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JOINT STANDING COMMITTEE ON THE NATIONAL CAPITAL AND
EXTERNAL TERRITORIES

INQUIRY INTO THE IMMIGRATION BRIDGE AUSTRALIA PROPO  SAL

CANBERRA YACHT CLUB SUBMISSION

Summary

The Canberra Yacht Club (CYC) supports the propositiahttiere is a strong case for the
construction in Canberra of a very significant nationamorial to celebrate all that
immigration has added to Australia’s national life.

However, as a major user of the lake the CYC’s posittgarding the Immigration Bridge
proposal is that:

a the proposal that a bridge be constructed at thisidocia derived from unvalidated
Griffin Legacy Strategic Initiatives, and has not beenesttlfjo the proper scrutiny,
including public consultation, that is warranted for suchigmificant infrastructure
item. The proposition by Immigration Bridge AustraliBA) to build such a bridge
on the basis that it was going to be built by the Gawent anyway is therefore
flawed.

b. a bridge constructed as proposed will have significanintital effects on users of
the lake, both of its water and its foreshore, andquaatly on sailing.

C. the process undertaken by IBA in relation to settlirg dasign for the proposed
Immigration Bridge has been fundamentally inadequate andittizs failed to
properly take into account either the heritage valu¢seolake or its foreshore, or the
interests of users of the lake (or of the wider comtguni

d. IBA fund raising for the bridge is premature, based oardounded premise that the
bridge’s construction is a foregone conclusion, and thereioris potentially
misdirected; nor does it address funding for throughmliéentenance of the bridge.

e. in view of actions and positions attributed to thedval Capital Authority, there is a
likely need for additional transparency and independencéhen processes for
considering any application for approval for the proposelté.

In outlining its interests as they are affected by thé&’'dBbridge proposal, the CYC
submission’s argument is not simply that these intet@ste not been taken into account, but
that they are of such substance and significance libgtdonstitute an imperative for some
form of memorial other than the proposed bridge.

In order to provide context for the CYC’s interestsis tsubmission will, at the outset,
provide an overview of the CYC, its history and activijtezsd details of those of its interests
which are most directly impacted by the proposed bridge.s bitoad discussion will be

followed by specific commentary in respect of eachhefterms of reference.

The CYC welcomes the opportunity to contribute to this ilgguWe will also welcome an
opportunity to amplify this submission in direct testmpdoefore the Committee.
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The Canberra Yacht Club

The CYC has been in existence for nearly 50 yearshasdperated on Lake Burley
Griffin since the Lake was opened in 1964. It is the largestider and supporter of
sailing events operating on Lake Burley Griffin. It doots one of the largest club-
based sailing schools in Australia. The Club is expengnstrong growth in
membership and participation, with both at levels ngeernced for many years. Its
conduct of major events helps bring large numbers ofggaatits and visitors into the
ACT.

The CYC is a prominent and integral part of bringing ldetivity, responsible usage
and wider community engagement to the Lake. It workstnaeis/ely with and often
assists other lake users, including other sailing clulagjouir boating, kayaking, rowing
and triathlon to ensure the success and enjoyment of tilese lake activities. The
CYC enjoys an excellent relationship with the Natio@alpital Authority and other
authorities, and works cooperatively with these to tamnand improve management
and use of the lake.

A comprehensive summary of the Club’s history and opersitis at Attachment 1.
Lake Burley Griffin — CYC Interests

The CYC is making a growing and valuable contribution tdhlibe life and use of
Lake Burley Griffin and to the lake’s value to the ACGmmunity, as well as to the
local and national sailing community. To sustain thistdbution, the CYC, along
with other lake users has a very substantial genetatest in the amenity and
availability of the lake for boating, and of its foresh. There are also some very
specific interests. For the CYC, both its gener&drasts and the specific interests
discussed in the following paragraphs are very significamity adversely impacted by
the bridge proposed by IBA.

Area and Access

Even for lower levels of usage, the area of Lake Bu@eifin which is practically
available for competitive and recreational sailingekatively restricted, and over the
years has been shrinking due to silt, weed, and to wind sisaclused by significant
tree growth on West Lake islands. A feature of andltaoked water is the impact of
the surrounding topography and structures on wind patterhgghwean add to
constraints imposed by area and depth. For its own eaadtfor the major state and
national level events it hosts, the CYC experiertifgulties in always being able to
provide acceptable courses in the prevailing wind and weatimgtitons, under the
constraints of the limited useable area and the geographyg tdke.

