Attachment F
2007 Old Parliament House South East Wing Courtyard Garden Heritage
Analysis

OLD PARLIAMENT HOUSE

SOUTH EAST WING COURTYARD GARDEN
HERITAGE ANALYSIS

March 2007

Contents
Contents

ii

Executive Summary

1

1.0 Introduction

2

1.1 Preamble

2

1.1.1 Old Parliament House

2

1.1.2 South East Wing Courtyard Garden

2

1.2 This report

3

1.3 Study scope and approach

3

1.4 Study team

4

1.5 Limitations

4

1.6 Acknowledgements

4

1.7 Endnotes

5

2.0 Understanding the place

6

2.1 Historical Development

6

2.1.1 Background

6

2.1.2 Development of the South East Wing

7

2.2 Landscape design in the South East Wing Courtyard Garden

8

2.2.1 Context
2.2.2 Documentary
Courtyard Garden

8
Evidence

of

the

Plantings

in

the

South

East

Wing

2.2.3 Existing Physical Evidence

9

11

2.3 Use and Maintenance of the South East Wing Courtyard Garden

15

2.4 Comparison with other Courtyards in OPH

16

2.5 Summary

16

2.6 Endnotes

39

3.0 Heritage Values

40

3.1 Heritage Value of the Old Parliament House Gardens

40

3.2 Heritage Value of the South East Wing Courtyard Garden

40

3.2.1 Background

40

3.2.2 Assessment against the Commonwealth and National Heritage Criteria

42

3.3 Statement of Heritage Significance

44

ii

3.4 Endnotes

44

4.0 Obligations and Recommendations

45

4.1 Obligations arising from the identified Heritage Values

45

4.2 Conservation recommendations

45

4.3 Horticultural investigation recommendations

47

4.4 Remedial program recommendations

47

4.5 Cyclical conservation program recommendations

48

4.6 Building maintenance recommendations

48

4.7 Management recommendations

56

4.8 Endnotes

60

Figures and Tables
Figure 1.1 Location plan of the South East Wing Courtyard Garden in Old Parliament
House.
Figure 2.1 Plan showing the sequence of construction of the South East Wing and
enclosure of the Courtyard space at OPH.
Figure 2.2 Plan showing the plantings in the South East Wing Courtyard Garden,
2006. Note the codes given for the plants are described in Table 1.
Figures 2.3 and 2.4 Views of the Courtyard in 1980, looking towards the south and
north ends respectively.
Figure 2.5 Looking north into the South East Wing Courtyard Garden from the third
floor. The tall canopy is from the three Silver Birches.
Figure 2.6 Looking towards the main entrance in the southeast corner of the
Courtyard (Bed 5 is on the left).
Figure 2.7 Looking towards the north end of the Courtyard with Bed 5 to the right.
Note the layout of the benches and low garden walls. The branch in the foreground
is of the Flowering Cherry (Bed 2 to the left and Bed 5 on the right).
Figure 2.8

Looking south, from Bed 4 of the Courtyard, with gravel paths.

Figure 2.9

November 1964 plan of the South East Wing Courtyard.

Figure 2.10

1965 plan of the South East Wing Courtyard.

Figure 2.11 1970 irrigations plan of the South West Wing Courtyard, possibly a
mirror image of the South East Wing Courtyard.
Figure 2.12 1970 irrigations plan of the South West Wing Courtyard, possibly a
mirror image of the South East Wing Courtyard.
Figure 2.13

1978 plan of the South East Wing Courtyard.

Figure 2.14

May 1978 plan of the South East Wing Courtyard.

iii

Figure 2.15

1978 plan of the South East Wing Courtyard.

Figure 2.16

1979 plan of the South East Wing Courtyard.

Figure 2.17 The South West Wing small courtyard at OPH.
Figure 2.18 The South West Wing small courtyard at OPH.
Figure 4.1 Plan showing key elements of high and medium significance to be
retained. Refer to Table 4.1 for detailed recommendations for individual plants.

Table 2.1

Identification and assessment of individual plants.

Table 4.1

Comments and recommendations for Courtyard plants

iv

1

Executive Summary
The Old Parliament House South East Wing Courtyard Heritage Analysis has
been prepared by DCITA staff and Godden Mackay Logan (GML) for Old
Parliament House (OPH) to provide the framework for future care and
management of the South East Wing Courtyard.
It includes an
identification of plant species, a historical summary and management
recommendations for the place.
The heritage values of the South East Wing Courtyard Garden are derived
from its association with the development of OPH and the social value it
holds for users of the building, including politicians and other staff,
since its construction in 1965, as a space of retreat and recreation.
The Courtyard is also physical evidence of the evolution of OPH,
representing the last phase of building activity.
It is an important
space as it is the only remaining pre-1988 garden of OPH.
The original
design and the design intent of the Courtyard Garden are still evident.
The space remains a private and peaceful retreat which can still be
appreciated by OPH staff and tenants.
The recommendations of this Heritage Analysis will guide the future
protection and conservation of heritage values of the Courtyard Garden.
More specifically, the management recommendations will assist OPH with
future building works proposed for the South East Wing and provide
guidance for the protection and conservation of the Courtyard Garden.
The main recommendations include seeking initial specialist horticultural
advice to assist with the remediation of plants in the Courtyard Garden.
A broader management program is also recommended for the Courtyard Garden
for long term conservation of the heritage values.
This generally
includes seeking advice on protecting plants of heritage value and
delivering and implementing a cyclical works/conservation program to
ensure its survival for future generations.
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1.0

Introduction

1.1 Preamble
1.1.1 Old Parliament House
Old Parliament House (1927) is a nationally significant heritage place.1
It is listed on the Commonwealth Heritage List (14 July 2004), the
National Heritage List (20 June 2006), the Register of the National
Estate, the ACT Government’s Heritage Places Register, the National Trust
of Australia’s (ACT) Register and the Royal Australian Institute of
Architects’ Register of Significant Twentieth Century Architecture.
The
heritage values of Old Parliament House (OPH) are derived from its
historical and social significance as the focus of Federal Government
politics from 1927 to 1988.
This powerful cultural icon is a symbol of
the nation’s struggles and triumphs, its federation and its long-standing
democratic traditions. The building and its setting are also significant
in terms of its architectural values. It represents the major work of the
Commonwealth’s first architect, John Smith Murdoch (1862–1945), and it is
a major physical feature of Canberra and its original planning. OPH also
contains a significant movable heritage collection related to its use,
function and development.
OPH has been under the management of the Department of Communications,
Information Technology and the Arts (DCITA) since 1995.

1.1.2 South East Wing Courtyard Garden
The South East Wing Courtyard Garden is located in the South East Wing of
OPH, and is accessible from the ground level between the 1943 and 1965
additions.
No previous analysis of the area has been undertaken.
The
Courtyard was created as a result of the extensions to OPH and is a narrow
rectangular area with dimensions of 35 metres by 10 metres, surrounded by
three-story walls of the building on all four sides. The main access to
the space is via a single door at the south-eastern corner, with another
access point via a stair case from the basement of the building at the
northern end of the Courtyard.
Figure 1.1 shows the location of the
Courtyard within OPH.
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1.2 This Report
The Heritage Analysis for the South East Wing Courtyard Garden of OPH is
consistent with the Draft Old Parliament House Management and Curtilage
Plan, 2007-2012.
Reference has also been made to the South East Wing
Heritage Study prepared by Pearson, Marshall, McCann and O’Keefe in 2001,
which has been endorsed by OPH Management.

