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1. 1880s LAND DEVELOPER PROPOSALS FOR A BRIDGE 
 
From convict times through free settlement in 1842 and the first years of the development of 
Brisbane, row-boat ferries were the only means of crossing the river. Even today cross-river 
ferries play a leading role in getting residents across a wide and fast flowing river. 
 
The first bridge over any part of the Brisbane River was a (primarily) wooden one opened in 
1865 to carry pedestrians and carts between South and North Brisbane, approximately where 
the Victoria Bridge is today.1 Made of Stringy Bark it survived termite attacks for only two 
years, and then it was back to the ferries.  
 
The population had to wait a further seven years for the first iron Victoria Bridge to be opened 
in 1874, but less than twenty years later it was washed away in the floods of 1893.2 It was 
rebuilt within a couple of years and stood until replaced by the current concrete bridge in 
1970. 
 
The Grey St Bridge was built in 1932, the (J D) Story Bridge (6d toll) in 1940, the Captain 
Cook Bridge in 1973, and the toll-funded Gateway Bridge in 1986. Upriver at Indooroopilly, 
the Walter Taylor Bridge (toll) was opened in 1936 and the Centenary developer-funded 
bridge in 1964.3 
 
Despite the City Centre being only 3 km in a direct line from the land on which the University 
of Queensland is situated today, road access has always been difficult. From the opening up of 
the land for farming in 1853, the only access to Brisbane for thirty-five years was a simple 
track which followed the line of what today we know as Carmody Rd, Swann Rd, 
Indooroopilly Rd, Burns Rd, High St and Coronation Dr. The somewhat circuitous route of 
this early track is illustrated below. 
 

 
 
The sale of farms for residential subdivision began in 1883. The developers of the first St 
Lucia Estate were aware that they had a problem with lack of easy access to the City.  
 

                                                 
1
  Centenary of Local Government Royal Historical Society of Queensland Special Journal p. 53 
2
  Centenary of Local Government Royal Historical Society of Queensland Special Journal p. 54 
3
  Daniel P The Brisbane River 1990 The Australian Littoral Society 
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They advertised that a cross-river ferry from William St (Keith St) to Boundary St West End 
was in operation, a fast boat would be operated down the river to the City, and a bridge was 
contemplated. This is the first discovered mention of a bridge and an extract from the sales 
advertisement follows.4 
 

 
 
Despite the number of Lot sales being small, eighteen months later, in February 1885, the 
same developer was auctioning another estate nearby, the land in the area of the University 
Great Court and the Athletics Field, under the same name - St Lucia Estate. To encourage 
purchasers to make the trip from the city, the developer was offering ‘Special Steamers and 
other conveyances’.5 No mention was made of a bridge; again sales were not spectacular.  
 
In May of the same year Ironside Estate was advertised for residential auction sales. This is 
the land between Ryans Rd and Raven St and sold a little better as it was not quite as remote 
as the future University land. The advertisement in The Brisbane Courier referred to the estate 
being: 
 

…adjoining Toowong… adjacent to the residence of R Gailey Esq.…close to the Regatta 
Hotel and only a few minutes walk from the Toowong Omnibus Stand and the Railway 
Station.6   
 

The advertisement also said that there was a steam ferry service to Brisbane but did not 
mention a possible future bridge. 
 
In June of the same year, 1885, River Bend Estate was advertised, (in the Warren and Munro 
St area), and the advertisement for the auction discoursed at length about the possibility of the 
cross-river bridge. It advised that a deputation of the local developers, led by the local MLA 
Samuel Grimes, went to the Minister for Public Works, Mr W Miles: 
 

…for the purpose of ascertaining if the Government would be willing to subsidise an 
undertaking for the construction of a bridge… that the river… was only 660 ft wide…[the 
bridge] would last for about forty years. 

