence of regeneration works in Lot L adjacent to 
mown firebreak. 

  

A number of fences are open/transparent, softened 
by vegetation, creating a continuation of park-like 
atmosphere between public and private land. 

An example of solid, unscreened paling fences and 
buildings constructed coincident with the boundary, 
inconsistent with overall landscape character. 

  

Access to Lot L between 6-8 Redbourne Av. is 
blocked by overgrown vegetation. Access to Lot L 
between 34-36 Redbourne Av. (not pictured) is also 
obscured by private garden character. 

Some parts of Lot L (south end) are more strongly 
characterised by a private garden character, 
inconsistent with the significance of the estate. 



LOT L
BUSHLAND RESERVE,
EARIMIL CREEK
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Lot M Inventory 

Lot M 

Name: Lot M Address: Roborough Avenue (rear of properties fronting 
13-61 Roborough Avenue and 152-200 Mount Eliza 
Way) 

System:  
Internal reserve for passive recreation by nearby residents (not only those with adjoining properties). Accessible from 
two ends, per the original Griffin plan, Lot M connects provides through access (for walkers and joggers) a system of 
open space and is used by many residents of the estate. 

Situated on relatively high ground within the estate, Lot M has an enclosed feeling (i.e. no views out) to which the 
mature tree cover and higher rear boundary fences contribute. 

Description:  
From the southern entry off Roborough Avenue Lot M has a relatively open feel, with a mown pathway and character 
of native trees in parkland. Fences are a mixture of solid and transparent, predominantly solid. There is evidence of care 
through mowing, clearing and some gardening—small, introduced shrub plantings (lining entry). Mature eucalypts 
and acacia are the dominant genera. There is one pine tree (Pinus radiata) and a row of cypress trees (former hedge) at 
the northern end. The understorey is predominantly lawn (native and introduced species approx. 50/50). There are 
some large masses of tangled weeds—blackberry, Sweet Pittosporum, agapanthus, Ivy, Mirror Bush, Veldt Grass, Wild 
Watsonia, and other introduced grasses. 

Cultural features: 
The social values assessment (Context 2008) suggests strong social value as place for social interaction for residents 
adjoining Lot M. 

Existing access:  
Publicly accessible and access via gateways in rear fences of some adjoining properties. Through access per original plan. 

Existing maintenance:  
By some residents and Ranelagh Club. 

Residents’ concerns:  
Not all residents contribute to the management or understand its values of Lot M. 
There were two properties where drainage water is passed onto the land and allowed to soak away which in the winter 
times creates unpleasant seepage (north end). Some surrounding residents are using the land as a waste dump with a 
tendency by a few to burn off the waste.151 
One opportunity identified in the RAG Issues Paper is the potential for restoration of Lot M to reflect the original site-
specific natural vegetation of the Mt Eliza native woodland. 

Issues and concerns:  
The Ranelagh Club seeking to divest itself of Lot M152. 
Management. 
The dumping of garden waste and burning off within the reserve. 
Weeds. 
Zoning—Special Use zone. 

Role/significance:  
As evidence of the garden suburb principles and values, which incorporated venues for active and passive recreation, 
gathering and social interaction into the estate planning for use by the community and as part of a larger pedestrian 
open space system. The reserves have aesthetic significance as elements of the natural landscape that the Griffins’ plan 
responded to and incorporated and that the Griffins’ espoused as part of their conservation ethos. These elements have 
a bearing on the aesthetic qualities of the estate today and reflect the visual and spatial interplay of public and private 
spaces indicated on the original subdivision plan. 
Highly valued by the local community (Lot M residents) as a place for passive recreation and social interaction. 

                                                      

151 RAG Issues Paper, February 2007. 
152 Heritage Victoria nomination for Ranelagh Estate, Mount Eliza to the VHR, Attachment 4, 
March 2004 
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Lot M 

Management policy: 

Use: Conserve and maintain use for passive recreation.  

Access: Maintain and enhance amenity for pedestrians walking through the reserve.  