Because of the existing constraints on the areaablailfor fair and safe sailing, the
imposition of any further obstacles or constraints wdwdve a disproportionate impact
on the CYC's ability to use the lake, and particulady support higher levels of
competition associated with state and national charspips.

While larger vessels, such as trailable yachts arerauhtio those parts of Lake Burley
Griffin west of Commonwealth Bridge, the smaller dingtigisses involved in both
racing and sailing school activities also can acces€dnotral Basin in safe wind

conditions. This allows sailing school classes andesemall dinghy racing to be
conducted on West and Central Basins which contributebetdake’s capacity for

sailing participation, and to the associated public splectat major events and

activities such as those held on Australia Day. Howe@amtral Basin is not

accessible by larger boats, and in itself West Basmotssuitable for events involving
these.
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As will be addressed in more detail below, it is not awaysmple matter for sailing
vessels to negotiate hazards such as bridge pylons, and addazard of this nature
would further constrain sailing use of the eastern end/edt Lake, and access to and
use of West Basin.

Manoeuvring Boats - Hazards

Manoeuvring a boat under the combined and often conflichifigeinces of wind and
water is not like controlling a vehicle on a firm dry fage. In many situations the
course sailed is not fully predictable, being achievedutjinobalancing often highly
variable influences of wind, with shifts, eddies and gustseat (albeit minimal in the
lake) and wave motion. These factors are all sigmfiga varying degrees for both
powered and sailing vessels. Yachts sailing to windwardocéy sail at about 45
degrees to the wind, and often need to tack frequently defgeadiwind shifts, further
complicating passages past obstructions. As alreatbdnsurrounding topography
and structures have a very significant impact on wintepat and behaviour.

It is during the most challenging conditions that the neeloats, both sailing and
rescue vessels, for unencumbered manoeuvre is mosalcritiét such times, the

conditions impose significant limitations on the lewecontrol over the movement of a
vessel and significant limitations on the range & shoices that will be available. To
add a set of fixed obstacles associated with the progwgkge into the mix in an area
of the Lake which is a focal point for wind and wave ditans, as well as for

manoeuvre, is to significantly compound existing hazardsvels as adding major

additional hazards.

Aside from the hazard generated by the bridge pylons ataadss for safe
manoeuvring of individual boats, the risk of collisiortvibeen boats also arises from
the prospect of them jockeying for position in a waterwayfioed and obstructed by
bridge pylons. The presence of these obstacles withinsphee between Acton
Peninsula and Lennox gardens will inevitably be a hazard, wartic under adverse
conditions and with trainees, with safety becomingad issue.

From a safety perspective, it would not be responddleailing courses to be set to
pass in the vicinity of or under the proposed bridge. Waatailable for racing in both

West Basin and the eastern end of West Lake, anddonrtg in other than benign

conditions, would therefore be constrained by this.

Safety in High Winds — Access to Sheltered Water

As noted earlier in this submission, surrounding topograploy structures have a
significant impact on wind flows on Lake Burley Griffin.oFmuch of the year, the
prevailing winds on the lake are north-westerlies, #ege can be highly variable in
terms of both direction and intensity.

It is not uncommon for wind conditions on Lake Burleyiffdr to change very
suddenly and very substantially, in many cases leaving tionojor boats but to dash
for shelter. When the typical and frequent strong Rawehkterly changes occur the area
to the immediate south-east of Acton Peninsular aad\etional Museum of Australia
affords a valuable sheltered safe haven for all claské®ais. This allows larger
sailing boats to change or remove sails and smalles tmawait a suitable time to
return to the Club at Lotus Bay, which is particuladgzardous under these conditions,
or to continue their journey.

The proposed bridge would significantly increase the raksing from these high
winds or sudden change in conditions in two ways. li#irés obstruction and hazard
to vessels manoeuvring under extreme conditions wilkpereentially exacerbated and
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much needed access to safe water significantly chatleng8econdly, like any
substantial structure, the proposed bridge would add a coaisieelisruption to air
flow and generate additional disturbance, eddies and vhiftd & its vicinity, adding
to the difficulties.

A normal part of the environmental assessment of angrnmew structure includes
expert study and assessment of the likely resultant watterns and effects. For
example, we understood that such studies were undertakemlation to the

construction of the National Museum. There does ppear to be evidence of any
specialist consideration of the impact on wind patteewsilting from a bridge as
proposed by IBA. The CYC believes that such a studyast@al component of an

essential wider review of all aspects of the proposahftrridge at this site. Such a
study might also inform on the likely wind effects ongmars using the elevated bridge.