Mr Miles said…the Government would certainly not subsidise the amount required for the 
construction of the bridge…but he thought there would be no objection to the work being 
done by a company who should levy a toll.7   

 
The original 1883 St Lucia Estate was re-advertised, this time as the Princess Bridge Estate. 
The August 1885 advertisement says that a provisional directorate had been formed for the 

                                                 
4
  The Brisbane Courier 6 October 1883 p 8 c 6 
5
  The Brisbane Courier 20 February 1885 p 13 c 2 
6
  The Brisbane Courier 9 May 1885 p 7 c 1 
7
  The Brisbane Courier 24 June 1885 p5; 30 June 1885 p 7 c 3 
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bridge company and prospectuses were to be issued shortly. The amount of capital to be 
raised was £15,000 consisting of 3,000 shares of £5 each, and among the directors were W A 
Wilson, L Cusack and J Potts 
 

There is no doubt that the capital necessary will be forthcoming… the success of the 
undertaking is already assured.8  

 
The capital doesn’t seem to have been raised, and this was perhaps the first nail in the coffin 
of a bridge to St Lucia. The problems of capital cost versus benefit for the volume of expected 
traffic continued for another one hundred and twenty years. 
 
The Sales Lithograph of Princess Bridge Estate included a picture of a very substantial bridge 
across the river, and showed its location - Boundary St West End, to William St (Keith St) on 
the estate. The bridge was described as having a ‘width between main girders 20 ft, Sidewalks 
on both sides each 4 ft wide.’ This is the first picture found of a bridge, and a copy of the 
lithograph follows:9 
 

 
 
Just seven months after the March 1885 auction, St Lucia Estate was re-auctioned, but this 
time as the second and last stage. The newspaper advertisement mentioned the bridge, but did 
not effuse about it.10 The Sales Lithograph, whilst not now in good condition, does display a 
further drawing of the proposed bridge.11   
 

                                                 
8
  The Brisbane Courier 22 August 1885 p 8 c 2 
9
  Sales Lithograph Princess Bridge Estate Portion 12, 1885; Picture Q’Land Image est00070 retrieved 12 

February 2006 – State Library of Queensland 
10
  The Brisbane Courier 31 October 1885 p 8 c 1 

11
  Sales Lithograph St Lucia Estate Portion 14, 1883; John Oxley Library 
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In 1887 the Division of Indooroopilly built the first road bridge across Toowong Creek, near 
its junction with the Brisbane River.12 Soon after, St Lucia Rd (Gailey Rd/Sir Fred Schonell 
Dr) was established from the bridge, through all the new residential estates. This enabled a 
direct road connection to Brisbane and was really the final nail in the coffin of a bridge across 
the river to St Lucia. 
 
In 1888 The Ironside Estate was re-auctioned. The newspaper advertisement said: 
 

The great drawback to this property in the past was the want of a convenient road to connect it 
with the Railway Station and the Omnibus Stand, but this is now remedied by the new road 
just formed by the Divisional Board.13   

 
A cross-river row-boat ferry from William St (Keith St) to Boundary St West End operated 
for a number of years but would have been on a demand-only basis, and probably dependent 
on the timing of the slackness in the tides. It is believed to have closed about the time of the 
1893 floods. 
 
In 1889 a ferry service was established from Montague Rd West End across to Ferry Lane 
(Austral St) St Lucia. This was a cable punt big enough to carry three horse-and-carts and 
fifty passengers on its maiden voyage. Alderman Jones from South Brisbane Council 
commented in his speech at the opening: 
 

[Council] even looked forward to the time when a bridge would be required – (applause; and a 
Volce “That is more like it”)14 
 

The ferry service continued until the Great Flood of 1893, when it was replaced for a time by 
a passenger only boat.15 The financial crisis of the early 1890s sent some of the developers 
broke, and the growth of St Lucia proceeded only at a modest pace, and then mainly in the 
Ryans Rd area. Nothing more was heard of the bridge proposal from the residential 
developers. 
 

                                                 
12
  A Darbyshire SLHG Paper Representing St Lucia 2004 

13
  The Brisbane Courier 4 February 1888 p 10 c 6 

14 The Brisbane Courier 4 November 1889 p5. 
15
  A Darbyshire SLHG Paper Posties Cops and Ferrymen 2004 
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2. 1926 CROSS-RIVER COMMISSION 

 
By 1925, with the growth of Brisbane, the extension of the Electric Tram service, and the 
growing number of motor vehicles, the sole Victoria Bridge was not coping. The new Greater 
Brisbane City Council at its first meeting established a Cross-River Commission comprising 
R W Hawken (Professor of Engineering, University of Queensland) as chairman, W M 
Nelson (Chief Engineer Tramways Department BCC) and R M Wilson (private Architectural 
Engineer). The purpose of the Committee was to investigate and report upon: 
 

1. As to what further cross river facilities are required. 
2. As to best sites for same.16 

 
The major recommendations of the Commission led to the building in 1932 of the Grey St 
(William Jolly) Bridge, followed by the Story Bridge at Kangaroo Point and the Indooroopilly 
Bridge, and much later the Merivale rail bridge. 
 
