
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Our Ref: 3464.000 

 

 

25 October 2016 

 

Ms Grace Brown 

Urbis 

Level 12, 120 Collins Street 

Melbourne  

Victoria 3000 

 

Re: 1-9 Moreland Road, Coburg – Cultural Heritage Statutory Obligations 

 

 

Dear Grace, 

 

I am writing in response to your request for an investigation into the cultural heritage 

statutory obligations regarding land situated at 1-9 Moreland Road, Coburg (Map 1). This 

land is currently proposed for rezoning from an Industrial Zone 3 to Commercial 2 Zone 

and Mixed Use Zone. Following the re-zoning, concept plans show that the works will 

include the construction of apartment buildings and retail premises (Map 2). 

 

This summary focuses on the obligations required under the Aboriginal Heritage Act 2006 

and Heritage Act 1995. It has also included a review of the Victorian Aboriginal Heritage 

Register (VAHR) and Heritage Victoria’s Online Database (HERMES) for previously 

recorded sites and relevant reports, and a soil profile assessment.  

 

The advice contained in this letter, which is based on our interpretation of the Aboriginal 

Heritage Act 2006, the Aboriginal Heritage Regulations 2007 and the Heritage Act 1995 is 

considered to be true and accurate. This letter is not legal advice. 

 

 

ABN 12 151 540 662 

 

PO Box 776 

Beaconsfield, Vic 3807 

 

Beaconsfield Office: (03) 9769 7765 

Port Melbourne Office: (03) 9676 9009 

enquiries@tardisenterprises.com.au 

www.aatardis.com.au 
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Map 1  Map of Activity Area (red) within Legislated Area of Cultural Heritage Sensitivity (green) (GeoVic) 
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Map 2  Concept Plan (Courtesy of Urbis)
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Aboriginal Cultural Heritage:  

 

Cultural Heritage Management Plan Triggers 

 

A Cultural Heritage Management Plan must be prepared in circumstances involving both: 

 

1) Activities to be completed on land within or partially within a legislated area of 

Aboriginal cultural heritage sensitivity, as described in the Aboriginal Heritage 

Regulations 2007 (Part 2, Division 3); and 

 

2) Activities considered being high impact under the Aboriginal Heritage Regulations 

2007 (Part 2, Division 5). 

 

If only one of these two conditions applies to the proposal, then the preparation of a 

mandatory Cultural Heritage Management Plan is not triggered. 

 

A Cultural Heritage Management Plan is also required if the Minister directs a Cultural 

Heritage Management Plan to be prepared (s48, Aboriginal Heritage Act 2006) or if an 

Environmental Effects Statement is required (s49, Aboriginal Heritage Act 2006). Neither of 

these conditions is known to currently exist. 

 

It is an offence under Section 46 of the Aboriginal Heritage Act 2006 to carry out an activity 

for which a mandatory Cultural Heritage Management Plan is required, prior to obtaining 

an approved Cultural Heritage Management Plan. 

 

Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Register and Information System (ACHRIS) 

 

A search of the Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Register and Information System (ACHRIS) 

database has revealed that there are no registered Aboriginal heritage places within the 

activity area or within 50m of its boundaries (Map 1).  

 

Previous Assessments 

 

There have been no previous Cultural Heritage Management Plans relevant to the activity 

area.  

 

The activity area has not previously been subject to archaeological survey. 

 

High Impact Activities 

 

Re-zoning land from Industrial 3 Zone to Commercial 2 Zone and Mixed Use Zone is not 

considered to be a high impact activity pursuant to the Aboriginal Heritage Regulations 

2007. Although definitive plans are not available for the use of land following re-zoning of 

the activity area, there are concept plans to construct retail premises and apartment 

buildings (Map 2). These works are considered to be high impact activities under 

Regulations 43 and 45 of the Aboriginal Heritage Regulations 2007: 
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43 Buildings and works for specified uses 

 

(1) The construction of a building or the construction or carrying out of works on land is a 

high impact activity if the construction of the building or the construction or carrying 

out of works – 

(a) would result in significant ground disturbance; and 

(b) is for or associated with the use of the land for any one or more of the following 

purposes – 

(xx) a retail premises. 

 

And, 

 

45 Dwellings 

 

(1) The construction of three or more dwellings on a lot or allotment is a high impact 

activity. 