Landscape character: Conserve and maintain the overall landscape character of native trees in parkland, with a mixture 
of indigenous and introduced grasses as understorey. Improve amenity for users and neighbours. 

Vegetation: Planting could improve privacy for adjoining allotments, for users of the reserve, to define pathways 
through the reserve, and screen non-transparent fences. Avoid solid fences. Regenerate around existing indigenous 
vegetation. Where planting is needed, encourage indigenous vegetation consistent with dry schlerophyll open forest 
vegetation type of the mid slopes of the Ranelagh Estate (and central portion of the Mornington Peninsula). Remove 
weeds and introduced species identified as pest plants by MPSC and as noxious weeds in the Catchment and Land 
Protection Act 1994. Consider gradual replacement of introduced grasses with indigenous grasses.  

Cultural features: The Pinus radiata and other conifers (Cupressus macrocarpa hedge at rear of 15 Roborough Av., for 
example), and other gardening with introduced species within Lot M do not form a dominant part of the reserve’s 
landscape character nor contribute to the significant historic themes of Ranelagh Estate. They could be retained or 
removed, and not replaced. 

Priorities for action: 
1. Rezone to ensure the qualities of this reserve are protected. 
2. Remove weeds and introduced plantings.  
3. Promote the values of the reserve and the Ranelagh Estate to all owners of adjoining properties. 
4. Create a cohesive design and management strategy for the reserve and planting in consultation with residents/owners 
of adjoining properties. 
5. Explore options for facilitating new and more appropriate management arrangements, in consultation with residents 
of adjoining allotments, which may include either resumption of management responsibilities by the Shire, or by local 
residents based on the Lot D model 
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Design plan prepared for Ranelagh Estate in 1924 by 
Walter Burley Griffin, Marion Mahony Griffin and 
surveyor Saxil Tuxen (detail), showing Lot M. 

Entrance to Lot M (south end) off Roborough Avenue.  

  

Predominant landscape character of Lot M is native trees 
in parkland, some areas of which comprise native 
grassland understorey.  

Predominant landscape character of Lot M is native trees 
in parkland, some areas of which a mown lawn 
understorey of introduced grasses.  

  

The minority of fence styles are open or screened by 
vegetation. Those that are contribute to the landscape 
character of the reserve. 

An example of solid, unscreened paling fences within Lot 
M, which form intrusive elements to the overall landscape 
character of the reserve. 

 



LOT M
INTERNAL RESERVE
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J.T. Smith Reserve Inventory, and Village Green 

J.T. Smith Reserve 

Name: J. T. Smith Reserve Address: bounded by Ranelagh Drive, and Wimbledon 
Avenue 

System:  
J T Smith reserve is a large traffic island, shown in the design and subdivision plans as a circle, at the entrance to 
Ranelagh Estate. It also serves as a pedestrian thoroughfare and seats suggest it is used  as a place to stop and pause. The 
Village Green is shown on the 1924 design plan as a circular traffic island; it is now an irregularly-shaped park just 
outside the estate entrance. 

Description:  
The J.T. Smith reserve has undergone relatively recent revegetation works and may include remnant vegetation—aerial 
photographs from both 1957 and 1971 show the area of the J.T. Smith Reserve uncleared, with reasonably dense 
vegetation cover, consistent with dry schlerophyll open forest vegetation type of the mid slopes of the Ranelagh Estate 
(and central portion of the Mornington Peninsula).  
There is a feeling of enclosure within the reserve, created by the twisted trunks and coastal form and canopy of the 
mature trees—Coast Tea-tree (Leptospermum laevigatum) and Swamp Gum (Eucalyptus ovata), with an understorey of 
wallaby grass and other native grasses. A row of mature Tuart trees (Eucalyptus gomphocephala) defines the Ranelagh 
Drive edge (north curving fork).  
The reserve/traffic island is triangular in shape with concave curved edges reflecting the curves of the surrounding 
streets, although cadastral plans/boundaries and the original subdivision plan show it as circular. The ‘points’ of the 
triangle are divided off by roads forming separate ‘islands’.  
The car parking along the south fork of Ranelagh Drive is not shown in the original subdivision plan. 
The Village Green has some Australian native and exotic vegetation surrounding an open paved area which has in the 
past served as a place for Anzac Day ceremonies. Like JT Smith reserve, it serves as a pedestrian thoroughfare and 
seats suggest it is used  as a place to stop and pause. It has the character of a small, semi-formal urban park, 
not a natural reserve. 
Cultural features:  
Stone monument / memorial plaque set in stone, which states: 