The Commission considered many other river crossings, and recommended some bridges 
immediately, and some vehicle ferries initially but to be replaced in the future by bridges. 
Those in the vicinity of St Lucia were: 
 

Montague Rd West End to Glenny St Toowong [Kayes Rocks] a low level bridge to relieve 
the pressure on River Rd [Coronation Dr] 
 
Princess St Dutton Park to Carmody Rd [a little upstream of the Eleanor Schonell Bridge] a 
ferry initially and later a low level bridge providing access between suburbs. 
 
Possibly a bridge from Boundary St West End to Keith St St Lucia may be justified later as 
the district develops. 17 

 
The West End tram route was changed to connect to the ferry terminal at Hoogley St in 1925 
and the Commission was then considering providing a vehicular ferry from West End to St 
Lucia capable of carrying a tram and six cars.18  
 
Ten years later the local paper re-interpreted the Commission’s proposals somewhat, and 
reported that the Commission had recommended a low level bridge be provided between the 
eastern end of Carmody Rd and Dutton Park, or between Montague Rd West End and Glenny 
St Toowong; alternatively a higher bridge could be provided from Boundary St to Keith St St 
Lucia.19 
 
 

3. 1925 UNIVERSITY PROPONENTS ANTICIPATE A BRIDGE  

 
Soon after the University of Queensland was established in 1911 at the Old Government 
House Domain, it quickly became apparent that the area of land exclusively available to the 
University for sports and buildings was insufficient.  
 
                                                 
16  BCC Meeting Minutes 1925, p 46. 
17
  Brisbane City Council Report of the Cross River Commission 1926 Fryer Library QTO HE 377  A85C7. Also 

 QSA ID 276347. 
18
  UQ Fryer Library drawing pack UQFL 112 190 1-19, The Brisbane Courier 1 July 1924 p.6 c.7. 

19
  The Courier-Mail  August 1935 courtesy State Archives tramways file 
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In that first year, members of the Senate were examining alternative, larger sites. One of those 
considered was an area at the ‘so-called remote suburb of St Lucia’.20 The only access to this 
site from the City would have been via River Rd (Coronation Dr), and St Lucia Rd (Sir Fred 
Schonell Dr). It must be realised that at this time the students’ only means of transport was 
still on foot, by tram where they ran, or by horse. Cars were getting more numerous but were 
mainly for the affluent. 
 
It was in the middle of 1926 that Dr James O’Neil Mayne, and his sister Mary Emelia offered 
the Brisbane City Council funds to buy land at St Lucia for the site of the University. Despite 
the offer, some including Prof. Steele argued that the site was remote and inaccessible. Others 
including Assoc. Prof. Melbourne saw the location as ‘secure in its isolation, never to be 
threatened with major road-works across the site’21.   
 
Prof Hawken and his architectural associate A B Wilson produced probably the first scheme 
for the site in October 1926 and it included a bridge from Boundary St West End to just east 
of Keith St St Lucia.22 A perspective of a scheme, credited to Prof Hawken and fellow 
academic A J M Stoney, and most likely based on the aforementioned plan, was published in 
the Brisbane Courier possibly sometime in 1927. This is the next picture found of a bridge– a 
three span steel truss bridge.23  
  
 

 
 
The Senate meeting of 10 December 1926 finally opted for St Lucia, provided that the city 
council would agree to make St Lucia accessible. In 1927 the Town Clerk advised the Senate 
that Council would be willing to provide a vehicular ferry as soon as construction 
commenced. Council would then provide a tram line and bus service when the need arose, but 
with regards to a bridge it would not commit to ‘such big expenditure (£150,000) in any given 
period’.24 It must be remembered that no road bridges other than the Victoria Bridge existed 
at this time.  
 