(2) The carrying out of works for three or more dwellings on a lot or allotment is a high 

impact activity… 

 

Therefore, following re-zoning and prior to commencing the aforementioned development, 

if the activity area lies within a legislated area of Aboriginal cultural heritage sensitivity, a 

mandatory Cultural Heritage Management Plan is required. 

 

In summary: 

 

 Re-zoning from Industrial 3 Zone to Commercial 2 and Mixed Use 2 Zones is not a 

high impact activity and does not trigger a Cultural Heritage Management Plan. 

 Commercial and residential development are high impact activities and are a 

trigger for a mandatory Cultural Heritage Management Plan. 

 

Culturally Sensitive Areas 

 

An examination of the Department of Premier and Cabinet culturally sensitive areas (Map 

1) via the GeoVic online mapping application and the Aboriginal Heritage Regulations 

2007 shows that the activity area is located within 200 metres of the Merri Creek, and 

therefore does lie within a legislated area of Aboriginal cultural heritage sensitivity: 

 

23 Waterways 

 

(1) Subject to subregulation (2), a waterway or land within 200 metres of a 

waterway is an area of cultural heritage sensitivity. 

(2) If part of a waterway or part of the land within 200 metres of a waterway has 

been subject to significant ground disturbance, that part is not an area of 

cultural heritage sensitivity. 

 

Therefore, commercial and residential development in the activity area will require a 

mandatory Cultural Heritage Management Plan unless significant ground disturbance can 

be proven. 
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Significant Ground Disturbance 

 

Regulation 23(2) states that if the sensitive land has been subject to significant ground 

disturbance, then that part is not considered an area of cultural heritage sensitivity. The 

Aboriginal Heritage Regulations 2007 define significant ground disturbance as 

‘disturbance of the topsoil or surface rock layer of the ground by machinery in the course 

of grading, excavating, digging, dredging or deep ripping’ (Regulation 4). Topsoil is not a 

geological term, but rather a common name used in a gardening context. The definition 

and reference for 'topsoil' is as follows: 

 

A1 horizon is the surface soil and is generally referred to as topsoil. It has an 

accumulation of organic matter, a darker colour and maximum biological activity 

relative to other horizons. This is usually the most useful part of the soil for plant growth 

and re-vegetation. It is typically from 5 to 30cm thick. 

 

(Murphy B.W. & Murphy C.L. 2000. The Soil Profile. In: Soils: Their Properties and 

Management 2nd Edition. Edited by: Charman P.E.V & Murphy B.W. Oxford, Oxford 

University Press. 70-82). 

 

Aboriginal Victoria’s Practice Note: Significant Ground Disturbance states that the burden 

of proving significant ground disturbance is the responsibility of the applicant (Appendix 

1). It outlines four levels of investigation in which significant ground disturbance may be 

proven, these include: 

 

1)  Common knowledge, 

2)  Publicly available records, 

3)  Further information from the applicant, 

4)  Expert advice. 

 

Significant ground disturbance would need to be demonstrated for the entire area of land 

that falls within legislated culturally sensitive areas (Map 1) for the activity area to be 

deemed as not culturally sensitive under the Aboriginal Heritage Act 2006. In this case, 

expert advice was utilised. 

 

Geomorphology 

 

The activity area lies across Early Pleistocene aged (2.3-2.28 Ma BP) Newer Volcanic 

Group rocks (Geological Survey of Victoria 1974; Hills 1975). The unit is comprised of low 

viscosity, ropy olivine basalt, and was likely derived from both Mount Fraser and Tullochs 

Hill to the north near Beveridge and Craigieburn (Schleiger 1988). These basalt flows were 

erupted onto an existing erosional surface expressed as broad, deep valleys, with the 

basalt filling them and displacing the local creeks and rivers (Joyce et al. 2003; Schleiger 

1988). Following the end of the eruptive period approximately 2.28 million years ago, the 

Merri Creek has incised deeply along the edges of the basalt flow into the valley it currently 

occupies. 