1.3 Study Scope and Approach
The aim of the Heritage Analysis is to assess the heritage values of the
South East Wing Courtyard Garden against the Commonwealth and National
Heritage criteria and provide management recommendations for the space
prior to the commencement of two major projects. The two projects are the
statutory requirement that asbestos be removed from the ceilings of the
1965 areas and the adaptive reuse of several spaces within the building to
facilitate the development of the Gallery of Australian Democracy and the
Australian Prime Ministers Centre.
This Heritage Analysis is consistent with the EPBC Act and The Burra
Charter: The Australia ICOMOS Charter for Places of Cultural Significance
1999. This Heritage Analysis also aims to:
•

prepare a concise
Courtyard Garden;

•

identify and document all plantings in the study area, including the
species and their location;

•

document the
Courtyard;

•

provide
a
statement
of
heritage
Commonwealth Heritage criteria;

•

analyse potential impacts on the heritage values of the South East Wing
Courtyard Garden from future works; and

•

develop recommendations for the protection and conservation of the
heritage values of the South East Wing Courtyard Garden during future
activities, including asbestos removal, lead paint removal, service
mapping and inspection, adaptive reuse of the South East Wing, public
access and the departure of the National Portrait Gallery.
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While the report examines the physical fabric and landscape material of
the Courtyard, it does not assess the heritage values of the building
fabric (walls, windows and doors) surrounding the Courtyard.
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1.4 Study Team
The original report was prepared by Godden Mackay Logan. This report is
the review and update of the original report by Ms Ree Kent, Ms Jen Gason
and Ms Megan Rogers, Heritage staff, Old Parliament House.

1.5 Limitations
There are limited historical resources available on the South East Wing
Courtyard Garden and much of this report is drawn from the physical
evidence, the Old Parliament House Management Plan Draft 2005, and the
2001 South East Wing Heritage Study.
At the time site visits were made for this report, very few of the plants
were flowering or fruiting, making exact identification difficult.
The
scheduled project time was outside the peak flowering time for the bulk of
the early spring and spring flowering plants.
It is important to note that due to the poor condition of plants,
resulting from lack of sun in the Courtyard, irregular maintenance and
particular microclimate, their form provided little assistance with
identification and it was also difficult to estimate the age of plants.
While indicators for some plant cultivars were taken from metal labels
found in the Courtyard, some of these labels were not correctly located
with the plant they named.

1.6 Acknowledgements
The draft report was prepared by Godden Mackay Logan staff including
•

Rachel Jackson, Senior Heritage Consultant

•

Cath Renwick, Heritage Consultant

•

Katy Ross, Heritage Consultant

•

Dr Tracy Ireland, Senior Heritage Consultant, has made contributions to
the text and values assessments and

•

Sheridan
report.

Burke,

Director

of

Godden

Mackay

Logan,

has

reviewed

This final report was completed by DCITA staff.
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Figure 1.1 Location plan of the South East Wing Courtyard Garden in Old
Parliament House.

1.7 Endnotes
1

Godden Mackay Logan, 2005, Old Parliament House Heritage Management Plan,
Draft Report.
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2.0

Understanding the Place

2.1 Historical Development
2.1.1 Background
Officially opened in 1927, Old Parliament House was designed by John Smith
Murdoch, the Chief Architect of the Department of Works and Railways.
Murdoch’s early sketch plans indicate his intention to incorporate partly
sunken one-storey wings at the rear of the building to both the east and
west sides, with two small courtyards in the location of the House of
Representatives and Senate courtyards.
However, the wings were removed
from the design following demand by Members and Senators for easy access
to open garden courtyards, a reaction against the humid conditions which
politicians had suffered during occupation of the former Parliament House
in Melbourne.
The final design of OPH therefore incorporated two large unenclosed
courtyard areas to its rear, referred to in this report as the main
internal courtyards.
These main internal courtyards were designed to
provide for social events such as garden parties.
These formed an
integral part of the architectural hierarchy of the place, creating
divisions between the service areas, recreational areas and Parliamentary
spaces, whilst providing a link with the surrounding landscape. External
gardens, known as the Senate Gardens and the House of Representative
Gardens, extended to both its eastern and western sides, and comprised ten
acres which included five tennis courts and a bowling green.
Original plantings of the main internal courtyards were sparse and did not
reflect a specific style of landscape design, being limited to two
Lombardy poplars per courtyard. A recommendation from Murdoch for further
poplars to be planted never eventuated, but was expressive of the
architect’s desire that these places would provide for more intimate
social encounters in addition to formal events.
According to the 1989 Conservation Study of the Old Parliament House
Gardens, there is no evidence of consistent management of the landscape
design throughout the site’s history, and that garden areas in general
seem to only have been addressed in preparation for state occasions and
other such events, or as a result of changes incurred by the gradual
expansion of the building.1

Old Parliament House South East Wing Courtyard Gardens—Heritage Analysis, March 07
6

7

2.1.2 Development of the South East Wing
The South East Wing of OPH was constructed as a result of accommodation
pressures which were felt in the building almost constantly from the time
of the opening of OPH in 1927 until it was vacated in 1988.
Extensions to the southeast of the original building were first proposed
in 1937, reflecting a general need for expansion of the building and its
facilities. The design was a revision of Murdoch’s original sketch plans
for the rear wings that was abandoned for a number of reasons. However,
this was once more revised following the outbreak of World War II, which
caused the introduction of a number of new government departments and
subsequent overcrowding of staff within the building. Overwhelming demand
for further Ministerial accommodation forced Parliament to act hastily,
and in 1943 a rectangular ground and main storeys addition was constructed
to the south side of the original building.
This comprised two rows of
offices with a central north–south corridor and almost entirely enclosed
the eastern side of the House of Representatives Courtyard from the
external landscape.
Further extensions were made in 1948 following a Parliamentary vote to
increase the number of Members and Senators by 60%.
This created an
urgent need for a substantial amount of additional office accommodation
which was provided by an extension to the south of the 1943 addition and
the construction of a third storey to the entire wing.
The House of
Representatives Courtyard was now completely enclosed.
The South East Wing was constructed in 1965 as a result of the growing
demand for individual office accommodation, not only for Members and
Senators, but for other staff working within the building. It comprised a
C-shaped extension, located to the east side of the 1940s offices. This
formed the South East Wing as it currently exists, enclosing the small
central area of the South East Wing Courtyard.
The narrow, disproportionate design of the Courtyard reflects its primary
function as a lightwell to provide natural light to offices and
circulation space rather than being part of the greater landscape design.
A photograph of the Courtyard during construction works depicts this space
surrounded by the skeleton of the new wing, with two remnant pencil pines
reflecting its previous configuration as part of the main House of
Representatives Courtyard Gardens.
Figure 2.1, a plan of Old Parliament House, shows the chronological
development of wings and the location of the South East Wing Courtyard
Garden.
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2.2 Landscape Design of the South East Wing Courtyard
Garden
2.2.1 Context
The context of the South East Wing in relation to the rest of OPH has been
described in the 2001 Heritage Study of the South East Wing as:
located at the south-eastern corner of Old Parliament House. It joins the
North Wing at the northern end and the South Wing at its south-western
corner. The Wing forms one side of the House of Representatives
courtyard.
The South East Wing is a four storey structure, three levels above
ground, and basement plant rooms under two parts of the Wing. It
encircles a courtyard.
The overall external form of the wing is a white painted, three storey,
rendered masonry structure with a prominent cornice above the second
story. It has a parapet concealing the low pitched metal deck roof.
Windows are generally painted or stained double hung timber.
The structure of the Wing is best understood in two parts: the 1943/1948
part of the wing and the 1965 part. The 1943/1948 part is a load-bearing
brick construction, with some timber framed plaster walls, and with
timber floors. The 1965 part has a steel frame partly encased in
concrete, concrete floors and brick walls.2

