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Locality History 

The suburb of West Brunswick forms the western section of the former City of 

Brunswick. It is bounded on the north by Moreland Road, on the east by Grantham 

Street and Pearson Street, and on the west by the Moonee Ponds Creek (now the 

Tullarmarine Freeway), which formed the western limit of the former City of 

Brunswick. The incline formed by the valley of the Moonee Ponds Creek provides 



this area of West Brunswick with dramatic relief from an otherwise relatively flat 

landscape.  

Settlement was more scattered in the western part of Brunswick, with farming 

properties and, later, industrial sites occupying large areas. A rare surviving villa from 

the early 1850s is ‘Whitby House’ at 28 Whitby Street (VHR H0546). Parts of West 

Brunswick, such as the Melville Manor estate, were subdivided for speculative 

housing in the 1880s, but not as extensively as in Brunswick proper. Likewise, many 

new house blocks were left vacant when economic depression hit in 1891.  

One response by the Victorian Government to the 1890s depression was to provide 

working folk with greater opportunities to settle and establish a livelihood. In West 

Brunswick, the Brunswick Land Purchase Act 1900 enabled the purchase of the 

Hopetoun Estate (later known as the Brunswick Estate) of 91 acres (37.5 hectares) 

under the ‘Closer Settlement Scheme’. The land was subdivided into fifty-six 

allotments of between one and two acres, which were made available to ‘working 

men’ on a lease purchase arrangement. The Brunswick Estate was the first Closer 

Settlement scheme in metropolitan Melbourne (Historica 2010:72-3).  

By the early 1900s, as the local economy recovered, residential development was 

encouraged in the area and many streets are lined with the Edwardian and Federation 

homes from this period. There was extensive housing development in West 

Brunswick after the First World War, with large areas taken up with timber 

Californian Bungalows and other interwar house styles. Three state school opened in 

West Brunswick in the 1920s to accommodate the growing population. The electric 

tram from the city to Coburg, which travelled along Melville Road, commenced in 

1925 and this greatly encouraged this suburban development. A post office had 

opened in West Brunswick in 1913, and there was commercial development along 

Grantham Street and Melville Street. Local industries also prospered in the area, 

including textiles and light manufacturing. 

Much of the interwar housing, which was predominantly made up of Californian 

Bungalows, was financed by the State Savings Bank of Victoria, which provided a 

generous credit scheme for those building their own homes. Another economical and 

novel method of construction in the 1920s was the use of reinforced concrete, and 

several examples of concrete houses survive in West Brunswick. During the 1930s, 

builders also started erecting homes in brick veneer, and the Spanish Mission style 

became popular along elevated allotments in Brunswick Road, Brunswick West 

(Historica 2010:75-76). The area continued to be attractive to those looking for an 

affordable suburban home, with the later subdivisions of the interwar period providing 

larger house blocks than those in Brunswick proper. In the early 1940s, the Housing 

Commission of Victoria erected a group of detached housing in West Brunswick for 

low-income earners. Parts of the former Closer Settlement area were developed at 

Moonee Vale in the postwar period. 

 

History 

The pair of detached brick houses at 92 and 94 Whitby Street (allotments 21 and 22) 

in West Brunswick were constructed between 1945-1946; they do not appear in the 

Melbourne aerial photo of 1945 (RB 1945, 1947; ‘Melbourne 1945’). Prior to their 

construction, an earlier four-roomed brick house numbered 94 Whitby Street (on 

allotment 19) was recorded in the Brunswick Rate Books from at least 1909 to 1924, 



changing ownership once (RB 1910-1925). By 1929 it had been demolished and 

allotments 19 and 20 were vacant land owned by John and Elizabeth Whitehall and 

Henry Martin respectively, with Martin also the owner of allotments 21 and 22 (RB 

1930). 

