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HERITAGE COUNCIL
SECTION 38 OF THE HERITAGE ACT 1995
Protectors of Public Lands (Victoria) Inc
Royal Park Protection Group Inc 
SUBMISSIONS
1. The Protectors of Public Lands Victoria Inc and the Royal Park Protection Group Inc (Groups) support the inclusion of the whole of the land otherwise known as Royal Park in Parkville (place) on the Victorian Heritage Register. 
2. The Groups support the application for inclusion of the place made by the Australian Institute of Landscape Architects and the report prepared by the Executive Director in respect of the place (nominations).
3. The Groups are very concerned that inadequate consideration has been given to the heritage significance of the place during the recent hearings conducted in respect of the East West Tunnel proposal (proposal).  

4. The Groups submit that the proposal will have a significant impact on the heritage significance of the place as identified in the nominations, namely in respect of the following issues:
(a) The occupation of up to 27% of the place during the construction period for construction purposes for up to 5 years from the end of 2014;

(b) The loss of approximately 5,000 trees during construction;

(c) The use of the cut and cover method of construction of the tunnel in the place, causing significant disturbance to the Australian Native Garden, the southern section of the place south of Macarthur Road and listed heritage places in the Park (such as the Burke & Wills monument) and ANZAC Hall;
(d) The placement of at least a 20 metre high ventilation exhaust tower for the tunnel in a location adjacent to ANZAC Hall;

(e) The inclusion of a freeway interchange at Elliott Ave in the Park and the widening of Elliott Ave and removal of significant trees;

(f) The construction of freeway flyovers and a tunnel portal in Ross Straw Field; and

(g) The possible dumping of spoil from the project in Ross Straw field.

5. The Groups cannot conceive of a more destructive activity in the place than the construction of a trench up to 120 metres wide and 30 metres deep for 1.4 km through the park.
6. These impacts were scarcely mentioned or considered in the hearings for the proposal.  A key issue during the hearings was that the documentation for the proposal was clearly inadequate in terms of the proposal’s description as:

(a) The mapbook for the proposal merely described, in the barest of terms, the alignment of the proposal.   The mapbook did not include any elevations or sections of the proposal that would assist in the understanding of the visual impact, amongst other impacts, of the proposal;

(b) The mapbook misdescribed the type and extent of tunnelling proposed for Royal Park (cut and cover).  To that extent, the description of the proposal in the mapbook was actively misleading;

(c) The mapbook did not include any description of matters such as the following:

(i) The dimensions and extent of the western portal of the tunnel;

(ii) The heights and widths of elevated roadways and their relationship to other elements adjacent to the proposal in Ross Straw Field;

(iii) Indicative tunnel sections and depths for bored and cut and cover tunnels;

(iv) The location and dimensions of the ventilation structure at the western portal of the tunnel;
(v) Any indicative design or design parameters for the gateway features at the western tunnel portal;
(vi) Detail matters such as toll gantries, road lighting, security fencing and road signage.

(d) Much of the evidence relied upon by the Linking Melbourne Authority to describe the impact of the proposal has come from the Urban Circus computer model of the project.

(e) No evidence was given to validate the methodology used, instructions provided or assumptions made by Urban Circus to create the 3D visualisations and perspectives of the proposal.  

(f) When asked by the Committee to provide basic information about the height of one part of the elevated roadway in West Parkville, Urban Circus subsequently considered it necessary to provide a detailed clarification to its answers.

7. The place is a microcosm of Melbourne’s history which stands to be wiped out if the proposal is routed through the Park.  As the Heritage Council statement of significance notes:
(a) The grasslands were a corroboree site for the Wurundjeri;

(b) The Walmsley House, a pre fabricated 1851 iron cottage in the Australian Native Garden is one of Victoria’s earliest buildings (included on the State Heritage Register);
(c) Royal Park was the departure point in 1860 for Burke and Wills on their ill - fated trip to the inland (Access to the Burke and Will Memorial on Macarthur Road will likely be affected by the proposal);
(d) The Royal Melbourne Zoological Gardens, commonly known as the Melbourne Zoo Australia’s oldest Zoo, was established in Royal Park in October 1862;
(e) Baron Von Mueller, botanist extraordinaire and advisor the first Governor La Trobe, planted the wonderful line of Moreton Bay figs on Macarthur Road which are under threat. Also 56 mature elms – now rare trees - on the west side of Royal Park in Flemington Road which form part of a magnificent boulevard are to be axed for the proposal;
(f) The Park was the training ground for World War I trench warfare and in World War II the American encampment was on the east and Australians to the west. Anzac Hall the Army Hall and sentry boxes (included on the State Heritage Register) was the recreational hall for the armed forces;
(g) Camp Pell (Camp Hell) migrant camp was a legacy of war time demountable huts and not removed from the Park until the 1956 Olympics;
(h) It is miraculous that the remnant pre-white settlement vegetation has survived in West Royal Park with its native bird and animal habitat;
8. The restoration of Royal Park started with the Royal Park Master Plan in 1987.  The cooperative work by the community groups and the City of Melbourne has seen the revegetation of grassland, open woodland plus wetlands and the return of wildlife to the Park. 
9. Community planting sessions organised by the City of Melbourne over the past 20 years have been instrumental in revegetating the Park and have been a great community bonding experience for groups and a hands-on educational experience for children.  
10. Royal Park is now truly bushland in the city. Recent rain over the past few years has seen wonderful growth through the Park.  The question is often asked would the citizens of New Yard countenance a freeway through Central Park or London through Hyde Park? 
11. The Groups understand that the Minister for Planning is likely to make a decision whether or not to approve the proposal within 20 days after receiving the Assessment Committee’s recommendation and report in respect of the proposal.  The Assessment Committee will be providing its recommendations and report to the Minister by 30 May 2014.

12. The Groups submit that the Heritage Council or Executive Director should consider making an interim protection order in respect of the place should it be considered necessary to conduct a hearing in this case after 30 May 2014. 
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