The Courtyard itself is surrounded by four three-storey rendered white
masonry walls of the South East Wing (refer to Figures 2.1–2.7). Office
windows of the northern and western walls overlook the Courtyard, while
the eastern and southern walls are corridor windows overlooking the
Courtyard.
Many of the trees have been planted in front of windows and
are overgrown, obscuring views into the Courtyard. The tree canopy at the
northern end of the Courtyard is a prominent feature viewed from the upper
levels of the South East Wing.
Very few plants in the Courtyard are
healthy and an unnatural growth pattern exists as each shrub and tree
struggles for a sufficient level of sunlight (refer to Table 2.1 for the
condition of the Courtyard plants).
The services to the Courtyard include two drainage sumps, electricity
outlets and a few wall mounted lights. There are two taps providing water
to the Courtyard Garden, one located in the southwest corner and the other
at the northern end, adjacent to a large sump. Also, an air intake to the
basement level is situated in the south-eastern corner of the Courtyard.
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2.2.2 Documentary Evidence of the Plantings in the South East
Wing Courtyard Garden
Historical documentation of the Courtyard, its landscape design and its
maintenance is limited. A search of the OPH records has been undertaken
for this report. Essentially only references relating to the landscaping
of the Courtyard have been found in a few plans dating from 1964, 1965,
1970, 1978 and 1979, rather than any written or oral records. The plans
provide some historical evidence of the development of the Courtyard and
its layout; although it is not certain whether these plans were
implemented as many of the plants that survive today do not correlate with
those indicated in the landscape proposals shown in the historic plans
(refer to Figures 2.9 to 2.16 showing the historic plans).
The plans of 1964 and 1965 prepared by the ‘Architects of the Commonwealth
Department of Works Canberra on behalf of the National Capital Development
Commission’ are imprecise in regards to plant species and do little to
clarify exact planting patterns.
While the garden beds are vaguely
annotated as ‘shrubs—fine-bark mulch ground cover’ and a small number of
evergreen and deciduous trees are shown in the 1960s plans, both plans
include similar and consistent features with the current layout, including
the garden bed in the south-western corner, an entrance path and staircase
to the basement at the northern end, squared sandstone paving and two
bench seats with sandstone bases around rectangular paved areas.
A
landscape feature on the western side of the Courtyard is the only major
discrepancy between the two plans, shown as a raised sandstone bed for
small shrubs in the 1964 plan but detailed as a ‘pool’ (small pond) in the
1965 plan. Apart from the appearance of a small sump at the north end of
the ‘pool’ in later drawings, there is no physical evidence to indicate
that the works shown in the 1964 and 1965 drawings eventuated.
There are two 1970s plans, also prepared by the Commonwealth Department of
Public Works, Canberra, which include a ‘courtyard layout and irrigation’
plan and a ‘courtyard planting’ plan.
However, the plans are of the
‘south west wing courtyard’ and appear to be a very similar layout and a
mirror image of the South East Wing Courtyard’. The 1970 irrigation plan
shows important hydraulic features of the ‘south west wing courtyard’, the
planting drawing shows a range of shrubs, of which only the Abelia
grandiflora and Cotoneaster are likely to have any relevance to the
planting that exists in the South East Wing Courtyard.
While of a
different wing, the 1970s plans show a layout consistent with the current
South East Wing Courtyard design, including the rectangular paved areas
and the existence of two garden benches.
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There are three drawings dating from 1978 (Figures 2.13, 2;14 and 2.15),
two of which are sketch plans prepared by the Commonwealth Department of
Construction, entitled ‘Sketch Design for the East Courtyard Landscaping,
Parliament House’.
Figure 2.13 appears to be a site analysis of the
existing Courtyard layout and plantings as found in 1978 and shows
approximately half of the Courtyard to have been recently disturbed by
plumbing works.
The annotations include recommendations such as ’more
plantings required’, ‘area needs top-soiling and replanting’, and ‘very
good shape’. The accompanying drawing, Figure 2.15, depicts a new scheme
for the space which involves the relocation of a number of existing
plants, as well as new features such as granite gravel pathways. It also
addresses screening issues and the provision of views into the courtyard
from the southeast wing offices.
The third 1978 plan (Figure 2.14) was prepared by the Commonwealth
Department of Housing and Construction and titled ‘Parliament House East
Courtyard—House of Representatives, Landscape Design’.
All three 1978
plans appear to be drawn by the same hand and it is difficult to determine
whether any of the 1978 plans were implemented.
A subsequent drawing (Figure 2.16) for the ‘preparatory treatment’ and
‘planting plan’ was prepared in November 1979 and is by the same hand as
the 1978 plan. This drawing suggests that the earlier 1978 plans were not
implemented.
It should be noted that the design of pathways and paved
area in the 1978 and 1979 drawings suggests that the Courtyard was
specifically designed for regular use by the building’s occupants, despite
its primary function as a light well to the offices OPH.
Figure 2.16 show a detailed landscape and planting scheme that includes
extensive plantings of native species throughout the Courtyard and a
circular path to its northern end with a central garden feature. Although
little, if anything, remains of these plantings, similar native scheme
were implemented within the main internal courtyards of OPH at this time.
The renovation of gardens of Parliament House suggests that the work
within the small South East Wing Courtyard formed part of a larger scope
of landscaping works.
Confirmation that these plans or a similar scheme was implemented comes
from an oral history prepared by Diane Firth, given by Robin Johnson (Head
Gardener of the OPH Gardens from 1988 to 1992) in 1991, which includes
some detail of works to the main internal courtyards during the late
1970s. According to Johnson, the courtyards were in an overgrown state,
but were renovated following the arrival of Simon van den Heuval
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(appointed as Foreman Gardener in 1979) at OPH.
Johnston describes the
new plantings of the main courtyards as ‘very good’, but they were also to
become overgrown in the following years.3

Apart from the 1978 and 1979 drawings, little else is known about
renovations to the South East Wing Courtyard, although use of its plants
for the supply of the main internal courtyards has been suggested.4

Following the closure of OPH, the Courtyard Garden have been maintained at
a minimal level.
The August 2001 Heritage Study of the South East Wing
includes the following description of the Courtyard’s condition:
The courtyard is in fair condition and moderately intact. The paving is
worn and the timber benches deteriorated.
The trees appear to be
healthy, but some of the shrubs in the courtyard are in poor condition
and there are gaps in the plantings and the understorey is poor.

It is believed that the South East Wing Courtyard Garden currently
reflects a configuration that existed in 1988, when Parliament moved from
the building.
The layout including the arrangement of the garden beds,
the use of benches and the paved areas date from the construction of the
Courtyard, however new plants have been introduced after 1988(refer to
Table 2.1).

2.2.3 Existing Physical Evidence
There are two distinct areas of the Courtyard which include an ‘L-shaped’
paved area with two fixed benches, with low height garden beds to the
outer perimeter contained by low height brick walls. These contain exotic
and native plant species.
The northern end of the Courtyard has an unedged gravel path leading through a collection of taller, overgrown trees.
Some of these trees are in very poor condition, or have grown in an
unnatural way or are weeds.
Lower shrubs and bushes are struggling to
survive and some trees have died given these circumstances.
The plants that are significant relate to early planting schemes in the
Courtyard, or are those that contribute to the leafy and enclosed private
nature of the garden.
The locations of individual plant species currently extant within the
Courtyard are included in Table 2.1, the identification and assessment of
individual plants. Figure 2.2 shows the Courtyard as recorded in 2006.
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Table 2.1
Code

Identification and assessment of individual plants.

Plant name

Common name (where
known)

Approx.
age

Significa
nce

Condition

Bed 1—West of the southern entry doorway
Note: There are a number of small, ‘weedy’ seedlings growing in this bed that have not been
listed here.

CDB

Correa ‘Dusky
Bells’

Dusky Bells

<7 years

None
known

Fair

Cs x 3

Camellia
sasanqua

Camellia

>25
years

Medium

Fair

Ct

Choisya
ternata

Mexican orange
blossom

<10
years

None
known

Fair

GC

Viola spp,
and Correa
reflexa

Assorted groundcover

<7 years

None
known

Fair

He

Hebe
elliptica

Hebe

<7 years

None
known

Poor

Hh

Hydrangea
heterophylla

Hydrangea

<7 years

None
known

Poor

Nd

Nandina
domestica

Sacred bamboo

<7 years

None
known

Poor

Pj

Pieris
japonica

Pieris or Lily of
the valley bush

c10
years

None
known

Fair

PsC

Prunus spp
Flowering
Cherry.