 

92 Whitby Street, described in the rate books in 1946 as a five-roomed brick house 

and sleep-out, was owned and occupied by Cecil David Grisold, a clerk, and his wife 

Lilian (ER 1949). 94 Whitby Street, noted in the rate books in 1947 as a house only, 

was owned by Charles William Orton and occupied by Charles Orton and his family 

(RB 1947-1948). Members of the Grisold and Orton families lived at these properties 

until at least 1970 (SM 1949-1970).  
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Description 

The detached houses at 92 and 94 Whitby Street, Brunswick West, are almost 

identical in form, layout and materials with subtle differences in detailing, which 

suggest they were designed by the same architect and/or builder. Both are 

asymmetrical in plan, with parapeted sheer red brick walls with curved or square 

corners concealing the flat (or low pitch) roofs. No.92 has a header course in the same 

brick along the top of the parapet, while no.94 uses clinker bricks set within stretcher 

courses of cream bricks. Both have a continuous flat cantilevered rendered hood at 

about eaves height and circular flat-roof corner masonry porches. The porch to No.92 

has chunky square columns, whilst No.94 has faceted circular columns with square 

capitals and panelled rectangular bases, and concrete steps. No.92 is distinguished by 

the ‘Waterfall’ style chimney placed at the centre of the projecting bay. This is 

flanked by narrow timber sash windows with a horizontal glazing bar in the top sash. 

The window to the other bay features a fixed central pane flanked by similar sash 

windows, and there are similar windows to no.94, which appear to have been 

replaced, but retain the original format. There are also tall narrow feature windows in 

the curved corners of each house that face each other. Other features include the plain 



chimneys in the west side walls of both houses, the original timber entry doors with 

curved panelling to no.92, the low brick front fences with similar detailing (no.92 

retains the original decorative mild steel gates) and some original garden elements 

including concrete paths and terracing. 

No. 92 is very intact. A carport at one side may be a later addition. The windows to 

no.94 have been replaced in a sympathetic manner, and the fence has been altered to 

allow widening of the driveway. 

 

Comparative analysis 

These houses are examples of the ‘Waterfall Front’ style as described by Cuffley 

(2007:118), where features of the International or Functionalist style have been 

applied to the façade of an otherwise conventional brick villa: 

There was no understanding of the notion of designing ‘in the round’ which was 

essential to a truly functional building in the International style. The use of a 

traditional hipped roof with Marseilles tiles suited the builders and their clients who 

wanted something seen to be modern, but also comfortably solid. 

Accordingly to Cuffley (2007:118) ‘substantial brick houses were the outstanding 

examples of the Waterfall style in the suburbs’. The form and detailing of these 

houses followed on from the Streamlined Moderne houses of the interwar period that 

have a strong horizontal emphasis coupled with vertical features to balance the 

composition. Typical details to emphasise the theme of horizontality included the use 

of bands of coloured stucco or dark-coloured bricks and the use of horizontal glazing 

bars in windows both curved and flat, while the ‘waterfall’ idea is derived from the 

use of descending curves in chimneys, fence pillars and other vertical elements. 

These houses are fine examples of the style. The sheer parapeted walls with both 

square and round corners clearly demonstrate the influence of the International style 

through the pure functional form stripped of most detail, while the banded brickwork 

detail, curved wall corners, flat canopies, circular flat roofed porches and the front 

chimney to No.92 all demonstrate the ‘Waterfall Front’ style. 

There are few residential examples of this style in Moreland. ‘Villa Italia’, 

constructed in 1948-49, at 610 Sydney Road, Coburg (Individual HO169) is a direct 

comparison and has similar parapeted brick walls with curved corners and a 

continuous flat canopy across the façade, as used at the Whitby Street houses. It is 

also distinguished by the steel framed windows, which include a curved corner 

window and has an original front fence. 

Other examples of Moderne style houses include 487 Brunswick Road, Brunswick 

West (Contributory within HO33 Brunswick West precinct) and 23 Daly Street, 

Brunswick West (Recommended for inclusion within HO60 Dawson Street precinct). 