The proposed bridge would impose an adverse impact onusgks by both adding a
major hazard and constraining access to a needed meamngating risk of damage
or accident. The CYC has seen no evidence that IBAabaquately taken this impact
into account.

Sailing Conditions

For good racing competition, fair wind is a prime requireineFor this reason, for
significant events courses cannot be laid close to upwalstructions that cause severe
disruption and turbulence to wind flow, as the unpredbiet nature of this can seriously
detract from the fairness of the competition. Fornga, with the frequent north
westerly winds the effects of Black Mountain and its pararspreclude full use of the
western end of West Lake. A bridge such as proposed woeddeca similar effect
with the easterly winds common early in the year, &rthonstraining the area
available for such events.

Thus, the effect of inserting a structure such as thposex bridge, combining both
fixed hazards and wind pattern disruption, into a focal glttie available sailing area
would be seriously detrimental. It would effectively puele yacht racing near the
bridge, reducing the overall area available. This impaxild not only be felt by the
regular users of the lake. It would also significangyrdct from Lake Burley Griffin’'s

suitability as a venue for major interstate, natimranternational competition.

Impacts — Lake Users’ Interests

The IBA’'s proposals purport to address the impacts disdussethe preceding
paragraphs solely through the design of the proposed briflgs, however, is most
unlikely to adequately ameliorate the adverse impact of pustictp a bridge in the
proposed location. For this reason, the IBA hasdaiteadequately take into account
the impact of its proposal on the interests of sails lake users.

The Inquiry’s Terms of Reference

The preceding part of this submission has canvassed énests of the CYC and, more
generally the sailing and boating community as significasers of Lake Burley
Griffin.  The adverse impacts the proposed bridge woulcergé® have also been
canvassed. The reason for taking this approach is thatthesa interests and impacts
turn a central element of the Inquiry’s terms of refiee — namely:

“The process adopted by Immigration Bridge Australia (IBA) settle the
design for the Immigration Bridge (the Bridge) takingoi@ccount .... the
interests of users of the Lake”
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Without providing an understanding of the interests of l@ers, and the impact of the
proposed bridge, any consideration of this element aftimes of reference would have
been incomplete.

There is, however, more to the CYC'’s position intietato this inquiry than this single
element, and the following paragraphs will address eadheoferms of reference in
turn.

IBA’s Process — Heritage Values

The CYC does not purport to offer expert assessmemitioér the lake’s heritage
values or the impact of the proposed bridge on them.heRathis submission’s
commentary is from the perspective of vitally inteedstay people, whose lives are
heavily involved in all aspects of the lake and whatfiérsf

Significant characteristics of Lake Burley Griffin arid surrounds include a general
sense of open space. West Basin and West Lake areddy @mclosed or bounded
by structures and offer a relatively unencumbered visim footh the southern and
northern shores. To insert such a dominating structutbeaproposed bridge would
seem to create a most jarring inconsistency with xitieg ambience and vistas. The
CYC believes that, as proposed, the bridge would be a thesbrdant and ugly

presence on the lake, and seems quite contrary to owppiercof its heritage values.

There is much more to the heritage value of the lake itlsaappearance, its physical
ambience, its surroundings and associated structures. infdraction of the lake
environment with human activity is just as much a pathefheritage value of the lake
as any other aspect. In that regard, for as long as Bakey Griffin has existed,
boating activity, including the sailing activity describedhistsubmission has been an
integral part of the lake and its heritage. These aetviire as deserving of being
taken into account as any of the structural or aestissti®s which should be part of
the consideration of the proposed bridge, and we betigatethe IBA has failed to
adequately do so.

Justification for the proposed bridge seems to rely cetalyl on the Griffin Legacy
proposals. It is difficult to accept that Griffin wduhave envisaged a bridge such as is
proposed. Furthermore, as indicated earlier, the CYiévies that the very basis for
such a bridge, and all of its implications, should béetbsgainst the present and
prospective environment before any plan is made to prociedswconstruction.

The Committee may wish to conclude that the processes adopted by IBA fail to
adequately take into account the heritage values of Lake Burley Griffin.

IBA's Process — Lake Users

The CYC has seen no evidence of any consideration by B#tions other than its
proposed bridge. Noting the interests and impacts odtéaelier in this submission, it
seems impossible to conclude that the IBA process deguately taken into account
the interests of lake users.