Grafted ornamental

c30
years

Medium

Good

PtV(N)

Pittosporum
tenuifolium
‘Variegatum’

Variegated
pittosporum

10–15
years

None
known

Fair

PtV(S)

Pittosporum
tenuifolium
‘Variegatum’

Variegated
pittosporum

10–15
years

None
known

Fair

Ra x 5

Rhododendron
azalea (cv
unknown)

Azalea

<7 years

None
known

Poor

RsB

Rubus spp

Blackberry

Intrusive

(weed)

Sh

Sollya
heterophylla

Bluebell Creeper

None
known

Poor

<7 years
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Code

Plant name

Common name (where
known)

Approx.
age

Significa
nce

Condition

Bed 2—Strip planting in narrow raised bed against western wall between
beds 1 and 3
CDB

Correa

Dusky Bells

‘Dusky
Bells’

<7
years

None
known

Fair

Bed 3—Plantings along western wall at northern end of Courtyard
Note: There are a number of small, ‘weedy’ seedlings growing in this bed that are not listed
here or shown on the plan—they should all be removed.

Br

Bauera
rubioides

Dog rose

<7 years

None
known

Fair

Ca

Celtis
australia

Celtis or nettle
tree

10–15
years

Intrusiv
e

(weed)

Cals

Callitris spp

White cedar

15–25
years

None
known

Poor

Cos(E)

Cotoneaster
spp

Cotoneaster

10–15
years

None
known

Fair

Cos
(W)

Cotoneaster
spp

Cotoneaster

10–15
years

None
known

Poor

Mf(N)

Michelia figo

Port wine magnolia

<15
years

None
known

Fair

Mf(S)

Michelia figo

Port wine magnolia

<15
years

None
known

Fair

Nd

Nandina
domestica

Sacred bamboo

<7
years

None
known

Fair

Ths
x 2

Thuja spp

possibly: T.
occidentalis
‘Pyramidalis’

15–25
years

None
known

Poor

Unk1

Unknown shrub

possibly: glossy
spirea

<10
years

None
known

Fair

Unk2

Unknown
conifer

possibly:
Chamaecyparis
lawsoniana cultivar

<15
years

None
known

Fair

Bed 4—Along eastern wall at northern end
Note: There are a number of small, ‘weedy’ seedlings growing in this bed that are not listed
here or shown on the plan—they should all be removed.

Aj

Aucuba

Gold dust plant

<10

None

Poor
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Code

Plant name

Common name (where
known)

japonica

Approx.
age

Significa
nce

years

known

Condition

Cc

Cotinus
coggygria

Smoke bush

10–15
years

None
known

Poor

Cos x
2

Cotoneaster
spp

Cotoneaster

10–15
years

None
known

Fair

Jm

Jasminum
mesnyi

Primrose jasmine

>25
years

High

Fair

Ms

Magnolia
soulangiana

Magnolia

>25
years

High

Fair

Mss

Magnolia
soulangiana
shoot or
seedling

Magnolia

<12
years

None
known

Fair

Rh x 4

Rhododendron
cv

Rhododendron

<10
years

None
known

Poor

Bed 5—Bed with silver birch
Note: There are a number of small, ‘weedy’ seedlings growing in this bed that are not listed
here or shown on the plan—they should all be removed.

Bp x 3

Betula
pendula

Silver birch

>25
years

Medium

Fair

Cb

Correa
baeuerlenii

Chef’s hat correa

<7 years

None
known

Fair

Cc

Cotinus
coggygria

Smoke bush

10–15
years

None
known

Poor

Gc

Ground cover
assorted

Agapanthus and Vinca

<7 years

None
known

Fair

Ps

Prostanthera
spp

Mint Bush

<7 years

None
known

Fair

VoS

Vibernum
opulus
’Sterile’

Snowball bush

10–15
years

None
known

Poor

Bed 6—Central bed at northern end of Courtyard
Note: There are a number of small, ‘weedy’ seedlings growing in this bed that are not listed
here or shown on the plan—they should all be removed.

Ap(N)

Acer palmatum

Japanese maple

<25
years

Medium

Fair

Ap(S)

Acer palmatum

Japanese maple

<25
years

Medium

Fair

Old Parliament House South East Wing Courtyard Gardens—Heritage Analysis, March 07
14

15

Code

Plant name

Common name (where
known)

Approx.
age

Significa
nce

Condition

FeA

Fraxinus
excelsior
‘Aurea’

Golden ash

>25
years

High

Fair

Ka

Kolkwitzia
amabilis

Beauty bush

<15
years

None
known

Poor

Nd x 4

Nandina
domestica

Sacred bamboo

<7 years

None
known

Poor

Sp x 2

Spirea
prunifolia

May

<12
years

None
known

Poor

Unk3

Unknown
conifer

possibly: Juniperus
cultivar

<15
years

None
known

Fair

Bed 7—Narrow planting against eastern wall adjacent to southern
doorway
Ag

Abelia
grandiflora

Glossy Abelia

<15
years

medium

Fair

2.3 Use and Maintenance of the South East Wing Courtyard
The South East Wing Courtyard is surrounded by tenants and storage areas.
It is currently used by tenants and OPH staff.
John Gray’s program
outlined in the Gardens and Courts Walking Tours at Old Parliament
House,1995, did not include the South East Wing Courtyard Garden as it is
not a publicly accessible area.
There is no recorded use of the Courtyard Garden prior to 1988, although
it is assumed that the space was accessible to all occupants of the
building.
Management of all the external gardens of OPH in the years following its
closure has been undertaken by ‘City Parks’, ACT Parks and Conservation
Service, on behalf of the managing authority, initially Australian Estate
Management and currently the National Capital Planning Authority (NCA).
However, while the Courtyard Garden is owned and controlled by OPH rather
than the NCA, the maintenance of the landscaping is undertaken by a NCA
contractor. OPH pays for this maintenance and the NCA has no management
control of the Courtyard Garden and OPH is the consent authority for any
work being undertaken in this space.
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2.4 Comparison with Other Courtyards in OPH
The South East Wing Courtyard is one of four internal courtyards at OPH.
Two of these, the House of Representatives Courtyard and Senate Courtyard,
are part of Murdoch’s original garden design for OPH. Originally open to
the external landscape, these have been enclosed by the later southeast
and southwest wing additions to the main building.
Both of the main
internal courtyards are large and open, and have traditionally hosted both
public and private social events.
Heavy use of these areas has caused
some modification to the layout of these spaces, including the
installation of additional paved areas.
The South West Wing Courtyard is identical to the South East Wing
Courtyard in size, and was also designed to function as a lightwell for
surrounding office accommodation. It is most likely that the South West
Wing Courtyard was as a mirror image of the South East Wing Courtyard
(refer to the 1970s plans in Figures 2.11 and 2.12). However the South
West Wing Courtyard was substantially altered in 2000 and only two
established trident maple trees survive from its former arrangement.
It
now has a more formal layout to the South East Wing Courtyard, with paved
areas and adjacent low hedges. Plantings in the space include two large
trees and ground cover.
An awning runs along the western side of the
Courtyard on the ground level, and there is a bridge over the Courtyard on
the third storey level which connects both sides of the Wing. Access is
available to tenants, the Electoral Education Centre school groups.

