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Use this form to lodge a submission to Heritage Victoria in response to the public notice of a 
heritage permit under Section 95 of the Heritage Act 2017. 

Prior to making a submission please read Heritage Victoria’s Policy Guideline for Public Notice of 
Heritage Permit Applications and Submissions Received. 
In considering a permit application the Executive Director, Heritage Victoria, considers matters set out 
under Section 101 of the Heritage Act 2017 (the Act), which includes all submissions received during the 
public notice period. Submissions received should relate to the cultural heritage significance of the place 
or object. Planning matters including amenity, overshadowing of non-heritage properties, noise, traffic 
and car parking are not matters considered in determining a permit under the Act.  
Submit the completed form to Heritage Victoria before midnight on the last date of the public notice 
period via email at heritage.permits@delwp.vic.gov.au.  
Please note: 

Submissions received will be treated as a public document and may be provided to persons with an 
interest in the heritage place or object, including the applicant. This will include your name and contact 
details. 

The advertised permit will not be determined during the notice period. 

All submitters will be notified when the permit application is determined and if any future permit 
amendment applications are received. Please note that where petitions are received only the submitter 
will be contacted.  

1. Application Details  

Place or object name: Former Hoffman Brickworks 

Address or GPS location: 72 - 106 Dawson Street, Brunswick 

Victorian Heritage Register number: H0703 

Permit Application Number: P31711 

2. Personal Details   

First name: David 

Surname: Huxtable 

Business or organisation name: LookEar Pty Ltd 

Position title: Director 

Address (optional): 19 Eastment Street, Northcote, 3070 

Email address: dhux@lookear.net.au 

Telephone: 0419 592886 
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3. Submission 
Details  

Please outline your views about the permit application: 

I wish to object to the issuing of a permit to demolish the remaining sections of the Hoffman Brickworks, 
specifically the Brick Pressing Shed (B5) and the Steam Engine House (B6). 

My company, LookEar, developed the Heritage Interpretation Strategy for the site in 1999, along with a series of 
updates and additions in the subsequent years of 2002, 2006 and 2010. At the time of developing these reports, it 
was clear that the heritage values of the site are extremely high, especially in terms of both the remaining 
physical elements of the place, as well and the social and contextual significance of the role that the Brickworks 
played in the development of Melbourne and more specifically the suburb of Brunswick. 

My objection is based on the fact that the proposed demolition of these buildings is contrary to the design and 
intent of the CMP and the associated Heritage Interpretation Plan, and is contrary to the principles of heritage 
conservation and heritage interpretation as outlined in the Australia ICOMOS Burra Charter and Ename Charter. 

Please refer to the attached letter for a full outline of this objection. 

 

 

Thank you for making a submission to Heritage Victoria. Please note that submissions received outside the 
advertised period will not be considered as a formal submission but may be considered under section 101(3)(b) of 
the Act -‘any other relevant matter.’ 
To obtain a copy of your own lodged submission please contact Heritage Victoria on (03) 7022 6373 or at 
heritage.permits@delwp.vic.gov.au.  

 

 



 

 

 
 
 
 
9 November, 2020 
 
Mr Steven Avery 
Executive Director 
Heritage Victoria 
E: heritage.permits@delwp.vic.gov.au. 
 
 
Dear Mr Avery 
 
Re: Heritage Victoria permit application P31711 for a permit to demolish the brick pressing shed (B5) 
and former steam engine house (B6) and construct a seven storey replacement building at Hoffmans 
Brickworks, Brunswick 

I wish to object to the issuing of a permit to demolish the remaining sections of the Hoffman Brickworks, 
specifically the Brick Pressing Shed (B5) and the Steam Engine House (B6) and the construction of a 
seven story building in its place. 

My company, LookEar, developed the Heritage Interpretation Strategy for the site in 1999, along with a 
series of updates and additions in the subsequent years of 2002, 2006 and 2010 for Hoffmans 
Brickworks Pty Ltd. In developing these reports, it was clear that the heritage values of the site are 
extremely high, especially in terms of both the remaining physical elements of the place, as well as the 
social and contextual significance of the role that the Brickworks played in the development of 
Melbourne and more specifically the suburb of Brunswick. 

