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Location Addresses Title References Property Id
1 SALAMANCA PL, HOBART  7000  TAS 224304/1 5672199

1 SALAMANCA PL, HOBART  7000  TAS 150342/1 5672199

1 SALAMANCA PL, HOBART  7000  TAS 150228/1 5672199

1 SALAMANCA PL, HOBART  7000  TAS 150228/2 5672199

1 SALAMANCA PL, HOBART  7000  TAS 150345/1 5672199

1 SALAMANCA PL, HOBART  7000  TAS 150345/2 5672199

Hobart Supreme Court Complex, entrance and 

plaza
HT Oct 2022

Hobart Supreme Court Complex from Salamanca 

Place
HT Oct 2022

Hobart Supreme Court Complex, Criminal Courts
HT Oct 2022

Hobart Supreme Court Complex, Civil Courts & 

Registry
HT Oct 2022
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Civil Courts & Registry, Gladstone St
HT Oct 2022 Hobart Supreme Court Complex, Criminal Courts 

entrance
HT Oct 2022

Criminal Court, Stephen Walker bronze sculpture
HT Oct 2022

Hobart Supreme Court Complex,  Civil Courts & 

Registry entrance
HT Oct 2022

Hobart Supreme Court Complex, view to St 

Davids Park
HT Oct 2022

Hobart Supreme Court Complex, interior Civil 

Courts
HT Oct 2022
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Hobart Supreme Court Complex, interior Civil 

Courts, practice court room
HT Oct 2022

Hobart Supreme Court Complex, interior Criminal 

Courts
HT Oct 2022

Statement of Significance: 

Hobart Supreme Court Complex is of historic cultural and social heritage significance as an eminent public building associated 

with the functioning of the highest state judiciary. The current Supreme Court of Tasmania was created by the Third Charter of 

Justice in 1824; it is the oldest Supreme Court in Australia. The Hobart Supreme Court Complex has significance as the site 

where the civil and criminal courts were reunited in one building. The modest scale, traditional materials, landscape setting and 

connections to public parks and spaces demonstrate an emerging appreciation of cultural heritage, and the consideration of 

context and setting through design. The Hobart Supreme Court Complex is a rare modern yet congruent intervention amongst 

the sandstone warehouses and colonial era buildings of Salamanca Place and Sullivans Cove. The Complex is a modestly 

scaled and centrally located civic building from the late twentieth century, that features natural materials with Classical design 

elements. The architectural significance of Hobart Supreme Court Complex is recognised nationally. The Complex integrates 

the surrounding landscape, creating a connection between St Davids Park and Salamanca Place, which enhances public 

interaction with the Complex and contributes to the picturesque character of the Sullivans Cove area.

 

Hobart Supreme Court Complex is of historic cultural heritage significance as a showcase for local crafts and Tasmanian 

materials; high quality materials, finishes and detailing have been applied throughout the Complex. The broad architectural 

concept to create courts that were human in scale yet provided the quiet dignity required for the administration of justice led to 

the design and application of ‘courts in the round’ - a concept advocated and supported by former Chief Justice Sir Stanley 

Burbury. Hobart Supreme Court Complex is of historic cultural heritage significance because of its strong association with the 

Public Works Department in the provision of civic infrastructure in Tasmania , and the influence of émigré architects such as 

Peter Partridge.

(non-statutory summary)

The Heritage Council may enter a place in the Heritage Register if it meets one or more of the following criteria from 

the Historic Cultural Heritage Act 1995:

Why is it significant?:

a)

Hobart Supreme Court Complex is of historic cultural and social heritage significance as an eminent public building 

associated with the functioning of the highest state court. The current Supreme Court of Tasmania was created by the 

Third Charter of Justice in 1824; it is the oldest Supreme Court in Australia. The Complex has housed the Hobart 

Supreme Court since 1975 and influenced the development of law and order in Hobart and Tasmania . The Hobart 

Supreme Court Complex has significance as the site where the civil and criminal courts were reunited in one location.

Hobart Supreme Court Complex is a modern intervention amongst the colonial era sandstone warehouses, 

government buildings and public spaces, including Parliament House and Gardens. The modest scale, traditional 

materials, landscape setting and connections to public parks and spaces demonstrate an emerging appreciation of 

cultural heritage, and the consideration of context and setting through design.

The place is important to the course or pattern of Tasmania’s history.

b)

Hobart Supreme Court Complex is a rare example within Tasmania. Purpose-built supreme court buildings are in 

Hobart, Launceston and Burnie. The construction of a new building complex in Hobart between 1973 and 1980 is a 

rare modern yet congruent intervention amongst the sandstone warehouses and colonial era buildings of Salamanca 

Place and Sullivans Cove.