 

Post-Contact, the Merri Creek valley was used as an open drain and the surrounding 

vegetation removed for first agriculture, and then industrialisation (Howes 2004). 
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Numerous quarries were established along the banks, particularly where basalt was 

present, and once the supply had been exhausted, were transformed into garbage tips or 

parks (Historica 2010). Factories and other industrial developments tended to abut very 

close to the stream banks, as they used the creek as a drain, and typically flooded during 

high flows (Howes 2004). Downstream of the activity area on the southern side of 

Moreland Road, historical photographs from 1945 show the creek being artificially 

modified, with a natural meander that had been mapped on earlier geological maps being 

replaced with a straight channel (Aerial Survey of Victoria 1946-1947; Selwyn 1859). This 

modification would have increased the velocity of the stream, causing it to further incise 

into its channel. The land around the old stream meander is now occupied by a golf 

course. 

 

The natural soil profiles expected on the Newer Volcanic Group basalt are generally thin 

due to their young age, and have a high clay content because of the in situ weathering of 

feldspar minerals. The thin A horizon is comprised of dark grey silty clay overlying a B 

horizon of black cracking clay (Figure 1) (Northcote et al. 1975). Rounded basalt floaters 

commonly occur within the clay horizon (Figure 1). 

 

 

 

Figure 1 Expected natural soil profiles (Northcote et al. 1975) 
 

Land Use History (1830-Present) 

 

Charles Grimes first observed the area around the Merri Creek in 1803, and described it 

as thinly wooded, rocky and containing stiff clay soils (Preston 1989). Coburg was first 

surveyed by Hoddle in 1837, who marked out allotments for the Jika Jika Parish on a grid 

system, with a significant proportion of the lots fronting water around Merri Creek 

(Department of Lands & Survey 1837-1850; Hubbard 1991). These allotments were sold 

between 1839 and 1840 (Historica 2010). Robert Fleming, a carter and licensee of the 

Edinburg Castle Hotel in Melbourne, was noted to have occupied the allotment covering 

the activity area from this period onward (Department of Lands & Survey 1837-1850; 

Historica 2010; Noone 1884). The predominance of strip allotments in the parish 

encouraged the development of an east-west based road system, with Sydney Road 

being the main north-south road for a long time (Historica 2010). In efforts to make the 

land suitable for farming and housing, vegetation was stripped from along the banks of 

the Merri Creek and the surrounding lands (Preston 1989). Despite this, early settlers 

found it difficult to inhabit the area due to the frequent floods that destroyed market 

gardens and buildings along the Merri Creek (Historica 2010; Preston 1989). This 



 

 

 Archaeology At Tardis  heritage advisors 8 

encouraged settlers to fill the low areas of the landscape with fill to build it above the reach 

of the flood waters (Preston 1989). Because of the frequent flooding, land prices were low 

around the creek. This prompted increased expansion and development along the banks, 

and in some cases, the development reached the very edges of the creek (Preston 1989).  

 

The parish of Jika Jika was known for its bluestone quarries, with the spread of quarrying 

occurring first in Brunswick before moving into Coburg in the 1850s as Brunswick became 

more densely developed (Historica 2010). Many quarries were excavated along the Merri 

Creek, with much of the material being used in buildings and for roads and gutters 

(Historica 2010). Brick making industries were also growing in the area, although this was 

concentrated in Brunswick, with a number of pits being dug to extract clay (Historica 

2010). When these resources were exhausted, it was common for the pits to be filled with 

rubbish or turned into parklands (Historica 2010; Preston 1989). This widespread 

availability of building resources facilitated the Land Boom of the late 1800s when a large 

proportion of middle suburbs around Melbourne were consolidated and developed 

(Gillespie 2008; Historica 2010). During this period, the number of houses built tripled in 

Coburg (Historica 2010). The boom lasted from 1883 to 1889 when the market collapsed 

as a result of a drop in confidence in the intense speculation that had fuelled the boom 

(Gillespie 2008). Melbourne then experienced an economic depression that would take 

decades to recover from (Gillespie 2008). 

 

The expansion of the road network in the 1860s and the opening of the Upfield railway line 

in 1884 prompted a boom in the manufacturing industry in both Brunswick and Coburg 

(Historica 2010). A longstanding failure to provide a sufficient buffer between development 

and the Merri Creek resulted in the stream becoming an open sewer for refuse given that 

sewerage had not been installed, and would not until the early 1900s (Historica 2010; 

Preston 1989). Furthermore, electricity would not reach Coburg until 1914 (Historica 2010). 

Despite these limitations, the manufacturing industry thrived in Coburg up until the 1970s 

when a nation-wide decline in these industries saw the closure of many factories.  

