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5pm

18 February

Architect Carl Payne on Fini Plans 
for Woolstores
Below is what we hope the Fremantle Herald will publish this 
week. There has been NO useful public discussion about this 
massive proposal - which is the largest residential project to be 
going forward in Fremantle's history.

And it is being rushed to the extent that when you make your 
comments, as we encourage you to do, you need to be aware 
that in the reports, there are no comments from the Design 
Advisory Committee of council, or from the officers or from the 
Heritage Council or from an independent heritage consultant 
writing an impact statement.

But you do have yet another glowing report recommending 
approval from the developer paid Phil Griffiths.

The plans will be assessed by council before going to JDAP 
(Joint Development Assessment Panel).

Fremantle has waited so long for a development of this site - 
the last of the giants of Fremantle - the woolstores - that people 
just want the owners to "get on with it".

Fini will get on with it. He only paid $7 million  for the site 
which was once priced at $22 million, but he is demolishing so 
much of the structure that one architect commented the interior 
will "look like an asteroid has hit it."

This is Carl's thoughtful piece:

The Fremantle development debate continues, this time 
regarding a Development Application before council to 
redevelop the Elders Woolstores opposite Clancy's.

Unfortunately, thus far, the debate has inspired some personal 
insults. 

I recall the Fremantle Society founding president Les Lauder 
receiving many such attacks decades ago. It’s a shame when 
the real message gets skewed in this way.

Of course, at times we ALL believe we know the best answers. 
Generally, the most constructive and successful outcomes 
derive when people know and ask the best questions.

In a different forum, criticisms by some who supported this DA, 
resulted in this question being asked of them: “Are you 
suggesting Fremantle’s way forward should involve not valuing 
its heritage?”

Despite regrettable world-wide trends, can we retain within 
Fremantle some notion of the value of objective reasoning; of 
comparing options; of debating and formulating priorities?

Some more recent enthusiasm to embrace redevelopment 
plans, without considering all aspects and outcomes, is 
unworthy of a community which likes to think of itself as 
cooperative, fair-minded and open to debate and compromise.  

I believe developers should respect established protocols and 
expectations. I believe the Elders redevelopment exceeds 
these. 

My arguments are as follows:

The original woolstore, built in the 1920s, reflects architectural 
scale and detail typical of industrial design from that era. The 
larger-scale additions from the 1950s, similarly reflect the 
changes in architectural approach some 30 years later. 

We should reflect on the fact that the "younger by 30 years" 
second stage is still 70 years old. And increasingly, 1950s post 
WWII architecture is attracting new adherents to its simple, 
economical and forward-looking aesthetic; it is now rightly 
embraced as a valid and discrete period within the continuing 
narrative of architectural design heritage. 

The entire building conglomerate, viewed as a single entity, is 
an excellent and extremely valuable example of a ‘composition’ 
that reflects the evolution of industrial port infrastructure within 
Fremantle.

For this reason, I would urge us all to support the retention of 
the entire existing street elevations. 

The story of the changing response to wool-industry 
requirements is currently beautifully told by the totality of the 
two stages of architectural evolution; by the massing and 
detailing of the entire composition.

I regret the DA heritage report seems not to take this more 
expansive view.  

Would anyone seriously suggest we remove all late 19th 
century Italianate detailing to our West End buildings, so that 
we can tell the tale of the original more modest Georgian 
buildings that lie beneath most of them?

It’s a serious question, not to be dismissed by a "now you're 
just being silly" response. There is a continuing and valid 
debate regarding the legitimacy or otherwise of removing 
“more modern additions”.

The additional levels above the current roof height are also 
regrettable. The combined result of both removing several 
metres of 1950s brickwork and then replacing it - and more 
above - with substantial new structures, accentuates the 
complete domination of the heritage building by the piggy-
back new additions. 

And while we're debating these crucial matters, can we leave 
the personal insults to the primary school playground. We are 
better than that.

Carl Payne

Go to Fremantle Council's website and under Have My Say you 
can do a quick survey and leave comments.

The Fremantle Society for 2025 is seeking help from those with 
a heritage and/or planning background to assist in making 
submissions.  There is a lot happening. A technically illegal 
submission has been made for 47 Pakenham for which 
submissions close March 10.

Please contact us.

John Dowson
President
The Fremantle Society
0409223622
John.dowson@yahoo.com

mailto:John.dowson@yahoo.com
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