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1 Executive Summary

The second expedition of the AAP Mawson’s Huts Foundation to advance the
conservation works program at the Historic Site, departed from Hobart on the Sir Hubert
Wilkins on Saturday 16 December 2000 and returned triumphantly and safely on 17
January 2001.

The conservation works program was largely achieved with repairs carried out on the
Main Living Hut and archaeological and conservation recording in and around the Hut
progressed further than expected. The program in the Magnetograph House was
completed and the ambitious clean-up of post BANZARE materials was also finished.
Photographic documentation of all work was comprehensive and the interests of our
sponsors well served.

Two objectives of the works program were not achieved. Planned repairs to the internal
workshop roof collar ties were assessed as impractical on site when inspection revealed
broken rafters to which the collar ties needed to be attached. There was insufficient time
as the scale of the repairs required is way beyond what was anticipated. Since there is no
immediate threat to the structural integrity of the Workshop, the need for the repairs is
doubtful and needs to be reviewed.

The planned removal of the refuge Granholm Hut was assessed as unwise on safety
grounds for the current and future work parties, scientists and tourists visiting the Historic
Site.

At the time of writing, the approach to some aspects of the longer term conservation of
the huts and artefacts remains unresolved and this is the subject of several
recommendations for consideration by the Steering Committee in the final stage of
negotiation over the Conservation Management Plan.

The report recommends further important conservation work to be achieved by one more
expedition. Specifically, repairing the external roof cladding of the Main Living Hut and
excavating the remainder of the ice from the interior of all of the Winter Quarters is
recommended. Conservation of the huts of the AAE would then be primarily a matter of
condition monitoring and more effective visitor management with occasional visits by
work teams of 3-4 people.

Infrastructure to support the 2000-01 expedition at Cape Denison was most adequate and
remains in excellent condition to support further conservation teams.

The logistic support of the French Antarctic program once a signed agreement is reached
with the Australian Antarctic Division (imminent), is likely to offer the best opportunity
for transport to and from the Historic Site for work parties.
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Summary of Recommendations

Field Leader

1

2

There needs to be one more conservation works program at the Historic Site to
a) repair the Main Living Hut roof to minimize the ingress of snow and ice into
the hut;
b) complete the removal of snow and ice from the interior of the Winter Quarters
- as a comprehensive archaeological excavation;

-¢) paint the Granholm Hut to reduce its visual impact and re-locate the timber

stack.

Produce a comprehensive data base on the artefacts at the Historic Site.

Carpenter

1.

Main Living Hut

A decision is made on whether the bulk of the ice is to be removed. If so, it’s folly
to leave the roof unsealed as it is. The hut will in a matter of a decade refill with
snow. Realistic options could be total or partial recladding of the roof, strip
battening over the weathered T&G joints or the Ashley proposal of a vapour
permeable membrane.

Temporarily remove the new ridge cappings and discretely fit a weatherproof seal
where the edges fit the cladding.

Install flashings on the apex side of all skylights with appropriate material.

Reputty glass bead on skylight sashes This job is flagged in the CMP, but a wind
free and sunny day is needed. Time demands are usually high on such days.

Workshop

It is considered if the collar ties are to be repaired and the split rafters replaced,
the new external cladding be removed in the vicinity of the rafters and original
fabric carefully taken up. New fabric can then be inserted through the slot created.
It will be less intrusive on the lining with this method. The decision to repair this
will be only cosmetic if the main mass of ice is to remain.in place.

A permanent boardwalk be installed to the main entrance from the normal
summer ice edge of approx’15 metres in length, with a spur track leading throught
he artifact scatter. Lazer supports this concept.

Jubilee Base
The tent platform is enlarged with another 2 sheets of ply, to accommodate
another polar pyramid.
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2 The bunks in the kitchen of the Sorensen Hut are moved into the Apple.

3 The kitchen shelving and bench top area be extended into the space now occupied
by the bunks Form ply would do the job, to match existing.