The place possesses uncommon or rare aspects of Tasmania’s history.
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c)

No Data Recorded

The place has the potential to yield information that will contribute to an understanding of Tasmania’s history.

d)

Hobart Supreme Court Complex is of historic cultural heritage significance as an example of a modestly scaled and 

centrally located civic building from the late twentieth century. The Complex features natural materials, and Classical 

design elements. The architectural significance of Hobart Supreme Court Complex is recognised nationally as a site 

that projects the primary qualities of a major civic building, an august presence, stoic, serious, secure, solid and 

timeless, without the bombastic display of power that subjugates the individual through scale (Freeman 2012, p.2:36).

Hobart Supreme Court Complex has undergone several minor alterations to improve services and accommodate 

changing functions and processes, however, the Complex is largely intact.

The place is important in demonstrating the principal characteristics of a class of place in Tasmania’s history.

e)

Hobart Supreme Court Complex is of historic cultural heritage significance as a showcase for local crafts and 

Tasmanian materials, including local sandstone and Tasmanian timbers. High quality materials, finishes and detailing 

have been applied throughout the Complex.

Throughout the Complex there is a conscious random aesthetic, from the layout of windows to the use of varying 

widths and lengths of timber, and the irregular placement of lighting, an intentional design theme used to minimise 

feelings of authority.

The broad architectural concept to create courts that were human in scale yet provided the quiet dignity required for 

the administration of justice led to the design and application of ‘courts in the round’ - a concept advocated and 

supported by former Chief Justice Sir Stanley Burbury.

The place is important in demonstrating a high degree of creative or technical achievement.

f)

No Data Recorded

The place has a strong or special association with a particular community or cultural group for social or 

spiritual reasons.

g)

Hobart Supreme Court Complex is of historic cultural heritage significance because of its strong association with the 

Public Works Department, and the influence of émigré architects such as Peter Partridge during the late twentieth 

century. Hobart Supreme Court Complex provides evidence of the important role played by the Public Works 

Department in the provision of civic infrastructure in Tasmania . Hobart Supreme Court is important to Tasmania as the 

seat of the highest state court. Former Chief Justice Sir Stanley Burbury was an influential figure behind the design 

and construction of the Complex.

Hobart Supreme Court Complex is associated with two prominent Tasmanian artists , Stephen Walker and Peter 

Taylor, who were commissioned to create artwork for the courts.

The place has a special association with the life or works of a person, or group of persons, of importance in 

Tasmania’s history.

h) The place is important in exhibiting particular aesthetic characteristics.

Hobart Supreme Court Complex is a landmark on the Hobart waterfront. Despite its institutional function, the Complex 

sits respectfully within the context of the colonial-era built landscape of Salamanca Place and Sullivans Cove, echoing 

a continuation of scale and material within the surrounding historic area.

The Complex integrates the surrounding landscape, creating a connection between St Davids Park and Salamanca 

Place, which enhances public interaction with the Complex and contributes to the picturesque character of the 

Sullivans Cove area.

Heritage approval is required for work that will result in changes to the nature or appearance

(www.heritage.tas.gov.au)

information about the level of approval required and appropriate outcomes.

Please refer to the Heritage Council's Works Guidelines 

of the fabric of a Heritage place, both internal and external.

for

Heritage Advisors are also available to answer questions and provide guidance on

enquiries@heritage.tas.gov.au or Tel 1300850332

This data sheet is intended to provide sufficient information and justification for listing the 

place on the Heritage Register. Under the legislation, only one of the criteria needs to be 

met. The data sheet is not intended to be a comprehensive inventory of the heritage 

values of the place, there may be other heritage values of interest to the Heritage Council 

not currently acknowledged.
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Setting:

The Hobart Supreme Court Complex is located within the picturesque waterfront area of Hobart, known as Sullivans 

Cove. The Courts are surrounded by public spaces and civic buildings and sit between the verdant plantings of St 

Davids Park and the tree lined Salamanca Place. The site is bounded by Salamanca Place, Gladstone Street and St 

Davids Park. Several historic buildings and sites are located near the Supreme Court, including Parliament House and 

Gardens (THR#2525), St Mary’s Hospital (THR#2287) directly opposite, and the row of sandstone warehouses that 

extends south-east down the length of Salamanca Place.

Description:

(Description is largely taken from Freeman, P. ‘Hobart Supreme Court Conservation Management Plan’ Vol. 1, May 

2012).

 

The Hobart Supreme Court buildings were designed to consolidate court operations, civil and criminal, into one 

complex. Constructed in two stages, the Complex is expressed as two individual buildings positioned upon a common 

plinth with an open plaza between (Freeman 2012, p.2:35-6).

