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The architectural competition for Victoria's State Public 
Offices deserves full documentation. First, as a breakthrough 
for private architects into the field of large-scale public 
buildings — until now the almost exclusive preserve of the 
arch] branch of the Department of Works (Vic) — a 
breakthrough which should invigorate private practices and 
set ideals of ach'I quality that will give spur to the 
imaginative talents latent in the D of W enclave. Second, 
as a limited competition; with a procedure for selecting 
architects that was not altogether satisfactory as it was 
never quite clear upon what basis the chosen group were 
picked. Initially, any architect registered in the State of 
Victoria was permitted to register his name, with some 
account of experience and qualifications to ensure suit-
ability for completing the work if awarded first prize. 
Seventy five architects or arch'I firms submitted their 
names and from these, twelve were given £1,000 cash, 
plus £300 for a model, a set of the competition conditions 
and permission to submit a design. Naturally, only estab- 

View looking North from Treasury Place. 

March I, 1963. 

lished arch'I firms of proven reputation and competence 
were selected and the prospect of a highly unusual but 
unbuildable or expensive design winning the first award was 
intentionally reduced. Third, the competition entries them-
selves; which need more thorough analysis than is possible 
in C-S space. What follows in this and next month's issue 
should not be accounted as complete arch'I criticism, but 
merely snippets of opinion based on a visual inspection of 
the display of models and drawings, held in the National 

Gallery (Melb). Coming from the cream of Melb's architec-

tural Establishment, the designs submitted were, for the most 
part, solidly main-stream modern. Two aberrations were the 

entry by Oakley & Parkes and Partners, and one of the 

Stephenson and Turner entries; each trying very hard to 

follow opposing trends and to produce a "unique" architect-

ural form. Executed with admirable daring, both these 

designs lacked the formal and obvious control of the more 

conservative majority. 

Aerial view, looking North-East. 

Aerial view, MacArthur Street in foreground. 

The first prize (£5,000) and commission as architects for 
the job, was won by Yuncken Freeman, architects. Un-
doubtedly a gracious, even genteel design, in beautifully pro-
portioned and refined contemporary classicism. (Roy Grounds 
was so thrilled with it that he wrote to the Melbourne 
"Age":" 	. the designers have not only preserved and 
enhanced the setting for our distinguished 19th century 
Treasury Building; they have demonstrated beyond doubt 
that, in the hands of sensitive and creative designers, the 
architecture of our own time has matured without loss of 
vitality." A rare enough example of one architect congratu-
lating another in public to be worth recording.) To the south, 
between the Old and New Treasury Buildings is a six-storey 

View looking North along MacArthur Street. 
Photos: Wolfgang Sievers. 

block with an internal courtyard, centred by a services and 
toilet block connected by corridors to the outer ring of 
offices. A carefully reticent link joins this building to a 
12-storey tower diagonally placed on the MacArthur Street 
frontage. Without wishing to cavil unnecesarily, some of 
the planning aspects of the winning scheme are suspect 

e.g., the 6-storey block does not leave much space between 
itself and the existing buildings, and for its height the 
internal court is narrow, so that it seems doubtful whether 
office workers on the lower floors of both old and new 

buildings will get much effective daylight. 
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View looking East rom MacArthur Street. Photo Mark Strizic. 

Plan 

The second prize (£2,500) entry by MacKay & Potter, 
architects, adhered most rigidly of all the competitors 
to the arrangement indicated by the Conditions of the 
Competition. The 10 storey block is located symmetrically 
between the two Treasury Buildings, therefore inevitably 
looming over the Oid Treasury to close the eastwards vista 
along Collins St., an unhappy prospect no matter how well-
conceived in elevation. (As it turned out, this location for 
the 10 storey block was not mandatory, although few 
competitors were as audacious as Yuncken Freeman in 
placing the taller block in the north rather than the 
south portion of the site.) The five-storey block sways back 
from MacArthur Street and a curved link joins it to the 10 
storey block. An uncertain link, neither smoothly transitional 
nor abruptly definite, it lacks the firmness of the major 
buildings. The bland, slightly monumental elevations and 
straightforward massing are in keeping with the present 
environment, but in total effect this design lacks the finesse 
of the first award. 

View from Treasury Place. 	 Photo: Peter Bage 

Third prize (£1,250) was won by Leith & Bartlett Pty. Ltd., 
architects. In this scheme a two storey building lies between 
the two Treasury buildings, with a ten storey building io the 
north and five storey building further north again. Each of 
these buildings have elevations of appropriate scale, and 
the proportions of each unit are well handled. However, 
taken as a group there is perhaps too much disparity 
between the three in overt size and bulk. There is not 
here the same cool homogeneity as in the winning design, 
nor does this scheme rest with the same easy certainty in 
a cramped site. 
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Photo: Ian B. Mackenzie. 

Plan 

This perspective shows the Congregational Church's houses 
for the aged at Mt. Lawley W.A. Fifty-two self-contained 
units to house 76 people will spread over a 52 acre site. 
The design is by the arch'I division of the State Housing 
Commission. It is clear that the stimulus of a competition 
is badly needed here to prevent the repetition of such 
in-grown mediocrity. 
Q The AMP Society is negotiating to buy, from the Angli-
can Church, a two acre site bounded by William, Bourke, 
Church and Little Collins Streets. Cost of the site, about 
£I+ mill. Expected use: £8 mill. Vic. headquarters for the 
AMP. 