This memorial was erected in 1973 / to honour John Thomas Smith 1816-1879 / the first settler on this land which he / 
purchased in 1854. He built a cottage / and later a homestead. The bricks in / the panel beside this plaque are from / the 
original cottage. He was seven times / Mayor of Melbourne between 1851 and 1864. 

Seats, pathways, Tuart trees along north fork of Ranelagh Drive (both sides). 

Existing access:  
Generally accessible, as pedestrian thoroughfare.  

Existing maintenance:  
Residents surrounding the J.T. Smith reserve undertake regular maintenance in conjunction with the Council’s 
contractor.  
The other related traffic islands, including the Village Green, are maintained by the Council. 

Residents’ concerns:  
During peak shopping times the J.T. Smith reserve is often used for overflow parking as it is close to the shopping 
precinct and has little or no barriers preventing vehicles from driving onto this reserve. (RAG Issues Paper, February 
2007) 
Overhanging vegetation at edges of reserve obscuring visibility (for drivers). 

Issues and concerns:  
Zoning—Special Use zone. 
Is the J.T. Smith the best place for interpretation of the estate’s history? (Is it a natural stopping point, gathering place?) 

Role/significance:  
As evidence of the garden suburb principles and values, which incorporated venues for active and passive recreation, 
gathering and social interaction into the estate planning for use by the community and as part of a larger pedestrian 
open space system. The traffic islands have aesthetic significance as elements of the natural landscape that the Griffins’ 
plan responded to and incorporated and that the Griffins’ espoused as part of their conservation ethos. These elements 
have a bearing on the aesthetic qualities of the estate today and reflect the visual and spatial interplay of public and 
private spaces indicated on the original subdivision plan. 
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J.T. Smith Reserve 

The remnant vegetation is individually significant. 

The Village Green appears to have been the point from which the Griffin’s set out the geometry of their plan for 
Ranelagh—refer Figure 3.2 

Management policy: 

Use: Conserve and maintain use for passive recreation and social interaction and views. 

Access: Maintain and enhance amenity for pedestrians walking through and driving past the reserve. 

Landscape character: Conserve and maintain overall landscape character of a natural landscape, with the appearance of 
remnant dry schlerophyll open forest vegetation type of the mid slopes of the Ranelagh Estate. Improve the landscaping 
of the Village Green. 

Vegetation: Planting density should be maintained to conserve screening effect of the J.T. Smith Reserve, which 
visually and spatially separates the commercial and residential zones. Planting could be used to further define pathways 
through the reserve. Regenerate around existing indigenous vegetation. Where planting is needed, use species consistent 
with the dry schlerophyll open forest vegetation type of the mid slopes of the Ranelagh Estate (and central portion of 
the Mornington Peninsula). 

Natural features: Conserve and maintain natural landscape and remnant vegetation. 

Cultural features: Conserve and maintain Tuart trees along Ranelagh Drive (north curve). Remove when dangerous or 
dying and replace with the same species. Conserve and maintain the stone memorial. Install interpretive plaques or 
signage to identify that JT Smith reserve and the Village Green represent the entrance to Ranelagh. 

Priorities for action: 
1. Rezone to ensure the qualities of JT Smith reserve are protected. 
2. Investigate and implement unobtrusive153 options for preventing vehicles entering the traffic island. 
3. Explore options for removing the car park and extending the south edge of the reserve, reinstating indigenous 
vegetation and parkland in place of existing car parking. 