2.5 Summary
The South East Wing Courtyard and its garden is a specifically designed
space by the Architects of the Commonwealth Department of Works. While an
exact date of the design is not clear, the formal layout of the paving and
garden beds, and the contrasting informal garden style with a gravel path
at the northern end of the space, reflects the historical drawings from
the 1960s–1970s. Although many of the plantings have mostly been changed
or died, it is important to note that consideration was given to the
design of the overall space and the species that were to be planted. The
designer and the rationale for the design are not known; however, the
informal character of the garden and the way it starkly contrasts with the
formal built elements of the paved area and the dominant surrounding walls
of OPH, is typical of landscape design of the 1960s–1970s.
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Figure 2.1 Plan showing the sequence of construction of the South East Wing and enclosure of the
Courtyard space at OPH.
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Figure 2.2

Plan showing the plantings in the South East Wing Courtyard Garden, 2006.
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Note the codes given for the plants are described in Table 1.
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Figures 2.3 and 2.4 Views of the Courtyard in 1980, looking towards the south
and north ends respectively.
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Figure 2.5
Looking north
into the South
East Wing
Courtyard Garden
from the third
floor. The tall
canopy is from
the three Silver
Birches.

Figure 2.6
Looking towards
the main
entrance in the
southeast corner
of the Courtyard
(Bed 5 is on the
left).

Old Parliament House South East Wing Courtyard Gardens—Heritage Analysis, March 07

22

Figure 2.7
Looking towards
the north end of
the Courtyard
with Bed 5 to
the right. Note
the layout of
the benches and
low garden
walls. The
branch in the
foreground is of
the Flowering
Cherry (Bed 2 to
the left and Bed
5 on the right).

Figure 2.8
Looking south,
from Bed 4 of
the Courtyard,
with gravel
paths.
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Figure 2.9

November 1964 plan of the South East Wing Courtyard.
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Figure 2.10

1965 plan of the South East Wing Courtyard.
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Figure 2.11

1970 irrigations plan of the South West Wing Courtyard, possibly a mirror image of the South East Wing Courtyard.
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Figure 2.12

1970 irrigations plan of the South West Wing Courtyard, possibly a mirror image of the South East Wing Courtyard.
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Figure 2.13

1978 plan of the South East Wing Courtyard.
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Figure 2.14

May 1978 plan of the South East Wing Courtyard.
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Figure 2.15

1978 plan of the South East Wing Courtyard.
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Figure 2.16

1979 plan of the South East Wing Courtyard.
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Figure 2.17
The South West
Wing small
courtyard at
OPH.

Figure 2.18
The South West
Wing small
courtyard at
OPH.
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2.6 Endnotes
1

1

1

1

Patrick & Wallace Pty Ltd, 1989, Conservation Study of Old Parliament
House Gardens, Canberra, National Capital Planning Authority, Canberra, p 18.
Pearson, M, Marshall, D and O’Keefe, B, 2001, Old Parliament House:
Heritage Study of the South East Wing. Department of Communications,
Information Technology and the Arts, Canberra, p 35.
Firth, Diane 1994, The Gardens of Old Parliament House, Canberra: An
Oral History of Three Generations of its Gardeners, University of Canberra,
Canberra.
Patrick & Wallace Pty Ltd, 1989, Conservation Study of Old Parliament
House Gardens, Canberra, National Capital Planning Authority, Canberra, p 51.
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3.0

Heritage Values

3.1 Heritage Value of the Old Parliament House Gardens
Statements of heritage value for the OPH Gardens, including the external
House of Representative Gardens, Senate Gardens and its main internal
courtyards, have previously been established by the National Capital
Planning Authority and the Australian Estate Management.
These are
summarised in the 1995 Gardens report which states the following:
The gardens and courts of Old Parliament
heritage terms for the following key reasons:

House

are

significant

in

-

they were conceived as an integral part of the design of the
Provisional Parliament House. They are of great design interest being
a representative of a rare garden form in Australia;

-

they were created by the Parliament itself during the first century of
the Australian Federation.
Many men and women associated with the
Parliament, particularly in the 1920s and 1930s played an important
role in their initial establishment;

-

they have been closely associated with the Parliament’s 61 year
occupation of the Old Parliament House beginning in 1927 and in
particular with key people and events in that period.
They are in
turn a reminder of the lifestyles of Parliamentarians in those times;
and

-

they are a significant component of the Australian National Rose
Garden Scheme initiated by the Commonwealth Government in 1932 in the
Parliamentary Zone.1

These statements are relevant to the significance of the main internal
courtyards, and the external House of Representatives and Senate as these
are part of the building’s original design. However, as late additions to
OPH and as less publicly visible areas of the building, the smaller
internal courtyards should be treated as separate elements when
identifying their levels of significance.
This report only assesses the
significance of the South East Wing Courtyard.

3.2 Heritage Value of the South East Wing Courtyard Garden
3.2.1 Background
The South East Wing Heritage Study statement of significance states that
the wing:
is historically significant as a major surviving physical expression of
the continuous expansion of Parliament over the 61 years of its
occupation of the building. The increasing incorporation of executive
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functions in the building is highlighted in the wing because of its
ministerial accommodation function … The extensions provide extensive and
relatively intact evidence of the accommodation provided for members at
various
periods,
and
also
extensive
evidence
of
Ministerial
accommodation.2

The South East Wing Courtyard Garden is a result of the building’s
expansion and is also part of the collection of courtyard and garden
spaces that have been created by Parliament.
However, there is little
record of its use by Members of Parliament and as such, existing
documentation assessed to date does not provide specific connections with
either key events or people.
Today, the South East Wing is tenanted in some areas. It is not currently
accessible to the public nor is it known by the wider community.
The limited physical and documentary evidence of the South East Wing
Courtyard Garden shows the built elements of the space and the layout,
including the gravel path, sandstone paving, benches and brick retaining
walls with sandstone capping, to be predominantly pre 1988, dating to the
1960s–1970s (refer to Figures 2.9-2.16).
The 1989 Conservation Study of the OPH Gardens states that:
The Smaller Courtyards are merely space filling providing no effective
contribution to the design interest of the buildings… their scale of high
adjacent walls and long narrow space contribute nothing to their quality
and indeed makes an attractive treatment almost impossible.3

As a space, the South East Wing Courtyard Garden provides light to offices
of the 1940s extensions and to the corridors of the 1965 extension.
It
creates a significant division between two later architectural styles of
the building and represents the continuous expansion of Parliamentary
needs since the building’s construction in 1927.
Detailed landscape analysis has shown there to be very few original
plantings. The lack of recording of work in the courtyard means there is
a limited understanding of the development of the plantings and use of the
space throughout the years. The limited maintenance, since at least 1988
(refer to Figure 2.3 and 2.4 for photographs from the 1980s and where the
Garden has not matured), has allowed the trees to have unnatural growth
patterns. Some plants have grown in an unruly manner creating a shady
canopy to the northern end of the Courtyard around Beds 3, 4, 5, and 6.
However, there also appears to have been conscious intent by the
Architects of the Commonwealth Department of Public Works to include an
area of informal planting around the northern end of the Courtyard, which
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is clearly evident in the 1970s plans. While these historical plans show
the gravel garden path, with surrounding garden beds, the shady canopy
successfully contributes to a retreat-like ambience and provides a place
of escape from the work environment (although being mindful that the trees
in this area are mostly growing unnaturally and there is a large noxious
weed in Bed 3). Also, the untended trees dramatically contrast with the
white walls of the building and the enclosed nature of the space.
Its
small scale, compared to the main internal courtyards, creates a more
intimate space for confidential or private conversations.

3.2.2 Assessment Against the Commonwealth and National Heritage
Criteria

Criterion A—Historic
The South East Wing Courtyard Garden has limited importance as an
individual element in the course, or pattern, of Australia’s natural or
cultural history.
However, as a component of Australia’s first purpose
built Federal Parliament House it reflects the need for expansion for
accommodation for Ministerial and executive arms of government.
The
extension of the building and its enclosure to create the Courtyard Garden
is therefore further physical evidence of the growth of Parliament
following the construction of OPH in 1927.

Criterion B—Rarity
The South East Wing Courtyard Garden possesses no particular uncommon,
rare or endangered aspects of Australia’s natural or cultural history.
However, it is a component part of Australia’s first purpose built
Parliament House and the space is the only garden that remains in a
pre1988 form.