This entry by Godfrey Spowers Hughes Mewton & Lobb, 
architects, shows particularly well how the difficulties of the 
site (a piece-meal shape hemmed in by the Treasury 
Bulidings, State Laboratories and MacArthur Street) forced 
many competitors into complex groups of interlocking 
buildings. Again, as in many entries, the various parts 
of the group are designed with skill, but as a visual entity 
they do not cohere. The curved link between the North 
and South buildings is once more a stumbling block — in 
this instance a sheer glass curtain that goes awry, squeezed 
as it is into the narrows between two converging facades 
of heavily articulated panels. 
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View from Treasury Place 

West Elevation 

This entry seems the better of the two submitted by the 
office of Bates Smart & McCutcheon. The design is basically 
two towers, each square in plan with a central core of 
stairs, lifts and toilets as a smaller square set diagonally 
within each floor. Ingenious in principle, in detailed planning 
the space left between the service core and peripheral 
offices becomes an awkard arrangement of vaguely triangular 
lobbies and reception areas, and is surely wasteful of floor 
area. Each side of both the seven floor and eleven floor 
blocks is identical in fenestration, which for sheer skill 
in proportion and articulation is equalled only by the 
winning entry by Yuncken Freeman. The eleven storey block 
(south bldg) sets well back from Treasury Place, leaving 
a handsome forecourt. It also blocks as little light as 
possible from the windows of the existing Treasury Buildings. 
The emphatic two-tower statement could perhaps have 
been a sympathetic contrast to the horizontality of the 
Treasury, but the tower statement is ruined by the connect-
ing link between the two. This link attaches the two towers 
diagonally from their nearest corners, making a weak 
transition where a hard edge was needed to stress the 
corners and the separateness of each block. In the presenta-
tion drawings the connecting link is not emphasised. Of 
course from some view-points it would not be seen, and 
from these, this design is one of the best of the "also-rans". 

View from MacArthur Street. 

This other entry by Bates Smart & McCutcheon also has an 
imaginative plan — a rectangular ten storey slab set back 
from a landscaped court to Treasury Place, and a serpentine 
5 storey block looping outwards to MacArthur Street. 
The intricate fenestration rhythm develops too many 
ambiguities — the elements are too large to settle and the 
eye is uncertain whether to move horizontally, vertically 
or zig-zag. Landscaping and paths are wildly "free-form" 
in the Groucho rather than the Burle-Marx manner. Such 
apparent mobility in plan and pattern would make this 
design a joyously out-going commercial centre, but to sit in 
with the Treasury squares, no, it swings too much. 

View from Treasury Place 

Aerial view, MacArthur Street in foreground. Photos: Mark Strizic 

This design was submitted by Oakley & Parkes and Partners, 
architects. The Frank Lloyd Wright bias of this firm of 
architects is acknowledged, and frequently the results are 
stimulating. But not this time. The Treasury Place elevation 
is clumsy and forbidding, and the sixteen storey tower is 
an unresolved jumble of fragmentary horizontal and vertical 
planes; bu+ at least some serious consideration has been 
given to sun protection on the north-westerly aspects. 

Post-script to C'wlth Games, Perth. Cost of repairs to 
Games Village Houses after use as dormitory quarters by 
athletes, amounted to about £11,000. Bulk of damage and 
mis-use is reported to have occurred in houses used by 
Aust. competitors. It is unlikely that houses will be in 
immaculate condition for future owners, after hordes of 
inquisitive and/or genuine purchasers have made family 
week-end outings to check every moveable part. Sale of 
150 houses has been subject of several full-page spreads 
in local papers: (see above). 

The assessors for the Vic. State Public Offices competition were: Mr. R. Davey, chief arch'+, Vic State D of W; Mr. C. Osborne, 
chief arch't, C'wlth D of W; and Mr. H. Winbush, head of the Architecture School, Royal Melbourne Institute of Technology. 



DATA SHEET NO. 11 

SPONGE UNDERLAY TO SUSPENDED 
CONCRETE OR TIMBER 

/é" or 3/i6" rubber 	 '/e", 3/I6" or 1/4" sponge 
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adhesives — smooth surface 

DUNLOP FLOORING SERVICE 

BLOWN SPONGE 
UNDERLAY 

FOR RUBBER FLOORING 
DESCRIPTION 
Blown sponge of compounded natural rubber. 
APPLICATION 
Laid under Dunlop Rubber Flooring to give maximum quietness, 
longer life and added comfort. 
THICKNESS 
8" and " gauges (for use under A" Rubber Flooring) 4" gauge (for use 
under " Rubber Flooring). 
SUB-FLOORS 
(as for Rubber Flooring, Data Sheet No. 10.) 
INSTALLATION 
Sponge adhered to floor and rubber flooring solutioned to sponge. 
Competent rubber layers and approved Dunlop adhesives only should 
be used. Dunlop will gladly arrange laying by their experts or approved 
contractors. 

DUNLOPILLO 
CARPET UNDERLAY 

DESCRIPTION 
Crumbed Dunlopillo adhered to jute backing. 
APPLICATION 
Under all carpets on floors and stairs and rugs to increase carpet life 
and give maximum deep pile "feel". Non-slip, dustless, permanently 
resilient, resistant to germs and moths. 
THICKNESS 4" and 
INSTALLATION 
Loose lay hessian side up. Joints should be suitably taped. Installation 
normally carried out by Carpet Contractor. 

CALL DUNLOP FLOORING SERVICE FOR IMMEDIATE SPECIFIC ADVICE OR SAMPLES 

MELBOURNE: 96 Flinders St. 63 0371. SYDNEY: 27-33 Wentworth 
Ave. 2 0969. BRISBANE: Centenary Place. 31 0271. PERTH: 473 
Murray St. 21 5566. ADELAIDE: 131-133 Pirie St. 8 1647. HOBART: 
27 Argyle St. 2 6581. LAUNCESTON: 18 Paterson St. 2 2067. 

DF-7480 
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