 

                                                      

153 Unobtrusive means elements which will not physically or visually interfere with the significant 
landscape character of the J.T. Smith Reserve.  
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Design plan prepared for Ranelagh Estate in 1924 by 
Walter Burley Griffin, Marion Mahony Griffin and 
surveyor Saxil Tuxen (detail), shows the J.T. Smith 
reserve (large circle to the left) and Village Green (small 
circle to the right). 

Pedestrian pathways wind through the J.T. Smith 
reserve, linking Wimbledon Avenue and the 
commercial centre, Mount Eliza shops.  

  

Natural landscape character predominates in the J.T. 
Smith reserve.  

Memorial to J.T. Smith, erected in 1973. The inset 
bricks are noted as being from the former Nyora 
cottage.  

  

 



JT SMITH RESERVE
ROAD RESERVE, TRAFFIC ISLAND
VILLAGE GREEN

LANEWAY ACCESS

ORIGINAL DESIGN
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Lot N Inventory  

119 Wimbledon Av. (Lot N) and South East Water Easement 

Name:  

119 Wimbledon Av. (Lot N) 

South East Water Easement 

Address:  

119 Wimbledon Av.  

Lot 130A, extends from Wimbledon Av. (between 117 
and 119) to Wimborne Av. (between 100 Wimborne Av. 
and 2 Roborough Av.). 

System:  
119 Wimbledon Avenue is a former small neighbourhood reserve indicated in the design plan as a large irregular 
reserve, and on the subdivision plan as a somewhat smaller triangular lot adjacent a drainage easement. Apart from the 
drainage easement and a small triangular widening of the easement adjacent Wimbledon Ave, the remaining land was 
sold for development in 1968. The South East Water Easement adjacent to its west forms part of a larger pedestrian 
system linking the John Butler Reserve and the Mount Eliza shops, to the Jessie White Reserve (Earimil Creek Lots K 
and J). 

Description:  
Located on Wimbledon Avenue, to east of Easement, near to the intersection of Wimbledon and Wimborne Avenues. 
The Easement extends between Wimbledon Av. (between 117 and 119) and Wimborne Av. (between 100 Wimborne 
Av. and 2 Roborough Av.). 

The dimensions of the house lot at 119 Wimbledon Av. (Lot N) are 100 x 150 x 68 feet. 

There is no clear boundary definition between 119 Wimbledon Av. and the easement, and differentiation between 
private garden and publically accessible easement is unclear. Also, vegetation at the north end of the easement (the 
Wimborne Av. end) is quite dense, visually obscuring and discouraging pedestrian entry. Similarly, encroachments 
from the Lot N private garden (garden plants and moveable objects) into the adjacent easement physically obscure and 
discourage pedestrian access.  

Cultural / natural features:  
 

Existing access:  
Public access along the Easement adjacent to 119 Wimbledon Av. is possible but difficult because: 

differentiation between private garden (of 119 Wimbledon Av.) and publically accessible Easement is unclear 

vegetation at the north end of the easement (the Wimborne Av. end) is quite dense, visually obscuring and 
discouraging pedestrian entry 

encroachments from the 119 Wimbledon Av. private garden (garden plants and moveable objects) into the 
adjacent easement physically obscure and discourage pedestrian access. During fieldwork some encroachment onto 
private land was required to bypass moveable objects. 

Existing maintenance:  
A submission from Council, supported by South East Water, to create appropriate boundary delineation between 119 
Wimbledon and the Easement, has recently been sent to the owners. (RAG issues paper.) 

Residents’ concerns:  
Lack of appropriate boundary definition between 119 Wimbledon Av. and Easement and poor public accessibility 
along Easement (RAG issues paper).  