 

The Complex is rectangular in form. The Criminal Court building is slightly set back from the boundary with 

Salamanca Place, whereas the Civil Courts and Registry building front directly to the street. The use of slate cladding 

extends into the plaza, an informal style entry to the complex between the two pavilion style buildings. The plaza 

walls are gently angled, designed to direct visitors to the front doors of each building. The plaza is accessed via a 

wide set of slate steps from Salamanca Place. A glass and slate clad lift was installed to Salamanca Place c2022, 

linking with slate clad ramps c2018 that together enabled wheelchair access to both buildings. Raised lettering, 

‘SUPREME COURT OF TASMANIA’ is fixed to the slate clad wall adjacent to the steps. The open space between the 

two buildings continues through to St Davids Park, capturing views of lawn areas, mature plantings and low walls of 

nineteenth century headstones from the former burial ground. A sense of informality is fostered by both the landscape 

setting and the connections to the adjoining park area. The use of landscaping to soften the institutional character of 

the Complex continues down the Salamanca Place frontage with mature Silver Birch trees growing in large textured 

concrete planters. The Gladstone Street frontage has a small and elevated garden area. A high and broad brick wall 

sits on the south-eastern boundary of the site, constructed to buffer noise from the previously adjacent foundry . The 

brick wall incorporates planting beds and encloses the Judges’ courtyard .

 

While the Civil and Criminal Courts are two distinctly separate structures, the buildings share the same materials, 

form and architectural detailing. The buildings are primarily concrete structural construction, dressed in stone. The 

upper floors are clad in sandstone and project over the slate clad lower level, which provides a plinth for the main 

structure. The sandstone clad external walls feature horizontal banding. The parapet, fenestration and base bands 

provide continuous horizontal lines throughout the complex, contrasting to the recessed central band of vertical 

panels, floor to ceiling fenestration and other openings. Windows are framed in bronze anodised aluminium and are 

set within the coursing of the stone cladding. The horizontal lines are also interrupted by semi-circular vertical 

articulation of perimeter stairwells and recessed entries. Slate cladding is laid vertically. The articulation of the façade 

is indicative of Classical ordering. The roof form is flat, surfaced with a membrane and concrete tiles. A pyramidal roof 

of seamed copper sheet sits above each of the main court rooms. Each pyramid has a strip of clear roofing that 

provides light to the wells in the court rooms below (Freeman 2012, p.3:8-10).

 

Both court buildings are publicly accessible from the plaza via slate clad landings, steps and ramps. The main court 

entries are recessed under a projecting parapet of precast concrete without embellishment. Each entrance has an 

aluminium framed glazed wall with double doors that feature solid vertical Tasmanian timber handles . A Stephen 

Walker bronze sculpture, representing the Scales of Justice, is fixed directly to the right of the Criminal Court 

entrance.

 

The slope of Salamanca Place provides for functional space under the Civil Courts, which accommodates the Andrew 

Inglis Clark Law Library. Exterior slate clad walls are punctuated by evenly spaced fenestration, the formal entrance to 

the Library is marked by a vertical glass curtain wall and double doors.

 

There are two external vehicular access points to the site. A staff car park, accessed from Gladstone Street, sits 

under the Civil Court and Registry. Adjacent to the Criminal Court via Salamanca Place is a small, gated yard that 

accesses holding cells and additional underground parking.

 

Interior

Internally the upper levels contain the courts, Judges’ chambers and offices, while the lower level generally provides 

service areas. The use of high-quality materials and detailing is consistent throughout the Complex, however special 

treatment is given to the court rooms and foyers. Tasmanian timbers, including Myrtle, Huon Pine, Tasmanian Oak, 

Blackwood and Celery Top Pine feature throughout the interior .

 

The entry foyers to each court are similar, however, security requirements for the courts have resulted in 
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semi-enclosed reception areas and security checkpoints. In the Civil Court the Registry reception has been enclosed 

to provide a secure office area. Walls in the entry foyers are lined in slate, whereas walls in general areas are lined in 

fabric wallpaper. Foyer areas feature timber doors and frames, telephone recesses and counter fronts. Ceilings are 

lined in horizontal timber screens that project as bulkheads in areas, and precast concrete light shafts. Lighting is 

contained within and suspended from the ceiling screens. Ceilings to general areas are lined with acoustic panels with 

randomly placed lighting, and hallways are illuminated by recessed downlighting. Red and black geometric wool 

carpet, produced in Tasmania and contemporary to the construction , is used throughout the Complex.

 

Each building has two main court rooms. The court rooms are octagonal shaped, supporting ‘in the round’ court 

activity. The floor falls or steps towards the centre of the main court rooms. Each court room has built-in furniture, 

including seating for the general public, an elevated platform (the Bench) for the judge and court officials, seating for 

juries, handrails, docks, desks and clocks.  All fixed furniture, wall and ceiling linings are constructed in Tasmanian 

timbers. Fixed seating has black leather upholstery. The court rooms are lined in vertical timber set out in random 

lengths and widths. The ceiling is formed by a suspended timber screen with skylight wells projecting into the room, 

supplemented by artificial lighting. Each main court is totally enclosed for security and acoustic privacy. The 

structural walls are constructed from hollow concrete blocks filled with dry sand, to reduce sound transmission. The 

court rooms are accessed from different points: public access is from the main foyers, doors to the side for court 

officials and juries, and a doorway from Judges’ chambers access the elevated platform (the Bench). A carved 

Tasmanian timber Coat of Arms is mounted behind each of the Judges’ benches .