Criterion C—Potential Research
The South East Wing Courtyard Garden has little potential to yield
information that will contribute to an understanding of Australia’s
natural or cultural history.

Criterion D—Characteristic
The South East Wing Courtyard Garden does not demonstrate the principal
characteristics of a class of Australia’s natural or cultural places. The
SE and SW garden courtyards are in keeping with Murdoch’s design intent
and the symmetrical placement of elements within the building envelope.
The garden is representative of gardens in parliamentary buildings
providing light, sense of space and privacy for surrounding offices.
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Criterion E—Aesthetic
The South East Wing Courtyard Garden has some aesthetic qualities relating
to the design intent of the Architects of the Commonwealth Department of
Public Works and is part of the last phase of building activity at OPH,
however the integrity of the design and quality of the plantings in the
Garden. Despite the current condition of the plantings, the design of the
space and its original intention remain relatively intact and it is the
only pre1988 garden within OPH.

Criterion F—Creative/Technical
The Courtyard Garden was part of the last phase of building activity at
OPH and may allow for interpretative opportunities to display some aspects
of the design by the Architects of the Commonwealth Department of Public
Works.
The South East Wing Courtyard Garden is a link to the pre1988
period and demonstrates the importance of providing a garden space for use
by OPH tenants, both to be in and to look upon from offices.

Criterion G—Social
Although the South East Wing Courtyard Garden is a late addition to OPH,
use of the space by the building’s staff for social events is reflective
of Murdoch’s intended original use of courtyard areas for social
gatherings such as garden parties.
As such, the space has associations
with the current users and staff of the building and possibly former users
of OPH.

Criterion H—Significant People
As an integral component of the South East Wing, which housed the House of
Representatives offices for over 20 years, it is likely that events of
potential political significance occurred within the South East Wing
Courtyard Garden.
Further research may uncover some associative
significance with the lives and works of Members residing in the
Ministerial offices prior to the closure of OPH in 1988.

Criterion I—Indigenous
The South East Wing Courtyard Garden has no known importance as part of
Indigenous tradition.
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3.3 Statement of Heritage Significance
The heritage significance of the South East Wing Courtyard Garden is
derived from its association with the development of OPH and from the
social value it holds for users of the building, including politicians and
staff, since its construction in 1965, as a space of retreat and
recreation. The Courtyard is also physical evidence of the evolution of
OPH, representing the last phase of building activity. It is an important
space as it is the only remaining pre1988 garden of OPH.
The original design of the Courtyard Garden is still evident through the
layout of garden beds and paving, the extant surviving plantings are not
specifically important but contribute to the aesthetic values of this
space.
The intent of the Courtyard space as a private and peaceful
retreat is also still evident, appreciated by OPH staff and tenants.
Although it has no known specific association with key figures and events
in Australia’s history, its location within the heart of the Ministerial
offices means it would have been frequented by many of these figures prior
to the relocation of Parliament in 1988.

3.4 Endnotes
1

Gray, J 1995, Gardens and Courts Walking Tour at Old Parliament House, p
2.

2

Pearson, M, Marshall, D and O’Keefe, B 2001, Old Parliament House:
Heritage Study of the South East Wing,
Department of Communications,
Information Technology and the Arts, Canberra, p 41.
3
Patrick & Wallace Pty Ltd, 1989, Conservation Study of Old Parliament
House Gardens, Canberra, National Capital Planning Authority, Canberra, p 51.
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4.0

Obligations and Recommendations

4.1 Obligations Arising from the Identified Heritage Values
OPH is on the Commonwealth and National Heritage List and as such, the
Commonwealth government has obligations under the EPBC Act. A Management
Plan is currently being prepared for the place that will comply with the
Act
and
includes
policies
for
the
identification,
protection,
conservation, presentation and transmission of the National Heritage
values of the place.
Management of the South East Wing Courtyard should follow the heritage
decision making process, which is outlined in the Heritage Management
Plan.
This will provide rationale for:
•

any proposals for future works to the South East Wing Courtyard or for
those which may impact the Courtyard will be assessed by a Actions
Committee to determine the compatibility of the scheme with the
heritage values of the Courtyard and its surrounds; and

•

any future vision or strategy for the South East Wing should be
inclusive of the heritage values of the South East Courtyard Garden.

The 2001 Heritage Study for the South East Wing includes specific
policies, some of which are relevant to the Courtyard Garden and include:
•

the Wing should retain externally the rhythm of windows that reflects
its office use in the need for light in each room;

•

the Wing should retain the central courtyard/light well, which
provided light to offices in the 1940s section and the corridors in
the 1960s section. The existence of the courtyard space allows the
two main sections of the Wing to be seen and its sequence of
development to be demonstrated; and

•

post 1988 modifications are not related to the significance of the
Wing, and where intrusive to the heritage values and not clearly
contributing to the ongoing conservation, presentation and management
of the place should be removed.1

This study identified a number of elements of the South East Wing as being
of heritage value and recommends their conservation. Those elements which
are relevant to the South East Wing Courtyard include:
•

the overall form and extent of the Wing as it evolved to 1988,
including the Courtyard, which partly demonstrates the manner in
which the building grew and its final form when occupied by the
Parliament;
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•

the overall form of the South East Wing;

•

the symmetrical façades, especially the east elevation;

•

its division into vertical bays, through the use of a breakfront
design;

•

vestigial classical entablature, being the cornice;

•

simple external wall surfaces; and

•

external wall bracket lights on the 1940s part of the Wing.

2

The South East Wing Heritage Study recommends the conservation of the
aesthetic values of the Wing in general.
The Courtyard has heritage
values given its relationship to the development of the building and
provides physical evidence of different phases of the building’s evolution
and therefore should be retained and managed in accordance with these
values.

4.2 Conservation recommendations
The heritage values of the South East Wing Courtyard Garden derive from
its creation as part of the continued expansion of OPH and its use by both
Members of Parliament and staff of OPH.
Policies need to conserve and
protect the heritage values which maintain the Courtyard as a key element
of the OPH’s historical design and function and reflect the spirit of a
quiet garden space and the original landscape intent of the physical
layout. The following recommendations are put forward:
4.2.1 Conservation of this space should be part of a broader management
program which considers all the opportunities and constraints outlined in
this report and the OPH Heritage Management Plan and any legal obligations
placed on OPH as part of its status as a Commonwealth and National
Heritage place.
4.2.2 Retain and conserve the original/pre1988 layout and design intent
and maintain the heritage values of the South East Wing Courtyard Garden
which are drawn from the shady tree canopy and the informal design
surrounding the gravel path at the northern end.
4.2.3 Conserve and maintain the physical elements which are integral to
the OPH building fabric, such as the tall white walls, formal window
layout and light fittings.
4.2.4
Conservation
and/or
interpretation
of
identified
spaces
occupied/used by former Members’ of Parliament should be implemented where
feasible.
While these topics may or may not yield further information
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regarding the Courtyard space, they should be recognised as having the
potential to do so.
4.2.5
The
Courtyard
Garden
could
lend
itself
to
interpretative
opportunities for greater understanding of the expansion of OPH in the
last phase of building activity.

4.3 Horticultural investigation recommendations
4.3.1 Existing and future plantings of the South East Wing Courtyard
Garden should be treated in accordance with the policy of the 1989
Conservation Study of the Old Parliament House Gardens, which recognises
the finite nature of vegetation and the expense incurred by attempts to
retain and conserve plants and trees of high significance.3
4.2.2 Seek initial and ongoing specialist horticultural advice during
future planning. This will be vital in assessing the remaining lifespan
and vitality of extant plants. Table 4.1 identifies plant species, their
likely age, heritage value/significance and recommendations to be followed
for the conservation of the Courtyard Garden.
4.3.3 Elements that have been in the Courtyard in one form or another
since 1988 including the gravel pathway at the northern end of the Garden
and the narrow strip planting of Abelia in Bed 7 should be retained.