Issues:  
Garden encroachments (plants and moveable objects). 
Access. 
Zoning—Special Uses zone 

Role/significance:  
For the evidence the Easement provides of the garden city/garden suburb principles and values, which incorporated 
spaces such as drainage easements for pedestrian access into the estate planning for use by the community and as part of 
a larger pedestrian open space system. The reserves (and easements) have aesthetic significance as elements of the 
Griffin plan that responded to and incorporated the natural topography and that the Griffins’ espoused as part of their 
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119 Wimbledon Av. (Lot N) and South East Water Easement 

conservation ethos. These elements have a bearing on the aesthetic qualities and amenity values of the estate today and 
reflect the visual and spatial interplay of public and private spaces indicated on the original subdivision plan. 

Management policy: 

Use: Maintain and enhance public accessibility for pedestrian access by residents of and visitors to the Ranelagh Estate  

Access: Improve access and amenity for pedestrians walking through the estate. Investigate options for improving 
access at the north end of the Easement (Wimborne Av.) and clarity between public and private space at the south end 
(adjacent to Lot N, a.k.a. 119 Wimbledon Av.). This should include removal of existing garden encroachments (garden 
plants and moveable objects) from the Easement. 

Landscape character: Retain and enhance a natural landscape character. Improve amenity for pedestrians. 

Vegetation: Planting could improve privacy for adjoining owners, for users of the reserve and to define pathways 
through the reserve. Avoid solid fences. Regenerate around existing indigenous vegetation, remove weeds, and, where 
planting is needed, encourage the use of indigenous coastal vegetation. Avoid species placement that would visually 
discourage and physically obstruct pedestrian access.  

Natural features:  

Cultural features: Undertake appropriate measures to improve pedestrian access along the Easement adjacent to 119 
Wimbledon Av. to recover this aspect of the larger pedestrian access system throughout Ranelagh Estate.  

Priorities for action:  
1. Resolve Council submission, supported by South East Water, to create appropriate boundary delineation between 
119 Wimbledon and the Easement. 
2. Develop management guidelines for residents in adjacent allotments. Guidelines should include a list of appropriate 
vegetation species indigenous to the site, and which would create an effective visual and physical barrier between the 
adjoining private and publically accessible Easement.  
3. Investigate options for improving public accessibility along Easement. 
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Design plan prepared for Ranelagh Estate in 1924 by 
Walter Burley Griffin, Marion Mahony Griffin and 
surveyor Saxil Tuxen (detail), indicating Lot N and 
Easement (circled). Lot G (John Butler Reserve) is located 
in the upper right of image. 

Lot N and Easement located on 1926 subdivision plan 
(detail), shown circled. Lot G (John Butler Reserve) is 
located in the upper right of image. 

 

 

Easement (right of image) with private garden (former Lot 
N), including small fruit trees, on the left of the image. 
The view is looking towards the Wimbledon Av. end of 
the Easement from the Wimborne Av. end. This image 
shows encroachments of garden and gardening 
implements into the Easement contributing to loss of 
clear visual and physical pedestrian access along Easement. 
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APPENDIX E   LIST OF DOCUMENTS RELEVANT TO THE CMP FOR 
THE RANELAGH ESTATE 

Relevant publications (not exhaustive) 
Submission by Mornington Peninsula Shire Council to Heritage Victoria for registration of 
Ranelagh Estate including researched paper on significance of Ranelagh by Dr David Nichols 
entitled “Ranelagh Estate, Mount Eliza”. 

Photocopy of the original illustrated brochure prepared for the sale of house lots in the 
Ranelagh subdivision.(PG) 

“Ranelagh” by Leslie M. Moorhead – MS for a brochure commissioned by the Ranelagh 
Club.(MB) 

“The Early History of Mount Eliza on the Mornington Peninsula”, compiled for the Mt Eliza 
Progress Association, 1926 and reprinted in 1985 with additions by the Mt. Eliza Community 
Association.(MB) 

“Mornington – in the wake of Flinders” by Leslie Moorhead (Historical survey, first published 
in 1971, sponsored by the Shire of Mornington and reprinted in 1980 ) pp. 100-101 and 212-
217.(MB, PG & Library) 

“The Early History of the Mornington Peninsula” by Hunter Rogers - 2nd reprinting 1960, pp 
81 and 83. (MB)   

