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Reference | |Year |Description |Pros |Cons
J 2020 New addition to Roger Duff Wing to take clues from the original copper dome planetarium. Exploring new Dome reference back to original design Whilst a valid approach to have a significantly different language as an addition, if you are giving such a
addition as largely glazed element with minimal changes to the existing Duff fagcade. prominence and expression to this addition in this location the internal function needs to support this. With

Interesting contemporary architectural expression of the Museum redevelopment. Clearly distinguishes new the better public café location being associated with the exhibition level of level 2, then the justification of

It should be noted that at this stage in the design process the exploration of whether the public family cafe is interventions from original fabric. such an expression is not warranted or appropriate.
best located on the top (level 3) or level 2 is being undertaken in parallel with the facade studies.

Least changes to existing Duff fagade. The existing facade is visually busy - with many differing material, forms and window types - changed over
time to add further complexity to this facade. With the new addition adding more new materials and forms it
is felt that visually the total facade in this prominent corner just gets too busy and is not the best and most
resolved design solution.

K 2020 Similar to J, but less reference to the dome. Interesting contemporary architectural expression of the Museum redevelopment. Clearly distinguishes new As per J above.
interventions from original fabric.
Least changes to existing Duff fagade.
L 2020 Café position moved to level 2. Exploration of reusing aggregate concrete precast panels to new addition Visually a more resolved overall solution resulting from reviewing the overall fagade rather than just a With the greater complexity added to precast panel articulation and the glazed box at level 2 it was
and contrasting with new glazed box to café. discrete addition to the existing facade. considered that this lessened the effectiveness of overall result.
Included options on extent of retention of existing fenestration and articulation of repurposed precast facade Keeping the fagade as simple as possible - with simpler articulation of solid to void, retention of existing
panels. windows and the proportions relating to the original building and modernist language was deemed the most
appropriate final solution.
M 2020 The overall solution reuses the existing fabric for the new addition to provide a better, more holistic and This design solution addresses the disadvantages of previous options and iterations - with only minor

composed facade.

The design solution addresses the current legibility issues between the Roger Duff Wing and the 1872
Mountfort building.

interventions to the 1977 fagade.

It provides a more holistic and composed design solution to the facade, whilst maintaining the essence of
why this facade has secondary heritage significance.

Keeping the fagade as simple as possible - with simpler articulation of solid to void, retention of existing
windows and the proportions relating to the original building and modernist language was deemed the most

final anlitinn
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Reference Year Description Pros Cons
N 2020 New atrium roof to extend to the ridge of the 1870 Mountfort building. Exposes some of the roof and original fagade to public view. A major disadvantage is this doesn't allow full gable of the heritage building to be expressed, especially to
the north.
Goes some way to increase the prominence within the Museum complex of the 1870 building, which can be
better read as a discrete, but inter-connected building. This would result in an extremely complex water-tightness and seismic detail at the ridgeline, which will also
be difficult to visually resolve well ( area highlighted within the red circle).
Some of the original roofing iron heritage fabric will be available to be exposed to public view on the roof, as
it nn lnanner hae tn narfarm a watar-tinhtnace fiinctinn
P 2020 New atrium roof to extend over and clear of the ridge of the 1870 Mountfort building. The atrium roof is a The major advantage of this strategy is that visually the 1870 Mountfort building regains its original gabled There is slightly less of the original form / roof directly exposed to the exterior (but it is noted that the gable

clear span - being supported on the structural wall between the 1870 & 1882 building (note this wall has a
150mm concrete shear wall each side of the original stone structure).

form which has been hidden for 26 years. Once again all the 5 gabled forms of the Mountfort buildings will
be visible together.

The original 1870 building, which is the first of Mountfort's buildings and the Mountfort building with the most
retained interior heritage features is given appropriate increased prominence within the Museum complex of
buildings and can once again be read as a discrete, but inter-connected building.

There is no additional structural loading or complex weather-proofing and seismic joint at the 1870 ridgeline.
The new atrium roof can be supported from an existing concrete wall structural support and water-tightness
detailing is able to be more robust and less visible.

The original roofing iron heritage fabric is available to be exposed to public view on the roof, as it no longer
has to perform a water-tightness function.

form is not identifiable from the exterior).
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