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Submission in response to the EIS for the Expansion of the Museums Discovery Centre, 

Castle Hill SSD-10472 

Lionel Glendenning  

Architect of Record, Powerhouse Museum 

65 Bouvardia St, Russell Lea, 2046 

 

I am happy to have my submission published. 

I object to the Expansion of the Museum Discovery Centre 

1.The addition of the building J Store - purports to be a replacement for the Harwood 

Building, an integral part the Powerhouse Museum.

1.1 The Harwood Building is the former Ultimo Tram Depot, Mary Ann Street, Ultimo and is 

a fully functioning ‘fit for purpose’  (designed for a 100yr life span) element that provides 

both a fully functioning part of the Powerhouse Museum and a uniquely adjacent, coherent 

and vital professional museum support and storage facility in a purpose-built building. 

(AIRAH Journal, January 87, Vol 41, No 1. pp11 – 20, att.) 

2. It seems that whenever the Minister for Arts, Harwin, wants to satisfy his edifice

complex‘, he determines  that the offending building that thwarts his ambition is ‘not fit for

purpose’. Without consideration of sensible, timely maintenance  and fit-out upgrades at a

(relative to the proposal at Castle Hill) – much reduced cost at the Ultimo Powerhouse

Museum - is irrational and fiscally irresponsible.

3. Furthermore, given that it is now apparent that the Parramatta ‘move’ of the Powerhouse

Museum is NOT going ahead (see Government media announcement 4 July 2020) and, that

the Parramatta project brief has been greatly modified from a ‘quasi museum’ to a

‘Carriageworks lite’  or even less -  an arts and entertainment ‘cultural’ building currently

subject to a Green Ban by multiple NSW and national unions over the gross decision by the

Berejiklian Government decision to demolish Willowgrove – a critical part of women’s

history in NSW and Parramatta. The need for expansion of the existing, adequate museum

store at Castle Hill is moot.

3.2 This fallacy is once again offered as a reason for his political ‘ploy’ seeking replacement 

of a fully functioning professional support facility ‘the Harwood building’, an essential part 

of the Powerhouse Museum for a $100m (total?) move to a constrained, distant site in 

Castle Hill. 

3.3 Matters that have arisen from this ‘Baird/Berejiklian Parramatta’ obsession have given 

rise to pathetic untruths, excessive costs, fateful planning missteps and sustained 

widespread community, media, legal protests and a damning NSW Upper House 
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Parliamentary Inquiry – ongoing and revealing extraordinary confusion, mismanagement, 

conflicting agendas and major budget and brief extravaganzas. 

4. The Harwood Building is ‘fit for purpose’ (100year designed life - 1981). It is an intrinsic 

component of the Powerhouse Museum. 

• 4.1 Its design is ‘bullet-proof’ and secure with back-up systems that have never failed 

–the 3 so-called leaks above the basement store were minor and the consequence of 

human error and lack of proper maintenance. 

• 4.2 Double basement waterproof walls. 

• 4.3 Double alarmed subsoil pumps and alarms for any emergency. 

• 4.4 Bespoke collection conservation, restoration and maintenance facilities 

• 4.5 Fit for purpose facilities and equipment for collection handling and exhibition 

construction and installation. 

• 4.6 Access for very large objects 

• 4.7 Publicly accessible – adjacent to public transport and car parks. 

• 4.8 Purpose designed facilities for exhibition design, development and preparation. 

• 4.9 Collection easily accessible to students, researchers, designers, collectors, donors 

etc and complementary to the Powerhouse Museum exhibitions, public and 

education programs. 

 

5. Museum Discovery Centre, Castle Hill 

• 5.1 Parking at Castle Hill is inadequate now for the TAFE function and will be 

overstretched even with the addition of the few extra parking spaces at the MDC, 

especially with the projected visitor numbers and poor, unsafe entry & exit onto 

busy main roads. 

• 5.2 The local traffic at the intersection of Windsor Road and Showground Road is 

considered dangerous and conflicted for entry to the Museum site, particularly for 

large objects - aircraft, trains - locomotives, rolling stock, buses and bulky large 

objects on heavy/wide transport vehicles manoeuvring at entries and access ways. 

• 5.3 The site is the location of a heritage landscape in the Museum’s historic 

eucalyptus plantation – a fine example of historic industrial/silvi-cultural study of 

essential oils and arboriculture by the MAAS from its early beginnings in the late 

1880s. The remnant stand of mature trees represent a ‘living museum’ exhibit and 

should be retained IN PLACE. (See Chris Betteridge 2020 paper att to his separate 

submission and objection.) 

 

6. The NSW Government has, over its ‘reign’ in NSW been responsible for the gross neglect 

of our landscape and heritage – vis the 100 venerable fig trees cut down in the dead of night 

- supposedly for the Randwick Light Rail; the Parramatta Light Rail cutting through what 

should be UNESCO World Heritage listed Female Factory site and destroying more mature 

botanic heritage landscape – open green space for over-developed Parramatta. 
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6.1 Minister Constance proposing the removal of roadside trees on NSW roads – 

incidentally, a known seed bank and a resource of rare remnant plant species. 

The planned destruction of the Castle Hill Experimental Plantation is another example of this 

destructive bent ignoring a heritage landscape artefact. 

7. Public transport to the site is very limited and visitors and staff will be reliant on private 

car or hired bus transport – hence the limited parking on the site is totally inadequate and 

will limit the public accessibility to the MDC. Travel times and disruption will adversely affect 

staff adversely. 