“The Story of the Ranelagh Estate (Nyora) and the Ranelagh Club of Mount Eliza” Volume 1, 
October 1996 by Marie McMahon (printed for Ranelagh Club).(RC ) 

Environmental Values of Lot B ( document researched by Biosis Research Pty Ltd for Friends 
of Earimil Creek, 16 June 2001).(MB) 

Studies in Australian Garden History (2003) ed. Max Bourke and Colleen Morris, pages 3 - 
20. Recreation, conservation and community: The secret suburban spaces of Walter Burley and 
Marion Mahony Griffin by Robert Freestone and David Nichols.(MB & PG) 

‘Sites of Geological and Geomorphological Significance on the Coast of Port Phillip Bay’, by 
Neville Rosengren, 1988. 

G. Butler, Hastings District Heritage Study, 2001. 

R. Freestone and M. Grubb, ‘The Melbourne Metropolitan Town Planning Commission, 
1922-30’, in Journal of Australian Studies, June 1998. 

Donald Leslie Johnson The Architecture of Walter Burley Griffin, Macmillan, South Melbourne, 
Victoria, 1977. 

Dustin Griffin (ed.), The writings of Walter Burly Griffin, Cambridge University Press, Port 
Melbourne, Vic., 2008 

Background material on the Griffins in Australia 
Building for Nature: Walter Burley Griffin and Castlecrag. (1994 – Walter Burley Griffin 
Society)(MB) 

Walter Burley Griffin Society Inc. - Website - www.griffinsociety.org 

Walter Burley Griffin – Landscape Architect by Peter Harrison (ed. Robert Freestone) 
National Library of Australia 1995. (See p. 58).(PG) 

The Griffins in Australia and India. (1998) ed. Jeff Turnbull and Peter Navaretti.(MB & PG) 
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Other council projects 
Earimil Creek Fire Management Plan including Landscape Management Plan 

Mt Eliza Foreshore Fire Management Plan (pending) 

Mt Eliza Foreshore Reserve Coastal Management Plan 

Mornington Peninsula Shire Street Tree Policy  

Foreshore Advisory Committee 

John Butler Reserve Landscape Plan 

Howard Parker Reserve Master Plan 

Study commissioned by Mornington Peninsula Shire Council of “Fauna and Flora of Earimil 
Creek”. 

Other Griffin estates heritage plans and guidelines 

Banyule (Mt Eagle and Glenard Estates) 
www.banyule.vic.gov.au  see Planning 

Heritage Guidelines for the Glenard Estate 

Heritage guidelines for the Mount Eagle Estate (both prepared by an architectural historian) 

Neighbourhood Character Strategy–Garden Suburban Precincts 7&8 

Banyule Heritage Places Study – Francesca Jackson and Meredith Dobbie (available from 
Banyule City Council & MB) 

Griffin's Visionary Estates by Francesca Jackson and Meredith  Dobbie. Landscape Australia 
4/1999. (MB) 

Planning controls and associated documents 
Willoughby, NSW ( Castlecrag and surrounds) 

www.willoughby.nsw.gov.au see Planning section 

Willoughby Development Control Plan 

Part D – Specific Controls for Residential Development - Page  D11  WDCP – Locality 2. 
Castlecrag 

Part H – Planning Scheme Controls for Heritage Items and Heritage Conservation Areas.  

H.1 and 2 General – guidelines in regards to conservation controls 

H.3(2) Controls for specific areas Part F. Castlecrag (pp. H41 to H46) 

Conservation and Management Plan – Castlecrag.(MB, DD & PG) 
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APPENDIX F   OVERLAY CONTROLS WITHIN RANELAGH 
Table 5.3 – Overlay controls 

Overlay Applies to? Permit requirements 

DDO2 
Bayside and 
Village Design 

All land within 
Ranelagh except for 
the foreshore reserve, 
commercial area 
zoned Business 1, 
and land on the 
north-west side of 
Rendlesham Avenue 
and Rosserdale 
Crescent included in 
DDO3. 