 

The Activity Area: 

 

The activity area lies across the same footprint as the Spicers Paper Mills factory (Historica 

2010; VHD 2008). This factory on Moreland Road was a significant part of the Post-World 

War 1 industrial landscape, with the company buying the land in the 1920s. The land had 

previously been vacant, with a quarry, which had been converted into a sporting field 

located on the land directly to the west (Bryce Raworth Pty Ltd 2015; MMBW 1918). The 

tender for construction of the original building was accepted in 1940, with construction 

beginning in the same year, and finished in 1943 (Plate 1 & 2) (The Age 1940; Bryce 

Raworth Pty Ltd 2015). An article in The Age in 1940 indicates that prior to construction, 

there had also been a quarry on the site, which reduced the excavation work (The Age 

1940). The original building was constructed in the Dutch Modernist style, and was 

comprised of an office building and a saw-toothed factory (Plates 2 & 3) (VHD 2008). The 

office building was made of cream brick while the factory had red brick walls and asbestos 

roofing (VHD 2008).  

 

Following the downturn of manufacturing in Australia from the 1970s onwards, centres of 

manufacturing began to close and restructure (Historica 2010; Vines & Churchward 1992). 
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The Spicers Paper Mills closed in the 1980s, whereupon the factory and the surrounding 

land was significantly modified (VHD 2008). Currently, only the office building is 

considered to have any historical integrity despite the cream brick façade having been 

covered with black render (Bryce Raworth Pty Ltd 2015). The factory building has had the 

saw-toothed roofing removed and replaced, while an elevated car park was installed post 

1980 on the eastern side of the building. Installation and upgrade of gas and water mains 

have since occurred, as well as installation of drains within the raised car park. 

 

Historical land use of the area for this location can be summarised as: 

 

 Initial vegetation clearance; 

 High erosion and deposition rates; 

 Industrialisation, quarrying and dumping of fill along Merri Creek banks;  

 Factory construction; 

 Factory modification & car park construction; and 

 Installation of underground services. 

 

 
 
Plate 1 1940-1943 photograph of Spicers Paper Mills during construction 

(Courtesy State Library of Victoria) 
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Plate 2 1943 historical photograph of Spicers Paper Mills factory and office 
building facing northwest (Courtesy State Library of Victoria) 

 

 
 

Plate 3 1946-7 historical aerial photograph of activity area showing original 
Spicers Paper Mills factory (Aerial Survey of Victoria) 

 

Site Inspection & Geomorphological Investigation 
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A site inspection was carried out by Karen Kapteinis (Archaeology At Tardis) on the 3
rd

 

October, 2016 of the entire activity area. Also included was an inspection of the land 

directly to the east of the activity area within the Merri Creek reserve (Map 1). At this 

inspection, five auger holes were completed in areas considered least disturbed/modified 

using an 8cm diameter hand auger (Figures 2-3). These auger holes were carried out to 

inform the soil profile analysis of the activity area. All five auger holes were completed in 

the garden beds of the car park within the activity area, as these were the only accessible 

locations of exposed soil. 

 

The activity area is comprised of an industrial allotment containing a large warehouse with 

an attached 1940s office building and a raised car park with garden beds (Figure 2; Plates 

4-5). The car park has been raised by approximately 2m above the natural level of the 

landscape to create a flat surface, and runs the entire length of the warehouse (Plate 6). A 

concrete retaining wall has been constructed along the eastern boundary of the activity 

area to increase the ground level, and there is evidence of disturbed clay B horizon 

sediment at the base of the wall (Plates 7-8). Underground services are located within the 

raised car park, and include gas and water drains (Plate 9). There is a rear access area at 

the northern end of the activity area which connects to Moore Street. There is no area of 

natural ground level within the activity area that has not been modified. 