8. Collection management risks vis-à-vis the main Museum home in Ultimo, Powerhouse 

Parramatta and Sydney Observatory are multiplied by the distances and frequency of 

collection object handling and movements to service exhibition, education and public 

programs at these public cultural destinations. 

8.1 Costs of collection management and handling will be far higher for both staff and 

materials. 

8.2 It is not best practice to replace the functioning Ultimo support facility, with a distant 

store 38km away in dense traffic. Collection handling – the safety and security of objects – is 

compromised and risks are increased. Critical staff access is disrupted to the point of 

disfunction. 

9. Access to the collection will be limited for staff, students, visitors, researchers, tourists, 

schoolchildren. 

10. The Museum’s Trust has had minimal input into this whole sorry planning mess 

concocted by Infrastructure NSW, Create NSW, premiers, ministers and lobbyists. 

10.1 There is a disturbing lack of serious input by museum experts with deep knowledge 

and experience in all of this ‘madness’ surrounding the PHM Baird ill-fated move announced 

over 6 years ago. 

11. The Expansion of the Museum Discovery Centre is yet another ill-thought-out scheme, 

devised against good museum practice, to change the purpose and function of the 

Harwood Building to the detriment of the operability and functioning of the Powerhouse 

Museum. Furthermore, this project will make the collection far less accessible and put its 

safety and security at serious risk. 

12. This SSD project fails in all the planning and consultants’ reports to prepare and consider 

a viable alternate approach – one that sees the purpose designed MAAS Powerhouse 

Museum Ultimo Support and Professional Services Harwood Building refurbished for far less 

cost. Over the past 20 years, maintenance and small upgrades have been deferred or 

ignored by increasingly poor management - staff and executives with a lack of building and 

museum experience and, facilities management. 
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13. For far less cost, a simple refurbishment project for finishes, fitouts and services updates 

would give a new lease of life to this adjacent essential, efficient and effective Powerhouse 

Museum collection and museum program facility. 

13.1 The Harwood Building was effectively new in 1981 as the Ultimo Tram Depot is 

extant in the original perimeter, brick walls dating to c1899. The intervention - basement, 

ground floor and first floors, roof structure, services – were all brand new in 1981 – a 

100year design life! 

13.2 A current upgrade cost of $10.65m maximum against the $65 - $100m at Castle Hill to 

effectively replicate a facility which, from the Government’s July 4th announcement that the 

Powerhouse Museum would be retained as is in Ultimo, makes the failure to cost the 

Harwood Building upgrade irrational and irresponsible. There are far more pressing 

priorities in Culture, (regional museums), Health, Education, regional Transport, 

Environment etc. 

13.3 The SSD should assess the alternative of refurbishing the Harwood Building as a 

necessary part of the renewal of the Powerhouse Museum in Ultimo – as announced by the 

NSW Government on 4 July 2020. Since 1981, the Harwood building has been essential to 

the Museum’s Ultimo operations and the public accessibility of its collection, archives and 

library since inception. 

14. The Castle Hill site is not owned by the Government. Under the MAAS Act 1945 the 

Trustees of the Museum are custodians of the Museum’s land, buildings and collection on 

behalf of the people of NSW. 

14.1The applicant for this DA is the Department of Premiers and Cabinet – not as required, 

the owner of the site – or an assigned entity of the Trust. The DA should be immediately 

withdrawn and this serious illegality reported and investigated by the appropriated 

authorities. (LC, Ombudsman, ICAC). 

14.2 Why was the Trust not the signatory on the DA? 

14.3 Another example of this NSW Government’s failure to follow proper process as it 

rushes politically driven, ‘contested’, ill considered infrastructure through now obviously 

politically charged planning processes. (Shades of Barangaroo coffee shop meetings to 

discuss critical planning issues outside of a proper process. (The Australian, March 6-7, page 

1.) 

15. This SSD project is a waste of taxpayers’ money and threat to the long term viability of 

the Powerhouse Museum as there will be greatly increased operational costs, staff 

disruption, high risk to the collection and not ignoring unnecessarily challenging and risky, 

naïve Museum project management and delivery.  

 

Lionel Glendenning 

4 March 2021 
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Brief Resume 

Lionel Glendenning  AA STC Hons, B,Arch Hons 1 UNSW, M.Arch. Harvard, Dip. Environ St. Macq.   

Inaugural Robert Gordon Menzies Scholar, 1968 to Harvard University Graduate School of Design 

Life Fellow, Powerhouse Museum 

Architect (retd), Design tutor: UNSW, Syd U, UTS.                             

Design Director HBO+EMTB 1988 - 2012                             

Principal Architect Public Buildings, NSW Government Architect’s Office 1984 - 1988 

RAIA NSW Merit Awards:   

• Claymore Public School  

• IMAX Theatre, Darling Harbour          

• Bicentennial Park, Homebush Bay; 

 

Architect of Record:  Powerhouse Museum 

Powerhouse Museum Awards: 1988 

Sulman Award for Architectural Merit, Royal Australian Institute of Architects New South Wales 

President’s Award for Recycled Buildings, Royal Australian Institute of Architects National Awards 

Belle Awards for Interiors, Royal Australian Institute of Architects 

Meritorious Lighting Award – Institutions, the Illuminating Engineering Society of Australia 

Australian Council for the Rehabilitation of the Disabled Award for Barrier-free Circulation 

 

Winner, Tourist Attractions, Australian Tourism Awards 

New South Wales Tourism Award for Excellence, New South Wales Tourism Commission 

Best Museum Category A, Westpac Museum of the Year Awards 

 

 

 

 

 


