A permit is not required for a single dwelling, dwelling 
extension, outbuilding or dependent persons unit, but 
only if the general requirements in the schedule are met. 
General requirements, which may be varied with a 
permit include building heights, setbacks and building 
materials. A specific control requires all buildings to be 
setback at least 10m from land within a PPRZ, PCRZ or 
Road zone. 
Mandatory requirements that cannot be varied with a 
permit include a maximum building height for dwellings 
of 8m containing no more than two storeys, and no more 
than two dwellings for every 1300 sq. metres of site area. 
For subdivisions an average lot size of 1300 sq. metres is 
specified. This cannot be varied with a permit except in 
certain circumstances including (amongst other things) 
where the subdivision is in conjunction with an 
application for more than one dwelling on a lot and for 
realignment of boundaries between lots). 

DDO3 
Coast and 
Landscape 
Design 

Includes land 
generally on the 
north-west side of 
Rendlesham Avenue 
and Rosserdale 
Crescent. 

A permit is not required for a single dwelling, dwelling 
extension, outbuilding or dependent persons unit, but 
only if the general requirements in the schedule are met. 
General requirements, which may be varied with a 
permit include building heights, setbacks and building 
materials, siting on a slope of less than 20% and not 
locating buildings on a ridge. 
A specific set back requirement applies to lots with 
frontage to Rendlesham Avenue, Rosserdale Crescent and 
Canadian Bay Road that requires buildings to be set back 
from any boundary that adjoins a Special Use Zone at 
least 10 metres or the average of setbacks on adjoining 
lots, whichever is greater. 
Mandatory requirement that cannot be varied with a 
permit include a maximum building height for dwellings 
of 8m containing no more than two storeys, and not 
more than one dwelling on a lot. 
For subdivisions an average lot size of 1500 sq. metres is 
specified. This cannot be varied with a permit except 
when (amongst other things) realigning the boundary 
between existing lots. 

HO All reserves, road 
reserves and other 
land included in the 
VHR registration 
Individual places 
identified in the HO 
schedule (see section 
4.2) 

The Heritage Overlay requires a permit for most 
buildings and works, demolition and subdivision. 
A planning permit is not required for any land that is 
included within the Victorian Heritage Register as the 
permit requirements under the Heritage Act 1995 as 
outlined above apply. Heritage Victoria is required to 
notify Mornington Peninsula Shire before making a 
decision. 
A planning permit is required for all buildings and works, 
including tree removal and external painting of buildings 
on land included within the Heritage Overlay that is not 
within the extent of registration of the VHR listing. In 
considering an application, Council must have regard to 
the purpose of the HO as well as the decision guidelines 
in Clause 43.01. 
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Overlay Applies to? Permit requirements 

VPO1 
Township 
vegetation 

The whole of 
Ranelagh 

The purpose of VPO1 is to protect, enhance and 
regenerate areas of significant vegetation, to ensure that 
development minimises loss of vegetation and to 
recognise vegetation protection areas as locations of 
special significance, natural beauty.  
The basis for the VPO1 notes that 
There are many residential areas within the Mornington 
Peninsula’s where substantial vegetation cover, rather than 
built form, is the dominant visual and environmental 
feature. 
In these areas, the impression is of buildings within a 
landscape rather than that of landscaping around buildings. 
This balance between natural or introduced vegetation and 
built form contributes substantially to local character. 
A permit is required to remove vegetation. Permit 
exemptions include: 

The removal of vegetation carried out in 
conjunction with a development approved under a 
planning permit and in accordance with an endorsed 
plan 
The removal of vegetation necessary for the 
construction of a dwelling, dwelling extension or 
outbuilding where no planning permit is required 
and where a building permit has been granted for 
the proposed development, vegetation is only 
removed from the building footprint or within 2 
metres of the proposed building, no tree with a 
trunk circumference greater than 0.35 metres is 
removed within 6 metres of a road frontage, and 
The removal of vegetation to enable the formation 
of a single crossing and access driveway with a 
maximum width of 3.7 metres.  
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