There has been a form of consultation undertaken by BBAit has been a limited and
closed process. Albeit predicated on the unqualified peethist the bridge is to be
built, IBA has been prepared to discuss design aspectsstaikieholders such as the
CYC. Notwithstanding the CYC’s unqualified opposition te fnoposed bridge, it has
promoted the development of a set of specifications adygdis essential features must
meet should such a structure proceed. This ‘Design Bria$ developed by the Lake
User’s Group after CYC consultation with the NCA, wihe intent of minimising the

adverse impacts and safety implications should any bedgeatually be constructed.

Canberra Yacht Club Submission — IBA Proposal 4



This Design Brief was ‘generally supported’ by the NCA, ahhpassed it to IBA for
guidance. A copy is at Attachment 2.

IBA has, however, then at least acquiesced in theigneat an incorrect impression
that its taking account of design issues also entailedeaggnt by the CYC to the
proposal for a bridge. The CYC does understand that IB# ihdicated that it
proposes wide consultation in developing a formal desigf for the proposed bridge.
However, this will again be predicated on an assumptioh shah a bridge is
appropriate, which we believe must be tested.

The CYC's interests will have been taken into accoudntsome other, less
disadvantageous memorial to immigration is constructemnple accommodating the
CYC’s and the Lake User Groups concerns and speotficatin the design of the
proposed bridge would only be a partial and the bare mmiramelioration of an
otherwise entirely adverse set of impacts. In tlegfard, the CYC wishes also to
register its concern at the risk that should the Béposal proceed, subsequent budget,
technical or schedule constraints might result in unsebée design concessions or
shortcomings in any bridge which might eventuate.

The CYC believes that proper evaluation of the impath® proposed bridge on both
lake users and heritage values must be an essentialntlefmgny approval process,
and that this properly should have been a precursor toramouacement that a bridge
would be built.

The Committee may wish to conclude that the processes adopted by IBA fail to
adequately take into account the interests of users of the lake.

IBA — Fundraising for Construction and Maintenance

IBA’s public communication and its communication with pko affected by the
proposed bridge has consistently been predicated on ¢haigar that it is a foregone
conclusion that the proposed bridge will be built. Ngtihat there has as yet been no
formal proposal submitted for approval of the bridge, thsitpm would appear to be
relatively unfounded, yet it is the basis upon which fimancontributions and public
support have been solicited and obtained. In this cotitexYC is concerned for the
interests of those people who have, in good faith can#d financial and personal
support.

IBA has indicated preliminary cost estimates of the oadeb30M for construction of
the proposed bridge, but there appears to be no considerdtithe likely cost or
proposed funding arrangements for its ongoing maintenarteigkeep. Aside from
the normal effects of exposure to the elements andvizar and tear, it is difficult to
imagine that such a structure would remain immune to vesndand abuse from time
to time, and ancillary systems obsolescence. [IBAukhbe required to make its plans
and provision for ongoing maintenance clear and thisldHmiassessed as part of any
approval process.

IBA should be required to make its communication inti@tato the approval status of
its proposal much clearer to the public at large, andcpéatily to existing and potential
contributors. IBA should also be encouraged to consiaéid \alternatives to the
construction of a bridge across Lake Burley Griffin, ethlikely could be achieved at
much lower cost.

Approval Process

The CYC has benefited from a longstanding and productigagement with the NCA
in the management and betterment of Lake Burley Griffwuse and its associated
facilities. In almost all cases this engagement hesnbcharacterised by a very
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constructive working relationship, substantial assistare responsiveness provided
by the NCA, and overall alignment of objectives.

The CYC is confident that, to the extent its positioight differ from the NCA'’s in
respect of the proposed bridge, this will not detract foomtinued engagement at the
same high standard. Indeed, in all its dealings with the& @Y relation to this
proposal, the NCA has been responsive, and it hagddediaction by the Lake Users
Group on issues and questions raised by the CYC.

The CYC believes that the NCA would bring rigour, comprehenconsultation and
complete objectivity to its consideration of any approvalcpss for the proposed
bridge. Notwithstanding that confidence, the CYC noteslBritattributes the idea for
a bridge as an appropriate form of memorial to the N®Wreover, IBA has indicated
that it is only seeking to build something that would haeenbbuilt anyway by
Government and, as noted above, its communication itifatsapproval is a foregone
conclusion.

These factors complicate the NCA’s position as tgenay which would normally
consider an application for approval for the proposed bridger this reason, there
would appear to be a case to add mechanisms which ensurthéa@ppearance and
substance of objectivity in the approval process.

The Committee may wish to consider options to ensure both the appearance and
substance of objectivity in any approval processes for the proposed bridge.