4.4 Remediation program recommendations
4.2.1 The South East Wing Courtyard Garden requires remediation work to be
carried
out
in
the
short
term
and
preparation
of
a
cyclical
conservation/work program and watering program to encourage vigorous
growth. Remediation of the Courtyard must retain the original design
intent and clearly document removed and retained material. New plantings
must give consideration to the long term effects of little sunlight and
the management of competition between plants.
4.4.2 Engage a tree surgeon or horticulturalist to confirm the species,
condition, and implement the recommendations and remediation for the
plants included in Table 4.1.
4.4.3 Retain plants with heritage values, provided their health and life
span is sustainable, following the recommendations in Table 4.1.
4.4.4 Where horticulturally appropriate, consideration should be given to
replanting species’ identified by tags found in situ in the garden and in
the historical plans.
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4.4.5 Consider removal of shrubs that obscure building windows to allow
light access into the windows and views from the windows into the garden.
New plantings near the windows should have a maximum height of 900mm from
base level and individual plants should be planted between windows rather
than in front of them.
4.4.6. Larger trees may need to be reduced in the short term, to allow for
other light deprived plants to be returned to vigorous health. Reducing
the canopy may reduce the aesthetic heritage values in the short term but
this is best for the survival of plants and the overall renewal of the
garden, including the soil.
In time the heritage values of the garden
will be restored.
4.4.7 Actively protect and maintain the mature trees that have heritage
value and a good form and provide a shady canopy.

4.5 Cyclical conservation program recommendations
4.5.1 A long-term cyclical conservation program for all plantings and
vegetation should be developed and implemented to address the potential
loss of heritage values and to conserve and maintain the pre 1988
landscape design intent.
This strategy may give rise for the need to
remove a tree in good health that does not have heritage value but may
then ensure the survival of other plantings and the overall preservation
of the heritage values of the place.
4.5.2 Plants that have failed to thrive or struggle for access to sunlight
resulting in an atypical form and habit should be removed and, depending
on future proposals for the Courtyard Garden, they should be replaced with
plant material suitable for their site specific conditions. (refer to
Table 4.1).
4.5.3 OPH should actively protect and retain the plants that are marked as
existing on previous plans. These include a golden ash (Bed 6), magnolia
(Bed 4), primrose jasmine (Bed 4), the row of abelia (Bed 7) and a
cotoneaster (the one on the border of Bed 4 and 5).

4.6 Building Maintenance recommendations
There is currently a proposal for the removal of the asbestos in the South
East Wing. When the plans for asbestos removal are implemented, care must
be taken to protect the heritage values of the South East Wing Courtyard
Garden.
Additionally, the upgrading of any services to the South East
Wing, particularly those that run under the garden, should also protect
the heritage values. This can be achieved by:
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4.6.1 During the removal of asbestos, general caution should be enacted to
ensure the plants in the South East Wing Courtyard Garden are not damaged.
Windows should be closed and the roots of large plants and shrubs covered
with ground sheets.
4.6.2 After asbestos removal, the general management approach
remediation of the Courtyard Garden is outlined in Section 4.2.

for

4.6.3 Where possible, existing building services that are able to
contribute to the required level of service should be maintained and used.
4.6.4 Service/maintenance
Courtyard Garden.

work

should

avoid

physical

disturbance

to

4.6.5 Allow for the continued access to the Courtyard, apart from during
the period of asbestos removal and works to the South East Wing, as a
quiet retreat, for public tours and/or for social functions.
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4.6.2 Recommendations for Individual Plants in the Courtyard
Table 4.1
Code

Comments and recommendations for Courtyard plants

Plant name

Approx
age

Heritage
Value

Condit
ion

Comments and Recommendations

None
known

Fair

•

Seek horticultural advice and
remove if necessary

Medium

Fair

•

During works protect plant and
rootzone with fencing

•

Following works prune, feed
and water regulary to maximise
healthy growth

•

Allow more sun penetration

•

During works protect plant and
rootzone with fencing

•

Following works prune, feed
and water regularly to
maximise healthy growth

Bed 1—West of the southern entry doorway
CDB

Cs x
3

Ct

Correa
‘Dusky
Bells’

<7
years

Camellia
sasanqua
Camellia

>25
years

Choisya
ternata
Mexican
orange
blossom

<10
years

None
known

Fair

or
•

Seek horticultural advice and
remove if necessary

GC

Viola spp,
and Correa
reflexa
Assorted
groundcove
r

<7
years

None
known

Fair

•

Seek horticultural advice and
remove if necessary

He

Hebe (Hebe
elliptica)

<7
years

None
known

Poor

•

Seek horticultural advice and
remove if necessary

Hh

Hydrangea
(Hydrangea
heterophyl
l)

<7
years

None
known

Poor

•

Seek horticultural advice and
remove if necessary

Nd

Sacred
bamboo
(Nandina
domestica)

<7
years

None
known

Poor

•

Seek horticultural advice and
remove if necessary
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Code

Plant name

Approx
age

Heritage
Value

Condit
ion

Comments and Recommendations

Pj

Pieris or
Lily of
the valley
bush
(Pieris
japonica)

c10
years

Medium

Fair

•

During works protect plant and
rootzone with fencing

•

Following works prune, feed
and water regularly to
maximise healthy growth

or

PsC

PtV
(N)

PtV(S
)

Ra x
5

Grafted
ornamental
(Prunus
spp)
Flowering
Cherry.

c30
years

Variegated
pittosporu
m
(Pittospor
um
tenuifoliu
m)
‘Variegatu
m’

10–15
years

Variegated
pittosporu
m
(Pittospor
um
tenuifoliu
m)‘Variega
tum’

10–15
years

Azalea
(Rhododend
ron
azalea)(cv
unknown)

<7
years

Medium

None
known

None
known

None
known

Good

Fair

Fair

poor

•

Seek horticultural advice and
remove if necessary

•

Not noted on earlier plans but
significant for landscape
quality

•

During works protect trunk,
canopy and root zone with
fencing or cage from sides and
above

•

Prune, feed and water
regularly to maximise healthy
growth

•

Retain

•

Planted too close to the
building and windows

•

Remove

•

Planted too close to the
building and windows

•

Remove

•

During works protect plant and
rootzone with fencing

•

Following works prune, feed
and water regularly to
maximise healthy growth

or

RsB

Blackberry
(Rubus
spp)

Intrusive

(weed)

•

Seek horticultural advice and
remove if necessary

•

Remove
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Code

Plant name

Approx
age

Heritage
Value

Condit
ion

Comments and Recommendations

Sh

Bluebell
Creeper
(Sollya
heterophyl
l)

<7
years

None
known

Poor

•

Not getting enough light,
suffering from too much bird
poo

•

Seek horticultural advice and
remove if necessary

Bed 2—Strip planting in narrow raised bed against western wall between beds 1 and 3
CDB

Correa
‘Dusky
Bells’

<7
years

None
known

Fair

•

Prune and feed regularly to
maximise healthy growth

•

During works protect with
fencing or cage from sides and
above

•

Seek horticultural advice and
remove if necessary

Bed 3—Plantings along western wall at northern end of Courtyard
Br

Dog rose
(Bauera
rubioides)

<7
years

None
known

Fair

•

Seek horticultural advice and
remove if necessary

Ca

Celtis or
nettle
tree
(Celtis
Australia)

10–15
years

Intrusive

(weed)

•

Growing too close to steps and
Cotoneaster

•

Remove

White
cedar
(Callitris
spp)

15–25
years

None
known

Poor

•

Poor form due to lack of light

•

Remove

Cotoneaste
r
(Cotoneast
er spp)

10–15
years

None
known

Fair

•

Growing too close to steps and
Celtis

•

Remove

Cos
(W)

Cotoneaste
r
(Cotoneast
er spp)

10–15
years

None
known

Poor

•

Poor form due to lack of light

•

Remove

Mf(N)

Port wine
magnolia
(Michelia
figo)