At this time it seems that the City Council was expected to provide the funds for construction 
of the bridge because it would get Victoria Park back as a public park at no cost. Whilst the 
City Council acquired the site for the St Lucia end of the bridge in 1927, it did so specifically 

                                                 
20
  Thomis M A Pl of Light and Learning 1985 University of Queensland Press p 95 

21
  Thomis M. p 160 

22
  Queensland University Fryer Library Plan drawer Ref 250 

23
  Queensland University Fryer Library news clippings UQNC 1911-56 LG 708-46 

24
  The Brisbane Courier  28 April 1927 p13; 7 May 1927 p19; 26 July 1927 p 13; The Worker 4 May 1927 p 17. 
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for use as a sports-ground, and it subsequently constructed the St Lucia Sports Ground.25 The 
Town Clerk advised the Senate that Council would be willing to provide a vehicular ferry as 
soon as construction commenced.26 
 
Harrison Bryan, University Librarian 1950-66 reports that: 
 

To the Conservatives St Lucia seemed hopelessly remote, and to the cynical, likely to remain 
so. They attached little weight to the possibility of a bridge to reduce travel time… and they 
were justified [in] the event.27 

 
By 1929 the bridge possibility seemed to have faded, at least in Prof Hawken’s mind, as a 
plan thought to have been produced by him about then for the University Building and 
Grounds Committee, did not show a bridge at all.28  
 
In 1932 Archbishop Duhig spoke of the desirability of erecting a bridge to St Lucia because 
‘in that part of the city are some of the finest building sites in Brisbane’.29 
 
In 1934 a suspension bridge was estimated to cost £150,000 and was discussed as part of the 
cost of establishing the University i.e. a State Government cost.30   
 
In 1935 the State Government announced its decision to provide funds to undertake the 
construction of new University buildings at St Lucia, ‘and there would be a bridge too, 
sometime’.31  
 
The Vice-Chancellor is reported as saying: 
 

Although the distance might be considered by some to be a problem, buses could run from 
North Quay in about ten minutes and this would probably be the transport facility for the 
beginning. 32 
 

A journalist noted that in 10 or 15 years time St Lucia, with improved cross-river facilities, 
should be as accessible to the rest of the city as Sydney or Melbourne Universities were to 
their metropolis.33 
 
Arthur Morry was obviously a far-sighted local Architect; in August 1935 he wrote a letter to 
The Courier-Mail suggesting a tram route along Boundary St, over a bridge, and then 
encircling the whole of the University buildings, and ‘possibly at some time extended to 
Indooroopilly and Kenmore’. He went on to write of the University: 
 

…it is hardly likely that such an important centre could remain cut off from a railway 
system…within the next quarter or half century, when the population has reached the million 
mark, and various affiliated colleges and residentials [sic] have been established round the 

                                                 
25
  BCC Health Parks and Properties Committee minutes 25/5/1951, 1/12/1951 

26
  Thomis M. p 160 

27
  Bryan H University of Queensland 1910-1966 An Essay Towards A History 1966, Fryer Library 

28
  Queensland University Archives ID No. 0003102 

29
  The Daily Mail 18 April 1932 p10 c 6, 1 August 1932 p 7 c 5. 

30
  Thomis M. p 163 

31
  Thomis M. p 165 

32
  The Courier-Mail 1 August 1935 p 13 c 8 

33
  The Courier-Mail 1 August 1935 p 12 c 3 
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centre…it will be necessary to construct a loop line, either from Yeronga, crossing the river by 
another bridge, or perhaps by running a connection [to] Toowong. These are points which I 
am sure will not be overlooked in the laying down of the whole scheme. 34 

 
The Vice President of the Town Planning Association suggested that River Rd (Coronation 
Dr) be extended in a loop right around St Lucia and on to Indooroopilly, and ‘thus provide 
one of the finest drives to be found anywhere in the Commonwealth’.35 
 

 
 
 
In April 1936 The Courier-Mail reported under the heading ‘New Link for St Lucia’ that the 
City Council and Dr J J Bradfield, Consulting Engineer for the Jubilee (Story) Bridge, were 
considering a bridge to St Lucia: 
 

It is expected that the terminus of the present West End [tram] service will be the taking off 
point for the bridge... The cost is not expected to be very heavy, and as the bridge would be 
used primarily for University purposes it is felt that the main portion of the construction cost 
should be born by the [State] Government. 36 

 
This is either an error or a new location for the bridge, because the only tram terminal was at 
the Hoogley St ferry. 
 