IBA has failed to adequately take the proposed bridge’satnpa heritage values and
on the interests of lake users into account. Ihesdfore imperative that the interests
and impacts outlined in the preceding parts of this submisaienproperly and
thoroughly assessed and evaluated as part of any approvadgrothere is a clear
need for a robust and demonstrably objective weighing otthakies, interests and
impacts in relation to the benefits that might be dedigieby the proposed bridge, as
well, perhaps, as by any less disadvantageous optiorss rfeemorial. Also, as noted
already, the approval process should include consideratfomarrangements and
financial provision for the ongoing maintenance of theppsed bridge.

The Committee may wish to conclude that:

- the processes for approval of any proposed memorial bridge must include a
through and robust assessment of all its impacts on heritage values and the
interests of lake users and other affected stakeholders;

- the process should also consider the relative merits of alternative forms of
memorial; and

- arrangements and financial provision for ongoing maintenance of the bridge
should be considered as an essential element of the approval process.

Although outside the specific terms of reference of the Committee, it may wish to
conclude that the assumption that a high level pedestrian bridge should be
constructed at this location, as proposed by The Griffin Legacy, should be tested by
thorough examination of and consultation on the justification for such a bridge, in
terms of its need, benefit, practicability, useability, public safety, heritage values,
impact on the community and the like, and that this should be completed before any
consideration be given to Government accepting or processing for approval any
formal proposal for construction of such a bridge.

Conclusion
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Celebrating and commemorating what immigration has addedutonational life
should not be divisive, and it should not detract from irtgodr and valuable
community usage and heritage values.

In its single minded pursuit of the proposed bridge, teeindusion of any alternatives,
IBA has failed to identify, understand, objectively ass®r adequately take into
account the very adverse impacts of its proposal ofuthgamut of the heritage values
of the lake, or the interests of its users both ewthter and its foreshore. Moreover,
in its public communication and its solicitation of supp®®A has relied on an ill
founded premise that the construction of a bridge, and artbridge, is a foregone
conclusion. In doing so, IBA has neglected the istsref those who have provided
financial contributions and compromised the independehiteedNCA.

The CYC believes strongly that:

a. an appropriate alternative memorial to immigratiooudd be supported,

b. the proposed Immigration Bridge should not proceed,

C. IBA’'s processes have failed to adequately take intoustcleritage values,
impacts on lake user interests or the interests dfetiwshose support it has
solicited, and.

d. there is a need for a comprehensive and robust vahdatithe proposal for a

bridge at this location, including of its benefits and ioipa as well as
consideration of alternatives to achieve its purportedctigs. This should be
carried out as a precursor to acceptance of any forrapbpal to construct the
bridge, or at the least as an integral part of any apppoveess.

Canberra Yacht Club
26 March 2009

Attachments

1 The Canberra Yacht Club

2 Immigration Bridge Design Brief Prepared By the Lake &ufbriffin Lake
Users’ Group - March 2007
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Attachment 1to
The Canberra Yacht Club Submission
NCET Inquiry into the Immigration Bridge Australia Prad

THE CANBERRA YACHT CLUB

This year the CYC celebrates the"s@nniversary of its founding. After its early
years operating on Lake George, the CYC quickly becamatagral part of the life
of Lake Burley Griffin from the Lake’s very beginnings. €Tl®pening of Lake
Burley Griffin Inaugural Regatta, conducted by the LBG Cosatibon Committee,
was held on the weekend of 17 — 18 October 1964, at theokthd first full season
of racing on the new Lake.

Today, along with all the other users of Lake Burle¥ffar covering activities such
as sailing, rowing, dragon boating, triathlon, tourism apens, kayaking and simply
enjoying the lake and its environs, the CYC is a prominedt iategral part of
bringing life, activity, responsible usage and wider comityuengagement to the
lake. The CYC works constructively and very succeblsfuith all other lake users
and with relevant authorities, most particularly theA@® improve management and
use of the lake.

With its current membership at around 600, the CYC has gsieadily over the
years, weathering change and challenges, but sustained andggoovthe foundation
of strong interests in, and engagement with, the lisgge and development of the
Lake and its surrounds. Over recent years, an incrdpsiagitalized CYC has
achieved quite exceptional growth and development, reachicgritsnt state from a
membership of around 200 in 2002. Participation in sailing in thd AGd,
particularly in CYC activities has grown commensuratelyhwthis increase in
membership, and with strong Club programs and improvedtiasilive believe that
this growth will continue.