<15
years

None
known

Fair

•

Obscuring window

•

Remove

Port wine
magnolia
(Michelia
figo)

<15
years

None
known

Fair

•

Seek horticultural advice and
remove if necessary

Cals

Cos
(E)

Mf(S)
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Code

Plant name

Approx
age

Heritage
Value

Condit
ion

Comments and Recommendations

Nd

Sacred
bamboo
(Nandina
domestica)

<7
years

None
known

Fair

•

Seek horticultural advice and
remove if necessary

Ths
x 2

possibly:
T.
occidental
is
(‘Pyramida
lis’Thuja
spp)

15–25
years

None
known

Poor

•

Long tall bare trunk—poor form
due to lack of light

•

Remove

Unk1

Unknown
shrub
possibly:
glossy
spirea

<10
years

None
known

Fair

•

Seek horticultural advice and
remove if necessary

Unk2

Unknown
conifer
possibly:
Chamaecypa
ris
lawsoniana
cultivar

<15
years

None
known

Fair

•

Seek horticultural advice and
remove if necessary

Bed 4—Along eastern wall at northern end
Aj

Gold dust
plant
(Aucuba
japonica )

<10
years

None
known

Poor

•

Seek horticultural advice and
remove if necessary

Cc

Smoke bush
(Cotinus
coggygria)

10–15
years

None
known

Poor

•

Very poor form—struggling for
light

•

Remove

Cos x
2

Cotoneaste
r
(Cotoneast
er spp)

10–15
years

None
known

Fair

•

Seek horticultural advice and
remove if necessary

Jm

Primrose
jasmine
(Jasminum
mesnyi)

>25
years

High

Fair

•

Noted as existing on 1979
plans

•

During works protect plant and
rootzone with fencing

•

Following works prune, feed
and water regularly to
maximise healthy growth

•

Retain
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Code

Plant name

Approx
age

Heritage
Value

Condit
ion

Comments and Recommendations

Ms

Magnolia
(Magnolia
soulangian
a)

>25
years

High

Fair

•

Noted as existing on 1979
plans

•

During works protect plant and
rootzone with fencing

•

Following works prune, feed
and water regularly to
maximise healthy growth

•

Retain

•

Adventitious shoot or seedling
of original plant

•

Growing too close to parent
plant

•

Remove

•

Two dead and two with poor
habit and form due to lack of
light

•

Remove all

•

Not noted on early landscape
plans but good for landscape
quality

•

During works protect trunk,
canopy and root zone with
fencing or cage from sides and
above

•

Following works feed and water
regularly to maximise healthy
growth

•

Retain

Mss

Rh x
4

Magnolia
(Magnolia
soulangian
a) shoot
or
seedling

<12
years

Rhododendr
on
(Rhododend
ron cv)

<10
years

None
known

None
known

Fair

Poor

Bed 5—Bed with three silver birch trees
Bp x
3

Silver
birch
(Betula
pendula)

>25
years

Medium

Fair

Cb

Chef’s hat
correa
(Correa
baeuerleni
i)

<7
years

None
known

Fair

•

Seek horticultural advice and
remove if necessary

Cc

Smoke bush
(Cotinus
coggygria)

10–15
years

None
known

Poor

•

Poor form and struggling for
light

•

Remove

Ground
cover
assorted:
Agapanthus
and Vinca

<7
years

•

Seek horticultural advice and
remove if necessary

Gc

None
known

Fair
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Code

Plant name

Approx
age

Heritage
Value

Condit
ion

Comments and Recommendations

Ps

Mint Bush
(Prostanth
era spp)

<7
years

None
known

Fair

•

Seek horticultural advice and
remove if necessary

VoS

Snowball
bush
(Vibernum
opulus
’Sterile’)

10–15
years

None
known

Poor

•

Struggling for light

•

Seek horticultural advice and
remove if necessary

•

Not noted on early landscape
plans but significant for
landscape quality

•

During works protect trunk,
canopy and root zone with
fencing or cage from sides and
above

•

Following works feed and water
regularly to maximise healthy
growth

•

Retain

•

Not noted on earlier plans but
significant for landscape
quality

•

During works protect trunk,
canopy and root zone with
fencing or cage from sides and
above

•

Following works feed and water
regularly to maximise healthy
growth

•

Retain

•

Noted as existing on 1979
plans

•

During works protect trunk,
canopy and root zone with
fencing or cage from sides and
above

•

Following works feed and water
regularly to maximise healthy
growth

•

Retain

•

Very leggy due to poor light

•

Remove

Bed 6—Central bed at northern end of Courtyard
Ap
(N)

Ap
(S)

FeA

Ka

Japanese
maple
(Acer
palmatum)

Japanese
maple
(Acer
palmatum)

Golden ash
(Fraxinus
excelsior
‘Aurea’)

Beauty
bush
(Kolkwitzi
a
amabilis)

<25
years

<25
years

>25
years

<15
years

Medium

Medium

High

None
known

Fair

Fair

Fair

Poor
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Code

Plant name

Approx
age

Heritage
Value

Condit
ion

Comments and Recommendations

Nd x
4

Sacred
bamboo
(Nandina
domestica)

<7
years

None
known

Poor

•

Seek horticultural advice and
remove if necessary

Sp x
2

May
(Spirea
prunifolia
)

<12
years

None
known

Poor

•

Very leggy due to poor light

•

Remove

Unk3

Unknown
conifer
possibly:
Juniperus
cultivar

<15
years

None
known

Fair

•

Seek horticultural advice and
remove if necessary

Bed 7—Narrow planting against the eastern wall adjacent to southern doorway
Ag

Glossy
Abelia
(Abelia
grandiflor
a)

<15
years

Medium

Fair

•

Abelia noted as existing on
1979 plans in this location—
plants may have been replaced

•

During works protect with
fencing or cage from sides and
above

•

Prune and feed regularly to
maximise healthy growth

•

Retain

4.7 Management recommendations
During asbestos removal period, general caution should be enacted to
ensure the plants in the South East Wing Courtyard Garden are not damaged.
Windows should be closed and the roots of large plants and shrubs covered
with ground sheets.
After asbestos removal, the general management approach for remediation of
the Courtyard Garden is outlined in Section 4.6.1.
The revitalisation of the Courtyard Garden should also be part of a
broader management program which considers all the opportunities and
constraints outlined in this report and those in a relevant OPH Heritage
Management Plan and any legal obligations placed on OPH as part of its
status as a Commonwealth Heritage place and National Heritage place.
More specific management recommendations for the Courtyard Garden should
include:
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•

considering the long term effects of little sunlight and carefully
managing competition between plants.
For example, a significant tree
may only survive for a short period of time.
Its conservation may
contribute towards deterioration of other less significant species
(these may have a prolonged existence otherwise);

•

engaging a tree surgeon or horticulturalist to confirm the species,
condition and recommendations for the plants included in Table 4.1;

•

carrying out any remediation work in the short term and preparing a
cyclical maintenance program;

•

the retention of plants of high to medium significance, provided their
health and life span is sustainable, following the recommendations in
Table
4.1.
Remediation
of
any
other
plant
stock
following
horticultural advice and replanting species found in the historical
plans;

•

retaining and conserving the original / pre1988 layout and design
intent of the Courtyard and regaining the heritage values of the space
which are drawn from the shady tree canopy and the informal design
surrounding the gravel path at the northern end of the Courtyard;

•

conserving the physical elements which are integral to the OPH building
fabric, such as the tall white walls, formal window layout and light
fittings;

•

maintaining the Courtyard as a key element of the OPH’s historical
design and function;

•

avoiding
physical
disturbance
service/maintenance work; and

•

allowing for the continued access to the Courtyard, apart from during
the period of asbestos removal and works to the South East Wing, as a
quiet retreat, for public tours and/or for social functions.

to

Courtyard

Garden

during
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Figure 4.1

Plan showing key elements of high and medium significance to be retained.
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