 

The random lengths and width of timber linings, and the random arrangement of ceiling lights was an intentional 

design theme used to minimise feelings of authority (Freeman 2012, p.3:15).

 

Other official rooms, including jury rooms and the practice court room in the Civil Court building also feature timber 

lining and built-in furniture. The robing rooms have tall, numbered lockers constructed from vertical timber panels. 

Other consistent and original detailing throughout the interior of both buildings include coat hooks, clocks, signage, 

and notice boards. Some rooms still retain original floor to ceiling red silk curtains. Administrative areas feature 

simpler detailing, however, Tasmanian timber joinery is continuous throughout, such as doors, window screens, 

shelving and skirting boards.

 

The court buildings are linked internally via a long corridor that connects Judges’ chambers between the courts . The 

tunnel is lined with vinyl tile flooring, textured concrete brickwork, timber trims and acoustic ceiling tiles.

 

Hobart Supreme Court Complex is largely intact, internally and externally. Minor alterations have been made to the 

Complex to increase functionality, accommodate changing uses of spaces and to comply to current access 

standards - including, the installation of a lift between Salamanca Place and the Civil Court building, installation of 

Perspex screens in court rooms, installation of technology in court rooms, and increasing the size of a jury room in 

the Civil Courts.

 

Objects that were purpose designed/built for the Supreme Court, and being integral to the functioning of 

the courts, form part of the registration, include;

1. built-in court furniture, including seating, docks etc

2. built-in wall clocks in court rooms and jury rooms. The clocks in Courtroom 1 and Civil reception area relocated 

from previous Supreme Courts.

3. Tasmanian timber lockers in the robing rooms

4. shelving and joinery in the Judges’ Library, chambers and Registrar’s offices

5. Tasmanian Coat of Arms carved from Tasmanian timbers in the Civil Courts relocated from the previous Supreme 

Courts

6. Tasmanian Coat of Arms carved by Tasmanian artist Peter Taylor from Huon Pine , located in the Criminal Courts, 

contemporary to the Hobart Supreme Court Complex

7. Stephen Walker bronze sculpture, representing the Scales of Justice, fixed to the exterior wall of the Criminal Court 

building

 

Associated collections of the Supreme Court (not part of the Heritage Register entry)

The cultural material collection of the Hobart Supreme Court is of significance in its own right and their housing and 

exhibition within the Supreme Court enhances the place’s heritage value . The collection includes the Judges’ Library, 

art, furniture, documents, photographs, and objects associated with the functioning of the Supreme Court and law and 

order in Tasmania.

 

The Andrew Inglis Clark Law Library is of significance in its own right , and its housing and exhibition within the 

Supreme Court enhances the place’s heritage value.

 

The collections are not part of the Heritage Register entry for the Hobart Supreme Court Complex and are not 

regulated or managed in accordance with provisions of the Historic Cultural Heritage Act 1995.
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History:

Hobart is located within the country of the Mouheneenner people.

 

Hobart Town and Sullivans Cove

Hobart Town was established by British settlers at Sullivans Cove in February 1804, following initial exploration at 

Risdon Cove. Sullivans Cove was an excellent site, with a deep and sheltered harbour, fresh water and the shelter of 

Mount Wellington. During the early nineteenth century Hobart Town developed as the capital and the administrative 

centre of Van Diemen’s Land. Sullivans Cove was central to the economic growth of the colony, whaling developed in 

the Derwent and merchants established trade, with Hobart a major port for developing industries (Alexander & Petrow 

2005, pp.176-7).

 

Early land grants and subdivision

Battery Point, the landform along the southern edge of Sullivans Cove, was named after the first battery of guns 

established by Lieutenant-Governor Sorell in 1818 as part of the coastal defence of Hobart Town (THR#1653 Mulgrave 

Battery and Signal Station). The Reverend Robert Knopwood, the colony’s first Chaplain, was granted 30 acres on the 

Point in 1805, including most of the area between Salamanca Place and Hampden Road, and 90 acres was granted 

to Lieutenant-Governor Sorell in 1818, which covered almost the entire remaining area of Battery Point.

 

New Wharf/Salamanca Place

Development of wharves, warehouses and infrastructure concentrated around Sullivans Cove during the early years of 

the colony. By the 1820s port activity increased dramatically, however, it was not until the 1830s the Colonial 

Government agreed to build New Wharf, where Salamanca Place now exists, using convict labour. New Wharf quickly 

developed into a busy whaling port, trade increased and the need for warehouses and workers housing grew ( Young 

2000). Sandstone warehouses were built along New Wharf by merchants and traders during the 1830s and 1840s.