The CYC'’s own activities include regular racing in botmter and summer, with the
summer season racing routinely attracting around 86 poeaolving more than 200
sailors. Similarly, major events such as the Chigifidfler's Regatta, held annually
on Australia Day always attract very strong partiegratoy the CYC and the wider
sailing community, including other clubs, Sea Scouts anthlsldzy ACT. CYC
members also make regular use of the Lake and itstileifor cruising, picnics and
participation in the range of community activities assed with the Lake

In addition to its racing and sailing activities, the Ck2ches out to the community
through its operation of one of the largest, most aene most successful club based
sailing schools in Australia. In 2008 the CYC was onefoair finalists in the
Yachting Australia awards for excellence, in the catg@f Sports Promotion.

Each season the Canberra Yacht Club Sailing Schoolclatiig Australia Registered
Training Centre, trains over 800 adult and junior saildreese training courses have
made a major contribution to the development of theCC¥s well as to the
significant growth in interest and participation in w@lin the ACT.

The CYC Sailing School's programs also includes highlyivactyouth Sailing
Academy and Youth Race Squad programs involving 75 young atimetegular
weekend coaching and training programs, and successful paiticipat local,
interstate, national and international competitiovioung CYC sailors involved in
these programs include several Australian Junior Charapio
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The CYC also operates a boat hire service, which haggrm be a popular addition
to the range of activities available to both visitorghe ACT and ACT residents. The
CYC’'s powered rescue boats, most often crewed on antedu basis by CYC
members, also provide invaluable support services to a wide wfnigeating and

community activities on the lake, such as Dragon Bogattas and other events.
They are also frequently deployed to assist memberthefgeneral community
experiencing boating difficulties on the lake.

As well as sending competitors interstate, the CYC esbuhosts state and national
championship regattas. In 2006 the CYC very successfalgurcted the sailing
competition for the Australian Masters Games heldha ACT, with about 100
participating boats, and in 2008 conducted the Australian s&ccBinghy
Championships, involving mostly disabled competitors, with rsg\af the Canberra
participants being medal winners at the 2007 Special Olympiogd\WSummer
Games. These major events, and the CYC's role imwazimg them, contribute
greatly to the life of Lake Burley Griffin, and help hgilarge numbers of participants
and visitors into the ACT. Similar events are alsaducted by the YMCA Sailing
Club.

The CYC also makes a significant contribution to theratmn of the ACT’s peak
yachting body, Yachting ACT, and through this to Yachtingthalia.
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Attachment 2to
The Canberra Yacht Club Submission
NCET Inquiry into the Immigration Bridge Australia Prad

IMMIGRATION BRIDGE DESIGN BRIEF
PREPARED BY THE LAKE BURLEY GRIFFIN LAKE USERS’ GRO UP

Following discussion by the Lake Users Group on the praplwsmigration Bridge it
was agreed that the Group should develop a ‘design Hetdiling features and
constraints that the NCA would use to inform the bridgegahesi minimize adverse
impacts of the bridge on all lake users.

The bridge is proposed to span Lake Burley Griffin betwberatea of Lennox
Gardens adjacent to Flynn Place, and Acton Peninsulangdligith King Edward
Terrace. lItis to be designed to take pedestrian and twffic. Concern has been
expressed by Group members at the lack of consultatitimegoroposal. The
Canberra yacht Club has specifically expressed cortehe:

. physical risk to lake users presented by the many pylonsrsiowndicative
illustrations of the bridge,

. reduction of the area of the lake that can safely beé fagesailing in all weather,

. impact the bridge will have on the quality of wind at &astern end of West
Lake, by disturbing the airflow and further reducing the afaé@e lake useable
for fair competitive sailing,

. constriction on safe manoeuvrability in a primary aveéaafe shelter for yachts
when the typical NW frontal winds become dangeroud, an

. difficulty created for sailors and particularly saglischool classes to sail safely
to and from West Basin and Central Basin for sailingnév and training.

Taking all Lake Users concerns into account, the Gpsaposes that should such a
bridge be built, that its design should meet the folhgveriteria:

. 12 metres minimum clearance height of the bridge ovelak®e from the
normal water level,

. as few as practicable pylons in the lake, with
. 70 metres minimum span between pylons,

. minimal vertical profile and design features to minintize effect of the bridge
on the wind, and

. a soft collar to be installed on all pylons from 1 mée®w to 1 metre above
the normal water level.

THE LAKE BURLEY GRIFFIN LAKE USERS’ GROUP
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