4 The kitchen door in the Sorensen is removed to better utilise the space.

Structural Stability 0 Alasdair McGregor

The next phase of conservation work on the hut should involve cladding the roof
planes of the living section in a similar manner to the workshop. This should stop
most of the ongoing ingress of drift. The interior of both parts of the hut could then
be excavated and the spirit of the place reinstated. A "new look" roof would have to
be tolerated for a while but in a sense it too would be part of the nature of the place.
The battens added by the AAE could easily be replicated on top of any new cladding.

Archaeological and Conservation Work Program

1 The workshop location is not the most appropriate long term storage space for
either the dog or the container. If a decision is made to clear the Huts of snow and ice as
part of a long term management strategy it will be necessary to move the dog and the tin.
Consideration needs to be given to the best long term strategies for artefacts from the
plateau.

Repatriation is probably the least desirable option for AAE artefacts. Nonetheless, these
artefacts have already been removed from their original context. Return to Australia
should not be considered unless an arrangement could be made to cover the costs of
transportation, conservation and curation in an appropriate institution with a commitment
for the storage and/or exhibition of the dog and kerosene tin.

2 It is strongly recommended that corrosion monitors be installed in the Main Hut
and in the Magnetograph House when Cape Denison is next visited.

3 Further examination of the sub-floor conditions is recommended.

4 The plastic containers that held artefacts from the 1985-6 Project Blizzard

excavation were relocated to the area above the ice tomb for the dog in the workshop.
Other out-of-place artefacts were kept in their current positions. This is only a temporary
solution and further consideration of the most appropriate location for these items is
required. While the AAD’s artefact guidelines provide a useful policy for the site
generally, they provide only general guidance in relation to this issue. Future expeditions
would benefit from a clearer policy in this regard. Similarly, the management plan that is
adopted for the site could include strategies for dealing with artefacts currently stored in
the Hut that are no longer in their original context. These strategies could also apply to
other items such as the post-BANZARE tin left in the Magnetograph House.
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5 These items were left in situ but it is recommended that a policy is developed for
these artefacts as they should be relocated to enable reuse of the Magnetograph House for
its original purpose.

6 The surface survey of the site should be continued by future expeditions as
differential annual ablation will reveal different artefacts each summer.

It was hoped that a detailed and accurate map could be made of the artefacts across the
site using GPS but it was not possible to obtain access to the appropriate equipment for
this expedition. It is recommended that this work be done by future expeditions.

7 It is recommended that artefacts are accorded equal status to the larger structures
in the conservation management plan that is adopted for Cape Denison. All the material
remains associated with Mawson’s expeditions can be described as artefacts, including
the buildings. It is important to recognise this as it may affect long term management
strategies for the site. The huts, for example, can be seen as artefacts, with the history of
their occupation embedded into their fabric. Replacement or removal of elements would
diminish the heritage values of these structures.

8 It is recommended that a government appointed representative accompany all
expeditions that plan to land at Cape Denison. This person could aid with visitor
education and help control the movement of tourists across the site. This is the approach
taken for visitors to historic sites in New Zealand’s Antarctic Territory and it appears to
be very successful.

There does appear to be some inconsistency in the obligations of tourist ventures. It is
important that the passengers on smaller vessels that visit Cape Denison comply with the
same visitor guidelines as those who travel on vessels that are managed by larger tourist
operators.

Another means of improving visitor education would be to produce a briefing video
which could be shown to all visitors prior to landing.

A pragmatic solution to the problem of tourists walking across the artefact scatter would
be the construction of a series of boardwalks across the artefact scatters. These signal the
significance of the site and guide people so that there is minimal impact on artefacts. Ted
Bugg, who has considerable experience and expertise in the construction of heritage
boardwalks, constructed a boardwalk across the meltwater and artefacts to the entrance of
the Hut. It was fairly unobtrusive and resulted in minimal impact on the artefacts
immediately to the west of the Main Hut.

9 It is recommended that visitor numbers inside the Hut be maintained at about two
to three people at a time.
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