 

 

 

Plate 4 

 

View of original 1940s 

office building facing east 
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Plate 5 

 

View of raised car park 

with garden beds facing 

south 

 

 

 

Plate 6 

 

View of raised car park on 

eastern side of factory 

showing increase in 

elevation facing north 

 

Plate 7 

 

View of concrete retaining 

wall built to elevate factory 

car park facing west 
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Plate 8 

 

View of disturbed clay B 

horizon sediment near 

base of retaining wall 

 

 

Plate 9 

 

Evidence of underground 

gas mains along southern 

boundary of activity area 

facing southeast 

 

Table 1 Auger hole logs and corresponding formation conditions 

 

Auger 

Hole 

Soil Profile 

1 0-5cm: dry, weak, very dark brown silty sand fill 

5-34cm: moist, strong, dark brown sandy clay fill with angular rocks 

34cm+: angular rock 

2 0-5cm: dry, weak, brown sandy silt fill 

5-36cm: dry, weak, pale brown silty sand fill  

36-54cm: dry, very strong, black clay fill with angular rocks 

54cm+: angular rock 

3 0-4cm: dry, weak, brown sandy silt fill 

4-29cm: dry, weak, pale brown silty sand fill with angular rocks 

29cm+: large concrete fragment 

4 0-6cm: dry, weak, brown sandy silt fill 



 

 

 Archaeology At Tardis  heritage advisors 14 

6-33cm: dry, weak, pale brown sandy clay fill with angular rocks 

33cm+: angular rock 

5 0-22cm: moist, firm, dark grey silty sand fill 

22-41cm: moist, very strong, black clay fill with angular rocks 

41cm+: angular rock 

 

All of the auger holes identified the presence of rocky fill (Table 1; Figure 3). This material 

was used to raise the ground level of the car park within the activity area, and is comprised 

of sandy silt, silty sand and sandy clay overlying angular basalt rocks ranging in size 

between 2cm and 10cm in size. These basalt rocks were not considered to be natural due 

to their very angular nature; unmodified rocks are generally rounded. 

 

Due to the presence of rocky fill in the auger holes, it was not possible to reach a sterile 

base. Therefore, evidence from historical photographs, georeferenced contour data from 

1970-1985, and information from the surrounding landscape was utilised to determine if 

significant ground disturbance could be proven. The exposure of disturbed clay sediment 

(B horizon material) near the base of the eastern boundary retaining wall shows that it is 

very likely that the original quarry activities within and around the activity area, and then the 

works to prepare the land for construction of the car park stripped the topsoil (Plate 8). 

This clay sediment can be located along a significant length of the retaining wall. Historical 

photographs also show the degree of ground disturbance caused in the process of 

constructing the original factory and office building of Spicers Paper Mills (Plate 1). Given 

the scale of the works that have occurred within the activity area since settlement, 

machinery would have been used to complete the works. That the activity area has been 

subject to significant ground disturbance by mechanical excavation is further supported 

by a comparison of current contour elevations to the 1-5m Melbourne Metropolitan 

contour data collected between 1970 and 1985. This data showed that the ground level, 

and by extension the topsoil and any potential historical material associated with the 

1940s period, immediately surrounding the activity area has been removed and lowered 

by approximately 1-2m (DEPI 2007). This removal of the topsoil probably occurred during 

construction of the factory and the car park. 

 

The disturbance within the activity area can be summarised as: 

 

 Initial vegetation clearance; 

 High erosion and deposition rates; 

 Industrialisation, quarrying and dumping of fill along Merri Creek banks;  

 Factory construction; 

 Factory modification  

 Car park land preparation and construction; and 

 Installation and upgrade of underground services. 
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Figure 2 Landscape plan of activity area  
 

 
 
Figure 3 Stratigraphic representation of auger hole logs 
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Statutory Obligations under the Aboriginal Heritage Act 2006 

 

The above checks demonstrate that, under conditions of the Aboriginal Heritage Act 2006, 

the proposed re-zoning and subsequent development at 1-9 Moreland Road, Coburg 

does not require the preparation of a mandatory Cultural Heritage Management Plan:  

 

 Re-zoning from Industrial 3 Zone to Commercial 2 and Mixed Use 2 Zones is not a 

high impact activity and does not trigger a Cultural Heritage Management Plan; 

 

 Commercial and residential development are high impact activities and are a 

trigger for a mandatory Cultural Heritage Management Plan; 

 

 Although the activity area is mapped within an area of cultural heritage sensitivity, 

significant ground disturbance has been demonstrated, and the activity area is no 

longer an area of cultural heritage sensitivity; and 

 

 Therefore, without possessing land considered to be culturally sensitive, a 

mandatory Cultural Heritage Management Plan is not required. 

 

Historic Cultural Heritage: 

 

Statutory Obligations under the Heritage Act 1995 

 

All historic sites are protected under the Heritage Act 1995 which states that appropriate 

Consents or Permits must be obtained before any historic site is disturbed and that all 

historic sites must be reported to the Executive Director of the Heritage Council. Any 

archaeological site older than 50 years is considered to have potential archaeological 

value under the Heritage Act 1995.  