Both of these are conventional 1930s bungalows with dominant hipped tile roofs. At 

487 Brunswick Road the Moderne influence is seen in the smooth rendered walls with 

curved corners, the ‘Waterfall’ style chimney, and the horizontal steel framed 

windows including a large window with curved glass corners that extends the full 

width of one wall. 23 Daly Street on the other hand features a parapeted curved corner 

porch with horizontal bands in the render walls (the same details are used in the 

square rendered chimney) and multiple horizontal glazing bars to the windows. 

in the City of Moreland's history (associative significance). 



Statement of significance 

 

What is significant? 

The houses, constructed c.1945, at 92 & 94 Whitby Street, Brunswick West are 

significant. These detached houses are almost identical in form, layout and materials 

with subtle differences in detailing, which suggest they were designed by the same 

architect and/or builder. Both are asymmetrical in plan, with parapeted sheer red brick 

walls with curved or square corners concealing the flat (or low pitch) roofs. No.92 has 

a header course in the same brick along the top of the parapet, while no.94 uses 

clinker bricks set within stretcher courses of cream bricks. Both have a continuous flat 

cantilevered rendered hood at about eaves height and circular flat-roof corner 

masonry porches. The porch to No.92 has chunky square columns, whilst No.94 has 

faceted circular columns with square capitals and panelled rectangular bases, and 

concrete steps. No.92 is distinguished by the ‘Waterfall’ style chimney placed at the 

centre of the projecting bay. This is flanked by narrow timber sash windows with a 

horizontal glazing bar in the top sash. The window to the other bay features a fixed 

central pane flanked by similar sash windows, and there are similar windows to no.94, 

which appear to have been replaced, but retain the original format. There are also tall 

narrow feature windows in the curved corners of each house that face each other. 

Other features include the plain chimneys in the west side walls of both houses, the 

original timber entry doors with curved panelling to no.92, the low brick front fences 

with similar detailing (no.92 retains the original decorative mild steel gates) and some 

original garden elements including concrete paths and terracing. 

Non-original alterations and additions are not significant. 

 

How is it significant? 

These houses at 92 & 94 Whitby Street, Brunswick West are of local aesthetic 

significance to the City of Moreland. 

 

Why is it significant? 

They are significant as fine and intact examples of ‘Waterfall Front’ houses, a 

vernacular interpretation of the interwar Streamlined Moderne and International 

styles, which stand in contrast to the traditional hipped roof bungalows found within 

this area. The pure functional form of the sheer parapeted walls with square and round 

corners and stripped of most details show the influence of the International style, 

while the banded brickwork detail, continuous cantilevered hoods, curved wall 

corners and windows, and the chimney to no.92 are all characteristic of the ‘Waterfall 

Front’ style. The houses are notable for the high degree of intactness and are 

complemented by the original front fences and remnants of original garden layouts 

and landscaping. (Criteria D & E) 

 

Planning scheme recommendations 

Recommended for inclusion in the Schedule to the Heritage Overlay of the Moreland 

Planning Scheme as an individually Significant place. 



Recommendations for the Schedule to the Heritage Overlay (Clause 43.01) in the 

Moreland Planning Scheme: 

 

External Paint Colours  

Is a permit required to paint an already painted surface? 

No 

Internal Alteration Controls  

Is a permit required for internal alterations?  

No 

 

Tree Controls  

Is a permit required to remove a tree? 

No 

Victorian Heritage Register 

Is the place included on the Victorian Heritage 

Register? 

No 

Incorporated Plan  

Does an Incorporated Plan apply to the site? 

No 

Outbuildings and fences exemptions  

Are there outbuildings and fences which are not exempt 

from notice and review?  

Yes – front fence 

 

Prohibited uses may be permitted  

Can a permit be granted to use the place for a use which 

would otherwise be prohibited?  

No 

 

Aboriginal Heritage Place 

Is the place an Aboriginal heritage place which is 

subject to the requirements of the Aboriginal Heritage 

Act 2006? 

No 

 