 

The Supreme Court sits across part of the land set aside as a burial ground (now St Davids Park) and part of 30 acres 

selected by Reverend Robert Knopwood for his residence and garden, known as Cottage Green. During the 1820s 

Knopwood’s large land grant was gradually subdivided and sold , coinciding with the development of New Wharf 

(Freeman 2012, p.2:1-3).

 

11-15 Salamanca Place

In the 1840s and 1850s a collection of stone warehouses was constructed on the site facing Salamanca Place and 

Gladstone Street, then known as George Street. The buildings functioned as merchant stores and warehouses – 

number 11 was converted to accommodate the military in 1844 to relieve overcrowding at the nearby Barracks; by 

1847 number 12 was built by William Knight; 13 Salamanca Place was built in 1840 by William Carter; by 1856 an 

additional two warehouses at 14 and 15 Salamanca Place were constructed for Henry Pearce, who also purchased 

the existing warehouses at 11, 12 and 13 Salamanca Place. An image of Cottage Green dated 1834 shows a small 

cottage on the corner of Salamanca Place and Gladstone Street prior to the construction of the warehouses (Freeman 

2012 p.2:7; see p.2:9 for summary of land ownership and occupancy of 11-15 Salamanca Place; Pearce 2016).

 

The warehouses (11-15 Salamanca Place) remained in Pearce’s ownership until his death in 1901. By the turn of the 

century the warehouses were used by several companies associated with the Tasmanian Fruit industry , including 

Taylor Bros jam factory (11), and the Tasmanian Cider Company (13, 14), which continued to operate until the 1970s 

when it was part of Port Huon Fruit Juices Pty Ltd. The warehouses at number 11 and 12 were demolished in the 

1960s and were replaced by a new reinforced concrete building (Freeman 2012, p.2:9; see p.2:14-15 for summary of 

land ownership and occupancy for 11-15 Salamanca Place, 1910-1950).

 

Burial Ground, St Davids Park

St Davids Park was originally part of the six-acre site of Van Diemen’s Land’s first cemetery which was marked out by 

Lieutenant-Governor David Collins and Anglican minister Robert Knopwood on 27 April 1804 (Petrow 1993, p.145). 

Like other urban cemeteries, St Davids experienced development pressure as the city grew around it. The Cemeteries 

Amendment Act (1870) enabled the Governor to close existing Hobart cemeteries in favour of a new burial ground, and 

accordingly in 1872 St Davids Cemetery was replaced as Hobart’s main cemetery by a new site at Cornelian Bay . 

Subsequently, the old cemetery was divided into two titles that were granted to the Trustees of the Cathedral board , 

the larger cemetery area (5 acres, 1 rood and 14 perches) and a small parcel (2 roods 26 perches) fronting 

Salamanca Place.

 

In 1919 the remainder of the large block was transferred to Hobart City Council under the St David’s Burial Ground 

Vesting and Improvement Act (1919), ‘for the benefit, enjoyment and use of the inhabitants of the said City’. Memorial 

walls adjacent to the Hobart Supreme Court Complex were constructed c1980 to better display and conserve 

headstones from the burial ground. 

 

Vacuum Oil Depot

At the turn of the century the small parcel of land fronting Salamanca Place (measuring 2 roods 26 perches) was used 
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as Gyngell’s timber yard, prior to being leased to the Vacuum Oil Company (later Mobil) as a fuel storage depot in 

1911 (Freeman 2012, p.2:10; Petrow 1993, p.145). The Vacuum Oil Company leased the site until the 1960s. Several 

buildings occupied the site, including storage sheds and office accommodation. In 1962 the Anglican Church 

surrendered the site to the Crown and the Vacuum Oil Company vacated it . The site was utilised as a ministerial 

garage and Public Works depot until the Hobart Supreme Court was constructed between 1973 and 1980 (Freeman 

2012, p.2:12).

 

Supreme Courts in Tasmania

Prior to 1819 all serious criminal and civil cases were sent to Sydney for trial, however, there was a Judge Advocate in 

Hobart, who advised the Lieutenant Governor and heard cases. The first step to establish a higher court in Van 

Diemen’s Land came in 1819 when a session of the Supreme Court of New South Wales, presided over by Judge 

Barron Field for a five-week period. Following this first sitting a more permanent arrangement was devised (Freeman 

2012, p.2:37-9).

 

The current Supreme Court of Tasmania was created by the Third Charter of Justice in 1824, and is the oldest 

Supreme Court in Australia (The Supreme Court of Tasmania, ‘History’). The Supreme Court of Tasmania opened in 

May 1824 and was first housed in a building on the corner of Murray and Macquarie Streets ( Treasury Complex and 

Public Buildings THR#11734); civil and criminal matters were dealt with in the same complex.