A Committee was established at the beginning of 1936 by the Government comprising 
Government and University representatives, to advice the Premier on the needs of the 
University at its new site.  
 
Schemes presented to the committee by Hawken, Robinson and one by Leven did not show a 
bridge. A scheme by Dr Bradfield and an alternative by Leven showed a bridge from 

                                                 
34
  The Courier-Mail 7 August 1935 p 18 c 3 

35
  The Courier-Mail 7 January 1935 p 10 c 5 

36
  The Courier-Mail 25 April 1936 p 12 c 4 



ST LUCIA HISTORY GROUP 

 

PGB/History/Papers/20Bridge                                                            Page 10 of 17 Printed 13 October 2017 

Boundary St. The City Engineer, E F Gilchrist had advised the Committee that the road 
access should be via Boundary St and a bridge over the river to the Council owned sports 
ground.37  
 
The Committee considered the schemes and eventually produced one that included a bridge 
and it was presented to the Premier; a copy follows clearly showing a miniature version of the 
Bradfield designed Story Bridge, perhaps reflecting Dr Bradfield’s influence on the 
Committee.38   
 

 
 
Later in 1936 the appointed Architects, Hennessy, Hennessy & Co produced a final plan on 
which initial construction was subsequently based. 39 It too included a bridge at a location 
similar to the Committee plan. 
 
With the Government claiming a shortage of funds in 1937, the Senate saw the bridge as an 
imperative; in fact it set its priorities as: 
 

…first a main building…secondly a bridge, and then the preparation of the grounds, followed 
by the provision of equipment and services.40 

 
 

4. 1940 CONSTRUCTION COMMENCES 

 
In 1937 The Courier-Mail reported that the State Government Bureau of Industry was setting 
up a Bridge Board, including J D Story, to design a bridge,41 and select a site. The cost was 
put at in excess of £100,000 and Brisbane City Council was being asked to contribute funds 

                                                 
37
  Queensland University Archives UQA 5314 Report of the University (St Lucia) Building Committee to the 

Hon. W Forgan Smith LLD Premier of Queensland. 20/6/1936 
38
  Queensland University Fryer Library photo box AB/P/48 

39
  ‘Building’ 12 October 1936 p  17-27 State Library of Queensland  MAG 74479 1936 book, photographs held 

by the University Archives and Art Gallery Museum 
40
  Thomis M. p 167 

41 The Courier Mail  17 November 1938 p2 c 7 
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as the bridge would serve residential areas too.42 The type of bridge to be built was ‘certain to 
be a low level structure…above flood level…two rows of traffic and two footpaths’.43    
 
In 1939 The Courier Mail again reported on the bridge design this time in some detail; 
engineers were favouring a three span steel structure at Boundary St that would cost an 
estimated £175,000 extending along with its approaches some 2000 feet. The length was 
dictated by an attempt to raise the level of the bridge above earlier proposals.  
 
The design was revolutionary for Australia and, ‘having no truss-work above the decking… 
would leave a clear view of the new University buildings and harmonise with its 
surroundings’. The roadway would be 30 ft wide with two 5 ft foot-ways,44 reflecting the 
increased traffic expected since the first 20 ft bridge was designed in 1883. 
 
In fact the Works Board came up with three possible alternative designs but no work was 
done to develop those designs to an engineering/construction stage.45 One scheme was 
developed in sketch form for illustrative purposes, and was published in the local press as 
follows. Note the similarity to the recently completed Grey Street bridge, the trolley-bus and 
the overhead cables. The work was to be undertaken by the Brisbane City Council on behalf 
of the Bureau.46  
 

 
 
The Government Gazette of 16 December 1939 gave the authority for work to commence on 
the bridge.47  
 

                                                 
42
 The Courier-Mail 10 November 1937 p 18 c 6. 

43
  The Courier-Mail 6 November 1937 p 14 c 8, and p 19 c 1 

44
  The Courier-Mail 7 August 1939 p 3 c 4 

45
  State Archives Tramways File Ref PRV5914,4/38 

46
  The Telegraph 21 December 1939 p.4.c.3. (State Archives tramways file Ref PRV5914,4/38) 

47
  Government Gazette No 166  16 December 1939 p 2162 c 2 
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Council had advised the Board that neither trams nor trolley-buses could negotiate the steep 
slopes of Boundary St leading up and across Dornoch Tce. 48 This lead the Board to prepare 
engineering plans for putting Boundary St in a cutting and providing an over-bridge for 
Dornoch Tce.49 The cost of the bridge was put at £162,000 and the bridge for Dornoch Tce 
over Boundary Rd at a further £45,000.50  
 