 

A search of Heritage Victoria’s Online Database (HERMES) (Map 3) has revealed that 

there are no previously recorded historical sites within the activity area.  

 

There is one Moreland City Council Heritage Overlay applicable to the activity area. The 

Spicers Paper Mills (HO117) overlay is comprised of the office building and factory and 

most of the land surrounding the buildings (Map 3; Appendix 2). The factory is considered 

to be a remnant of the Interwar industrial landscape, with the land having been acquired 

by Spicers and Detmold Pty Ltd in the 1920s. Construction of the building and factory 

began in 1940 and finished in 1943 (Bryce Raworth Pty Ltd 2015). The building was 

designed by architects Carleton and Carleton in association with Oakley and Parkes in the 

Dutch Modernist style, and was comprised of an office building and a saw-toothed factory 

(VHD 2008). The office building was made of cream brick with black trim while the factory 

had red brick walls and asbestos roofing (VHD 2008). During operation, it produced 

stationary and envelopes as opposed to paper as the name implies (Bryce Raworth Pty 

Ltd 2015). A loading dock was added to the western side of the office building in the 

1960s, partially obscuring the original facade (Bryce Raworth Pty Ltd 2015). Following the 

closure of the Spicers Paper Mills at the site, it was sold and modified extensively. The 

asbestos saw-tooth factory roof was removed and replaced with a more recent roof, while 
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the brickwork of both the factory and office building were covered with black render. The 

factory was expanded in size, and a car park was added on to the eastern side of the 

building. 

 

Despite the extensive modification, the office building is considered to be in good 

condition, and is listed as being integral to the cultural significance of City of Moreland as 

a whole (Allom Lovell & Associates 1999). However, a report by Bryce Raworth Pty Ltd 

(2015) regarding the re-zoning of 1-9 Moreland Road recommended that the Heritage 

Overlay be modified to exclude the factory building given that it had been modified so 

extensively that it no longer resembled the original fabric of the building, and that the 

council heritage overlay did not include the factory building (Bryce Raworth Pty Ltd 2015). 

 

The Moreland City Council Schedule to the Heritage Overlay notes only that external paint 

controls apply to this structure (Appendix 2). Therefore, should this overlay be impacted by 

any future works following the re-zoning, the appropriate Permits from Moreland City 

Council will be required. 

 

 

 

Map 3  Map of Activity Area (red) (HERMES) 
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Summary 

 

This investigation has reviewed the statutory obligations associated with both the 

Aboriginal Heritage Act 2006 and the Heritage Act 1995. The proposed re-zoning and 

subsequent development at 1-9 Moreland Road, Moreland does not require the 

preparation of a mandatory Cultural Heritage Management Plan: 

 

 Re-zoning from Industrial 3 Zone to Commercial 2 and Mixed Use 2 Zones is not a 

high impact activity and does not trigger a Cultural Heritage Management Plan; 

 

 Commercial and residential development are high impact activities and are a 

trigger for a mandatory Cultural Heritage Management Plan; 

 

 Although the activity area is mapped within an area of cultural heritage sensitivity, 

significant ground disturbance has been demonstrated, and the activity area is no 

longer an area of cultural heritage sensitivity; and 

 

 Therefore, without possessing land considered to be culturally sensitive, a 

mandatory Cultural Heritage Management Plan is not required. 

 

As one Moreland City Council Planning Scheme Heritage Overlay is located within the 

activity area (HO117: Spicers Paper Mills), the sponsor must apply to Moreland City 

Council for the appropriate Permits prior to carrying out any works within this HO area. 

 

If during any stage of the development any suspected heritage items are exposed, then 

the contractor should call Archaeology at Tardis to assess the find and make any 

necessary management arrangements.  

 

There are no further historic archaeological or heritage matters that need to be addressed 

prior to the works commencing. 

 

We hope this assists with clarification of legal obligations in relation to the above-

mentioned project.  

 

 

Yours Sincerely, 

 

 

 

Karen Kapteinis 

Cultural Heritage Advisor 
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APPENDIX 2: MORELAND CITY COUNCIL HERITAGE CITATION – HO117 
SPICERS PAPER MILL 
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