 

In 1860 a new Civil Court was opened in the Public Buildings, on the corner of Franklin Square and Macquarie Street, 

designed by William Porden Kay. In late 1859 the old Trinity Church adjoining the Hobart Gaol on Campbell Street 

(Penitentiary Chapel and Criminal Courts Complex THR#2208) was converted to Criminal Courts (The Supreme Court 

of Tasmania ‘History’; Freeman 2012, p.2:37-46). The courts remained in these separate locations for over 100 years.

 

The Supreme Court has not been restricted to sitting in Hobart. It sat regularly in Launceston since the 1850s, 

occupying a site in Cameron Street since 1929 (Launceston Supreme Court and Struan House, THR#3943). Sittings 

of the Supreme Court also began on the north-west coast in the nineteenth century, which are now held in the Burnie 

Court House, Alexander Street (The Supreme Court of Tasmania, ‘History’).

 

The Supreme Court – finding a site and early designs

By the mid-1960s the need for a single site for the Supreme Court in Hobart, to accommodate both the Civil and 

Criminal Courts and the necessary ancillary function areas, resulted in four sites being considered – a site on 

Macquarie Street, the Old University (Domain House THR#2077), Lyndhurst, Elizabeth Street (THR#144), and Hobart 

Gaol, Campbell Street (then the site of the Criminal Court, THR#2208). Even though a final site had not been agreed 

upon, a ‘generic’ building design that could fit any site had been developed . By September 1966 the former Vacuum 

Oil depot on Salamanca Place was chosen (Freeman 2012, p.2:17-19).

 

The Department of Public Works, under Chief Architect Syd Tomlinson and Project Architect Kenneth Duncan, initially 

proposed a tower design to replace the Vacuum Oil buildings and sandstone warehouse at 15 Salamanca Place. A 

tower meant that no further acquisition and demolition of adjacent warehouses was needed. A revision to the design in 

1969 increased the size of the tower from five to eleven floors. Further revised plans for a slab style building were 

made public in 1970. Despite approval from the Parliamentary Committee on Public Works plans were deferred due to 

economic downturn and financial stringencies (Freeman 2012, p.2:21-23).

 

A new architect, a new design…

Planning and design for a new Supreme Court recommenced in 1972. Ken Duncan, an English émigré architect was 

replaced as project architect by Peter Partridge, another English émigré architect. The new scheme proposed low 

profile buildings constructed in two stages, the first being the Criminal Courts (built between 1973 and 1975) on the 

site of the former Vacuum Oil depot. The second stage, designed to accommodate the Civil Courts, Judges’ chambers 

and Registry, was to be more controversial because it required the demolition of the five warehouses in Salamanca 

Place. However, the expanded site allowed for the construction of a low-rise structure that was more in keeping with 

the scale of the adjacent Salamanca warehouses. Also, the new buildings were to be faced with sandstone ‘to ensure 

that the complex blended with the locality’. A proposed third stage designed to house the government Law Offices 

building on Gladstone Street was not realised (Freeman 2012, p.2:24, 42-8).

 

Partridge wrote in a statement of intent, ‘The Criminal Court Building in Salamanca Place, Hobart, is the first phase of 

a development which will ultimately house all of the Supreme Courts’ accommodation . Phase One… The building has 

two floors of accommodation: the lower level containing the prison area, i.e. Holding Cells, interview rooms, prison 

officers’ rooms, together with plant rooms and staff car park. At this level there is also a link corridor, which will 

connect the Judges’ area in this building with the Judges’ Chambers and Library in Phase Two .

 

‘The upper level consists of two courtrooms each with jury rooms. An entrance foyer with reception and Sheriff’s Office 

gives direct access to the Jury and Witness waiting areas, police duty room, press room, the two Courts, public toilet 
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facilities, etc. Beyond the public area in the ‘business section’ containing a Crown Law suite , Counsel robing rooms, 

probation officers’ office, interview rooms and facilities for transcribing typists. Beyond again is the Judges’ area 

containing chambers for two judges and accommodation for their associates and attendants.

 

‘The basic requirement of much of the accommodation is privacy. This greatly influenced the design and type of 

construction employed…Good quality finishes and detailing have been used throughout including prominent use of 

many ‘traditional’ materials: Tasmanian sandstone and South Australian slate to the external walls and foyer ; copper 

for the courtroom roofs; extensive use of lead for flashings; Tasmanian timbers including Oak, Blackwood and Myrtle 

joinery, and panelling with Huon Pine and Celery Top in the Courtroom ceilings and light fittings .

 

‘A sculpture to the right of the entrance doors is of bronze and represents the Scales of Justice ; the work of Stephen 

Walker. Two sculptures of the Tasmanian Coat of Arms worked in Huon Pine are above the bench in each Court , the 

work of Peter Taylor.