The work actually began on the cutting in January 1940 and a photograph appeared in the 
newspaper of a man working with a jackhammer.51 £31,754 was spent on resumptions and re-
grading Boundary St,52 and photographs of the cutting follow, during and after construction: 
 

  
 
The Courier-Mail 8 March 1940 p6 c4,  
State Library of Queensland Negative  191071.    2007 
 

In March 1940 the Acting Premier announced that the bridge design was underway and 
construction would begin early in 1941 and take two years to complete.53 In July 1940 Dr 
Bradfield said that designers who had worked on the newly opened Story Bridge were being 
transferred to the design of the St Lucia bridge.54 However in November 1940 J D Story also 
the Honorary Vice-Chancellor of the University, phoned from the Bureau of Industry to the 
General Manager of Brisbane City Council Transport Department stating that he was ‘much 
concerned with the cost of a bridge…and wondered whether a more flexible bus service 
would…meet the position’. The General Manager noted that traffic to the University along 
Coronation Drive would be ‘reverse to the flow of peak traffic’, and that appealed.55  
 
The Transport Department noted that they did not have sufficient buses available, but advised 
that trams already provided a ten minute service from the City to the Hoogley St ferry; only 

                                                 
48
  Brisbane City Council Meeting Minutes for 1938-39 

49
  State Archives File St Lucia Bridge Approach Plans PRV 15008 

50 Minutes of the Bureau of Industry University Works Board Item ID 341196, QSA 
51
  The Courier-Mail 19 January 1940 p 6 c 4 

52
  The Courier-Mail 19 July 1946 p 19 c 3 

53 The Courier-Mail, 11 April 1940 p5 c4. 
54 The Courier-Mail, 8 July 1940 p 5. 
55 Tramways file ID 2729 QSA. 
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three buses would be needed to provide a service from the Laurence St ferry terminal to the 
University.56 
 
Whilst the capital cost of the bridge had become a barrier once again, the war intervened 
anyway, and the University building and bridge work was halted.57 Local residents at the 
time, including Joan and Keith Haig, Ian Venables, and Rosamond Siemon, and the 
Dickenson family who lived very close to the site all recall seeing some form of construction 
begin at the end of Boundary St in the early 1940s. Joan says that work was stopped when the 
war came and the steel work was redirected to Ayr for a new bridge needed across the 
Burdekin River. Retired Surveyor Maurice McLeary says that steelwork was stacked at both 
ends of the bridge, but during the war was moved to another location on the river for storage. 
 
Post-war conditions made it difficult to immediately revive the idea of a bridge, but in 1944 
the Government budgeted £10,000 for preliminary work in the hope that man-power and 
materials would be available.58 In 1944 Mr Kemp advised that £200,000 had been included in 
the budget for the St Lucia Bridge as urgent post war works.59 In 1946 funds were allocated 
for the completion of design and the construction of foundations.60 In 1951 further funds were 
allocated for the bridge.61 
 
By now J D Story appeared to have had a change of mind, stating that it would be difficult to 
have the University at St Lucia without a bridge.62 Work did restart on the university 
buildings but not the bridge and occupation took place from 1947.   
 
In the meantime the Brisbane City Council considered the alternatives of providing an 
increased ferry service at Hoogley St/Laurence St, and providing a bus service from there to 
the University, or with a bus service from North Quay via Coronation Dr Toowong.63 
 
Council was also considering an alternative cross-river traffic route to the city, connecting the 
Ipswich Road to the Grey Street bridge via the St Lucia peninsular and the University bridge 
utilising an additional bridge over the Long Pocket Reach.64 
 
In 1948 Premier Hanlon announced that the ‘…long sought-after bridge across the river 
would be proceeded with as soon as the tension eases concerning housing’65 (presumably 
shortage of materials). 
 