It was this significance, and the associated human stories that became the core of the heritage 
interpretation proposals, and these drew on both the important tangible and intangible heritage 
attributes of the site. In addition to the stated heritage values outlined in Victorian Hertage Register, 
other vitally important values for its interpretation include: 

• the fact that the Brickworks was the main employer of the area, with the daily routines of the 
suburb punctuated by the series of whistles that announced the various shifts and the 
management of household activities around smoke from the kilns 

• the fact that a large proportion of the work force were new immigrants to Australia, starting their 
new lives here, and 

• the fact that the bricks from Hoffmans Brickworks were used to make many of Melbourne's 
houses and landmark buildings such as Parliament House and the Old Treasury Building. 

The Brick Pressing Shed in particular has huge potential for the expression of these stories in interesting 
ways and to present both industrial heritage of the place, as well as its social and historical values. This 
is dependant however on the building remaining intact. The 'gerry-built' nature of the building is part of 
its story: adapted and changed over time, and physically robust. Its rough and ready aesthetic is crucial 
in understanding, at least in part, the lives and times of the people who worked there and the 
environment in which they worked. The interpretive stories are much more than a simple account of the 
brick making process.  

The proposal to demolish this building and instead present the stories of Hoffmans Brickworks in some 
sort of sanitised 'interpretation centre/ museum' is completely contrary to the values that make this 
place important, and is contrary to the Australia ICOMOS Burra Charter, the ICOMOS Ename Charter, 
and in particular the Australia ICOMOS Practice Note on Interpretation (2013).  
  



In these documents, specific reference is made to the principles of interpretation for heritage places. 
These include: 

• The interpretation and presentation of cultural heritage sites should relate to their wider social, 
cultural, historical, and natural contexts and settings. 

• Interpretation and presentation should contribute to the conservation of the authenticity of a 
cultural heritage site by communicating its significance without adversely impacting its cultural 
values or irreversibly altering its fabric.   

• Interpretation should seek more than to simply instruct - it should engage and stimulate 
• Interpretation and presentation should be an integral part of the conservation process, enhancing 

the public’s awareness of specific conservation problems encountered at the site and explaining 
the efforts being taken to protect the site’s physical integrity and authenticity. 

The proposed demolition of the Brick Pressing Shed and Steam Engine House, ignores these principles 
and would destroy all opportunities to effectively interpret the site's important heritage values. 

Furthermore, the Australia ICOMOS Practice Note on Interpretation (2013) specifically refers to the 
issue of demolition of heritage places (page 9).  

Issue: Interpretation as justification for demolition   

Interpretation is part of a holistic package of best practice conservation management measures.   

Guidance: Archival recording of places of cultural significance or the placement of interpretive 
markers, as actions to mitigate the adverse impacts of that place’s demolition are often 
proposed. Although archival recording is an important tool, and a form of interpretation, it has 
considerable limitations. Similarly interpretive markers or other devices should not be seen as a 
comparable alternative, and be regarded as a last resort, where demolition is unavoidable.   

It is not acceptable to use interpretation as an alternative to the physical conservation of a 
place. 

From reading the demolition and development proposal, that is exactly the logic that is being used. The 
Heritage Impact Statement (2020) states that "By way of mitigation, the creation of an interpretation 
centre and the inclusion of enough of the machinery, in addition to other artefacts and documents, will 
still enable a clear demonstration of the processes of making bricks and also the pottery." 

The proposal to place a few of the brickpresses – disconnected from the conveyor and hopper systems 
that mixed and fed clay down through the building – into a sanitised and faux 'interpretation centre/ 
museum' in some vain attempt to present the history of the Hoffmans Brickworks, misses the important 
industrial and social values of the place, and is in effect being used to mitigate and justify the demolition 
of the buildings, instead of maintaining and preserving the existing heritage buildings. 

It is acknowledged that the buildings are currently in a poor (but not irrepairable) state of repair. 
However this is only as a result of 20 years of neglect, despite the assurances by the developer when the 
Conservation Management Plan and Heritage Interpretation Plan were commissioned in 1999, that 
these buildings would be central to maintaining the conservation values and interpretation efforts 
within the site. 

In summary, I stress that this demolition proposal is contrary to the intent and letter of the Conservation 
Management Plan and Heritage Interpretation Plan, and contrary to the principles and practices of 
Heritage Conservation and Heritage Interpretation. 

Yours sincerely 

 

 

 

 

David Huxtable 
Director, LookEar 