 

‘An attempt has been made to create a building, which is both human in scale, and yet at the same time gives the 

judiciary the prestige, which it deserves. The development has been designed so as not to impose upon St. David’s 

Park. It is intended that the Park should be extended through the site and that people should pass through the 

development rather than be limited to the adjacent streets. Architecture is not so much about building as about people 

and their response to building.’ (Freeman 2012, p.2:25-6).

 

Sandstone for the new buildings was quarried at New Norfolk (Mercury 15 Jan 1974: Freeman 2012, p.2:28). 

Tasmanian artists were commissioned to create bespoke artwork for the new buildings . Sculptor, Stephen Walker 

created a bronze sculpture representing the Scales of Justice fixed to the exterior of the Criminal Court. Peter Taylor, 

renowned for his distinctive Huon Pine sculptures, carved two Tasmanian Coat of Arms in Huon pine, which sit above 

the bench in each Criminal Court. Both artists relocated to Tasmania c1948 and undertook numerous public 

commissions. Several of Walker’s large public sculptures are exhibited within Sullivan’s Cove . In 1988 Taylor 

completed a glass and myrtle Australian Coat of Arms for the Senate of Parliament House , Canberra (Freeman 2012, 

p.2:25; St Leger; Giles).

 

In March 1975 the Criminal Court was opened by the Governor of Tasmania, Sir Stanley Burbury (Mercury 15 March 

1975; Freeman 2012: p.29). Sir Stanley Burbury was a supporter and influential figure behind the design and 

construction of a new Supreme Court. Burbury was Chief Justice of Tasmania from 1956 to 1973, until he was 

appointed Tasmania’s first Australian-born governor (ADB Boyce). He was also an advocate for and supporter of the 

‘court in the round’. The broad architectural concept for the complex was to create courts that would be human in 

scale whilst also providing the quiet dignity which the administration of justice requires.  From this concept came the 

execution of the ‘court in the round’.  The four major courts are circular, providing a large court area whilst still 

retaining a human scale (‘History’, The Supreme Court of Tasmania). 

 

Work on Stage 2 commenced in 1977 with the demolition of the five warehouses, even though there was concern 

within the wider community, including from the Tasmanian Conservation Trust.  Despite the concern planning 

continued, and demolition of the warehouses commenced. The Civil Courts and Registry opened in 1980 (Freeman 

2012, p.2:30).

 

Public Works Department (PWD), Emigre Architects & Peter Partridge

Among the wave of post-war European immigrants to Australia were skilled professionals , including architects. 

Although several of these immigrants, such as Frederick Romberg and Harry Seidler, are widely recognised for their 

Australian practice, little has been written about other late twentieth century émigré architects (Hawcroft 2009). 

However, more recently there has been a growing awareness of the cultural legacy of post-war migrant architects and 

their impact on the built landscape of Australian cities and towns . Goad states ‘the experience of migration enriched 

Australian architecture and the experience of the place in turn affected those émigré architects own works .’ (Goad in 

Freeman Vol 2. 2012, p.E:5). In Tasmania the work and influence of migrant architect Dirk Bolt has been recognised 

through the registration of Christ College (THR#7500) and Long Beach Bathing Pavilion (THR#7480).

 

During the post-war period many British architects were recruited by the Tasmanian Government’s Public Works 

Department due to a shortage of professional personnel in the state to work on substantial building and engineering 

projects (Johnston in Freeman Vol 2 2012, p.E:5). English architects like Peter Partridge brought a concern for 

detailing and traditional materials to Tasmania’s Public Works Department in the period 1965-85. Hobart’s Supreme 

Court Complex represents this approach. McNeill and Woolley state, ‘Perhaps the most significant of these migrants 

is Peter Partridge whose Supreme Court complex in St. David’s Park placed a pavilion concept in a green setting and 

employed, externally, traditional stone, copper and lead’ (McNeill & Woolley 2002, p.31).

 

Some of Peter Partridge’s other notable works in Tasmania include Henty House , Launceston, restoration work on the 

Cameron Street government terrace houses awarded by the Australian Institute of Architects (AIA), and the Prospect 
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government offices that were designed around a tree in a modular form to facilitate extensions . He also designed Lake 

Barrington Rowing Centre including much of the on-water facilities and managed many other major projects including 

the Derwent Entertainment Centre and the Second Stage of the Launceston General Hospital Redevelopment 

(Freeman Vol 2 Appendix D, 2012, p.2-11; see Freeman Volume 2 Appendices for more information on Partridge and 

his design influences).

 

Enduring architecture

In 2010 Hobart Supreme Court was recognised by the Australian Institute of Architects receiving the 25 Year Award for 

Enduring Architecture at the national awards. The submission stated, ‘The Supreme Court projects the primary 

qualities of a major public building; an august presence, stoic, serious, secure, solid and timeless, without the 

bombastic display of power, subjugating the individual through scale. The Supreme Court is an enduring and 

impressive exercise in civic restraint, retaining the respect for the institution without over-institutionalising the building. ’ 

(Freeman 2012, p.2:34-6).