A trolley-bus service had been proposed to operate a circular route from the City, through 
West End, over the proposed bridge, and back along Hawken Dr and Coronation Dr to the 
City.66  But in 1950 Brisbane City Council noted that it would be ‘several years’ before the 

                                                 
56
  QSA Tramways File Ref PRV5914 

57 The Courier-Mail, 17 April 1941 p 5. 
58
  The Courier-Mail 22 September 1944 p 3 c 4 

59 The Cairns Post 21 October 1944 p 5. 
60 The Cairns Post 28 February 1946 p 5; The Worker 4 March 1946 p1. 
61 The Cairns Post 5 October 1951 p 1. 
62 The Courier-Mail 21 December 1944 p 3 c 6 
63
  Brisbane City Council Meeting Minutes 1945-46 p 47, 129 

64 The Courier-Mail 29 October 1946 p 3 
65
  Bryan H University of Queensland 1910-1966 An Essay Towards A History 1966 p111, Fryer Library 

66
  Brisbane City Council Minutes 18 July 1950 p 64 
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bridge would be built, and proposed an alternative route for its trolley-bus service, basically 
using Coronation Dr both ways.67 No service ever eventuated. 
 
In 1950 J D Story, the Vice-Chancellor estimated that the university would never expand 
beyond 6,000 students; future growth would occur through decentralisation ‘in country 
parts’.68 
 

 

5. 1950s THE GROWING SUBURB ADDS TO THE NEED  

 
An article under the heading ‘The Future Hamilton of the City’ appeared in The Courier- Mail 
in 1936 together with an aerial photo taken from above Ironside School looking north-east. 
Some extracts from the article follow: 
 

Charming sylvan setting for new University…. Some of the most picturesque country in 
Brisbane…praised by all, but inhabited by few… hundreds of acres of some of the choicest 
land in Brisbane are covered in bush…. Almost entirely in its virgin state…The obvious 
solution of the problem [of adequate transport facilities] is the erection of a light bridge 
structure to connect with West End…St Lucia will never fully enjoy its heritage until a bridge 
spans the river… the shops are few and far between.. 69 

 
The likelihood of a bridge encouraged young people born in West End to buy cheaper land 
and build houses in St Lucia, knowing there would be easy access back to their parent’s 
homes.70 
 
The matter of the bridge was under discussion again in 1951.71 The Courier-Mail reported that 
rapid growth of St Lucia might make it necessary to increase the width of the bridge. Plant 
had been assembled to allow foundations to begin, but there was a shortage of steel.72   
 
In 1954 the bridge was considered again this time at a cost of £250,000. Premier Gair told 
parliament it was not possible at that time to estimate when a St Lucia bridge would be 
completed.73 
 
In 1962 it was reported in the local press:  
 

Out of a job:  St Lucia has one unusual distinction – its progress association has worked itself 
out of jobs! One of the stalwarts, Mr Keith Henzell explains: “we achieved most of our aims 
for the establishment of bowling clubs, parks and scout groups. Really there isn’t a great deal 
more that could be done.” Except of course for the decades old dream - the bridge that one day 
may span the Brisbane River and link Hawken Dr with Boundary St.74 

 
Also in 1962, the new Town Plan failed to include a bridge; Vice-Chancellor Sir Fred 
Schonell said he understood plans for a bridge had been scrapped.75   
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 Brisbane City Council Minutes 18 July 1950 p 64 
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  Thomis M. p 212 

69
  The Courier-Mail 26 February 1936 p 18 c 1 
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71 The Courier-Mail 26 November 1951 p2 c4. 
72
  The Courier-Mail 2 March 1951 p 6 c 8 
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  Thomis M. p 205, 213 
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  The Courier-Mail 10 April 1962 p 8 c 7 
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Harrison Bryan, University Librarian suggested in the early 1960s that the need for a bridge to 
reduce the University’s isolation had been eliminated by the increased use of motor transport, 
(many more people having cars by then, than was the case in 1926) and the very rapid 
suburban development that took place in the vicinity in the 1950s76 (many more students and 
staff able to live close to the University, and have access to all facilities). 
 
Indeed Prof. Thomis writes in 1985:  
 

The inability of successive Governments to afford this mammoth project, and their eventual 
willingness to let it slip gently out of contemplation, for a long time matters of regret, were 
eventually accepted by many as a blessing. 77 

 
Perhaps Thomis is perhaps referring here to fears expressed many years later by residents of 
St Lucia. With the huge increase in the size of the University and the number of cars on the 
road, it was feared that a bridge would not only provide access to St Lucia, but also be a short-
cut for buses and motorists from southern suburbs to the western suburbs.  
 
