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To whom It may concem
Ausiralian War Memorial Expansion — Preliminary Documentation Submission

| wrtie on behalf of the Australlan Hentage Coundl (AHC) reganding Me proposad
davelopments at the Australian War Memorial, and congratulate the Project Team for the effort
that has gone into the production of e report.

Whie | note there are commendable reasons for e project to procead as socumeantad in
terms of meeting the functions of the Memorial, our responsbiity Is to respond to the Impacts
on the National and Commonwealth hertage values of Mie site. The comments of the AHC are
as foliows:

1. Overall the Councl notes that the entire project is pradicated on the assumption thal
the Memoral wil not be able 10 perform Es functons uniass the size of ths exnidition
and other areas Is considerably Increasad. The intent of e projact to acknowedge
and Incorporate continuing arenas of conflict and miltary operation Is commendabie.

The documentaton providad, however, while addrassing aliemnatves ralating fo
structural expansion, appears to have not addressed options such as operational and
other functional changes that could minimise the need for addltional space. These
include differant and technological methods of interpretation and museum display, as
wel 3s opportunities to Introduce 3 more sustainable visitation sirategy. Both are
Imporiant aspects of 3 comprehensive hertage management programme and should
be considenad 35 key approaches 10 Improving capacity.

Phiysical expansion to support the dispiay of iarge objects such 3s submarines and
alreraft Is not a sustainable intent over e long fem and, In the curent circumstances,

cannot be achieved without signitcantly Impacting isted hertage valuss.

2. The Bisted hantage values of he Memorial inclugde Its landscape and setfing, and this is
discussed In some getall in the documentation. While the discussion is ciear on matiers
such as Impacts on e Anzac Parade context, view lines, of the Impacts on Tees In
the precingt, 1t 15 noted that the Impacts on the landscape and micro-sesting of e
Memora have not been spacifically considerad In t2mms of the accretion of proposed
structural change within the Memorial site.

There is ambiguity In the response In Section & of the Hertage Impact Assessment
(HIA)} (p. 240) to the query 'Has the aovice of 3 consuitant skiliag In the conservation of



wmmm’ If 50, have their recommendations been
W. in lts assessment. the document omits consideration ofmernpactm
the heritage landscape of the expansion of the C.E.W. Bean Bullding (inciuded as 3
Variation to the oniginal refarral). While the 3ssessment concludes that the larger
structure nas 3 positve Impact In providing Increased space, 35 notad In point 1 above,
1 does not consider the negative Impact of the expanded footprnt on the herttags
landscape and sefting through the reduction of ‘natural” space. This action Imposes a
considerable Impact on and Imbalance of landscape design within the site, and can be
seen to compromise the relationship between the natural bushiand setting of he
Memonal and s continuity with Mount Ainsile.

While we note Mere is 3 reference to these concems In the HIA (page 57) that "care
must be takan 1 ensure the landscape qualities of the eastem pracinct are not overty

giminished’, his fails to acknowedge that the proposed expansion aready has this
eftect.

. Whie the documeantation, and particuarty the HIA, provide 3 detaled response to
incividual actions, the combinad Impacts of e works |5 less well considerad. it Is the
hoilstic Impact of the proposed changss that Is of concem In t2ms of the Istad hermage
values, Including the langdscape and safting. A companison of Figures 2.1 and 5.10
(Pages & and 33 of the Submission) highiights Te compisxity and exient of he
combined actons and the alterations to the hertage landscape (which Includes 3l
aspects of the Memonal stucture). This comparison clearly Shows the joss of naturdl
areas 1o designaa and consrucied spaces and the Tul extent and dasign changes
arising from the redaveiopment of the Parage Ground area.

. In aadiion the Councll notes the folowing indvicual actions 35 having negative
Impacts on Uisted Hermage VIu2s that should be senously raconsiderad:
« The demoiition of the existing Anzac Hail (Identfied In the HIA has having 3
substantial negative impact)
The redesign and expansion of the Parade Ground
The Inciusion of the Ocuius - principaily In terms of e removal of 3 direct line of
3coE6E IMMD the AWM buiding
The Inciusion of an extemal i1

.
» The axpansion of the C.EW. Baan buliding.

Regrestadly the Council cannot support the conclusion that the propased redevaiopment will
not have 3 serous IMmpact on the Isted hertage values of the site and recommends that he
matters above be gven serous attention.
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