 

In 2012 the need for additional functional space and improved security at the Supreme Court site threw up several 

options, including connecting the two courts with an infill building, conversion of existing spaces, or a new Supreme 

Court building on a greenfield site (Freeman Vol. 2 2012, p.A:2-6).  Chief Justice Alan Blow, championed the Court’s 

buildings, recalling the still practising Partridge (Estcourt 2021, p.318-9). As a result, minor works were undertaken on 

the existing buildings, to ensure the ongoing and functional use of Hobart Supreme Court Complex.

 

COMPARATIVE ANALYSIS

 

Supreme Court buildings

Hobart Supreme Court Complex is a rare example within Tasmania. Nineteenth century purpose-built or reconfigured 

courthouses/courtrooms were located in Hobart, Launceston and a variety of regional centres. Many of those in 

regional centres were relatively modest and built primarily to house sessions of the Magistrates Court, although they 

could also be used for sessions of the Supreme Court when necessary. They were often built adjacent to a town’s 

watch-house or police station. In the development of towns and cities, the courthouse provided a representation of law 

and order and an enduring presence of colonial governance. Early purpose-built courthouses, such as the 1824-26 

Supreme Court and 1858-60 Supreme Court within the Treasury Complex and Public Buildings (THR#11734), asserted 

the authority on the institution through their siting, scale, style and symbolic embellishment (King 2012, p.177). 

Hobart Supreme Court Complex represents a departure from the nineteenth century approach to civic architecture and 

courthouse design, which is often interpreted as stoic, serious, and a bombastic display of power. However, the 

Hobart Supreme Court Complex references the traditional approach, through a subtle interpretation of Classical style 

detail and embellishment expressed through materials, form and architectural detailing.

 

Johnston notes that Tasmanian buildings, such as Christ College (THR#7500) and Hobart Supreme Court Complex, 

respond intimately and subtly to their specific topography as well as their settings. The use of Tasmanian materials is 

also an important element in the design of both building complexes, representing a period in Tasmanian design culture 

where materials were valued for their distinctive Tasmanian character (see Johnston in Freeman Vol. 2 2012, p.E:1-6 

for further discussion).

 

Currently in Tasmania the Supreme Court sits in Hobart and also at Launceston Supreme Court and Struan House 

(THR#3943), and Burnie Supreme & Magisterial Courts (‘History’, The Supreme Court of Tasmania). Launceston 

Supreme Court was constructed in 1929, replacing a nineteenth century structure that was demolished. Launceston 

Supreme Court incorporates Struan House, an existing Italianate style residence dating from 1870. Launceston 

Supreme Court is primarily a district registry and chambers and does not have the status of the Hobart Supreme 

Court (Freeman 2012, p4:4). The building adopts a more traditional approach to court design through scale, design 

and Classical embellishment.

 

The Burnie Supreme and Magisterial Court building is more contemporary to the Hobart Supreme Court, designed in 

1966 and opened in 1970 (AOT SC548/1/1), presenting a simple yet imposing brick and concrete late twentieth 

century building. The interior of the Burnie Supreme and Magisterial Court features similar design elements to the 

Hobart Supreme Court Complex, including timber panelling and a semi-circular court room in the Supreme Court, 

although on a less grand scale.

 

Approximately 100 metres north-west of the Hobart Supreme Court Complex is the Commonwealth Law Courts 

Edward Braddon Building, constructed in 1984 adjacent to and incorporating the former Hobart Trades Hall , Davey 

Street (THR#2259). The 1984 building features sandstone cladding comparable to the Hobart Supreme Court 

Complex. It is possible that the Hobart Supreme Court Complex influenced the design and materials of the Edward 

Braddon Building. Further research is needed to confirm this. Similar sandstone facing and pattern is also reproduced 

on the newer Parliament Square building, although the scale and siting is less subservient to the surrounding 

environment.
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Late twentieth century civic buildings

During the late twentieth century several major government buildings of civic importance were constructed in 

Tasmania. In the south the Tasmanian State Offices at 10 Murray Street (demolished), and the State Library of 

Tasmania (THR#7485) presented boldly composed buildings that housed public services and staff . However, both 

buildings were distinctive within the Hobart townscape and involved private and government architects. In the north 

Public Works Department architect Peter Partridge also designed Henty House , Launceston within Civic Square, 

described as an influential civic building in Tasmania. Like the Supreme Court, Partridge became involved after public 

rejections of a high-rise multi-storey proposal in Launceston. Both Henty House and Hobart Supreme Court Complex 

reflect a civic awareness that extends beyond statements of government importance, to incorporate a concern for 

context and create an interaction with public spaces (Freeman Vol. 1 2012, p.4:4).
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