This would have put an increased load on, in particular, Hawken Dr and The Esplanade. 
Hawken Dr was laid out as a residential feeder road in 1922, just into the car era, but as it is 
designed to follow a narrow winding hilly ridge line, it has proved difficult to adapt it to 
modern day vehicle volumes. The Esplanade was never intended to be a through road. 
 
Carmody Rd was surveyed in 1853 merely as a boundary between farms, and is a tortuous 
route.  
 
Fortunately our earliest Councillors had foresight, and St Lucia Rd (Sir Fred Schonell Dr) was 
designed as a suburban feeder road back in 1887, long before cars were invented. It has been 
possible to adapt it to become the main vehicle access route today.  
 
The matter of a bridge across from Boundary Rd was raised again in 2000, but residents on 
both sides of the river were vocal with their objections.  
  

6. 2006 THE ELEANOR SCHONELL BRIDGE 

 
In 2002 Brisbane City Council was back in the main funding seat again, seeing a ‘green 
bridge’ as being justified by the need to reduce traffic flow through the City and St Lucia.  
 
The term ‘green’ in Councils eyes referring to pedestrian, cyclist, and bus access only. After 
strong objections by residents and the University, the final design terminates buses as they 
reach the University riverbank and does not permit them to connect with the internal campus 
roads.  
 
This prevents the bridge being used as an inter-suburb bus connector, but the probability of 
the restriction continuing in the future is viewed with much scepticism by the residents of St 
Lucia. 
 
The suspension style bridge structure was opened on 17th December 2006, and is above the 
one-in-one-thousand year flood level. It is about 70m high and 20m wide with two footpaths. 
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A photo of the bridge under construction follows.78 Rather than costing the £15,000 of 1885 
or even the £150,000 of 1934, the advised 2006 cost is in the order of $55,000,000.  
 

 
 
During a public consultation process for a name for the bridge, the St Lucia History Group 
made a presentation to full Council suggesting several names but particularly requesting that 
any name chosen should reflect the history of St Lucia. Council chose the name Eleanor 
Schonell Bridge, commemorating the lives and work in remedial education particularly at the 
University, of Sir Fred Schonell and his wife and partner Eleanor. 
 
The love story of St Lucia History Group members Joan and Keith Haig were the inspiration 
for the poem Cloudland by Luke Beesley, inscribed into the concrete of the new bridge. Keith 
from Dutton Park courted Joan from St Lucia across the river by ferry in the 1920s.79 
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7. UNIVERSITY ORIENTATION TOWARDS THE BRIDGE 

 
Some of the early plans for the University ignored the possibility of a bridge or any other 
particular method of getting students to the area. Other more far-sighted plans such as that by 
Prof Hawken did include a bridge and some planned it as the main entry to the University, 
facing the main building towards it, with a grand driveway approach.80  
 
A Committee appointed by the Government reported back to the Premier that: 
 

The concept was for a main building orientated to the bridge…the approach from the bridge 
was to be ‘most dignified’ and lead up a half-mile avenue to a large lawn at the front of the 
building. 81 

 
The local newspaper reported: 
 

A bridge over the Brisbane River from Boundary St West End will be at the front door to 
Queensland’s new £1,000,000 University. It will lead straight onto a tree lined drive, along 
which the magnificent buildings, more than half a mile [0.8 klm] away, will be clearly visible; 
The approach to the University should be one of the most beautiful sights in Brisbane…From 
the bridge…there will be a direct view to the lodge gates, and through them, across lawns and 
upland, to the main buildings…82 

 
The first Hennessy, Hennessy & Co scheme also ignored the bridge, but the final proposal 
probably submitted after discussion with the University and Government Committee included 
the bridge, and incorporated the idea of a grand approach. As can be seen today, the Forgan 
Smith Building does face lawns and the then proposed bridge site. 
 
However, with the failure of the bridge to materialise, the whole idea of a ‘front door’ was 
abandoned. In 1970 the concept was finally destroyed when Circular Dr was downgraded, the 
formal entry gates at the Mill Rd / St Lucia Rd junction removed, and the Administration of 
the University relocated to another building  at Chancellors Pl. An opportunity lost for ‘one of 
the most beautiful sights in Brisbane’. 
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