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At the same time, we continue to upload our collection to Victoria Collections, again an essential task to 

ensure our holdings are curated and digitised for the broader public. But there is little to limited funding 

available to do this despite the expectation from local and state governments to digitise. 

 

This said, our ambition is to grow the society to become the virtual and physical history hub of  Our 

work already contributes to the cultural diversity in the nation’s heritage collections, with flow on impact for 

community cohesion. 

 

To this end, we want to offer a range of new programs and experiences designed to reach new audiences and 

address social issues such as wellbeing and loneliness using history and heritage as the connection points. 

These include history in your care home, memory mapping, virtual armchair travel through the history of 

Hawthorn and so on. This goal, while laudable, remains distant without program and operational support. 

 

The reality is that we rely on small, competitive project grants, and these rarely focus on support for 

intergenerational transfer of skills and knowledge. The Community Heritage Grants Program supports valuable 

projects but does not provide ongoing operational funding. It is almost impossible to find money for adequate 

storage, appropriate buildings for the preservation of collections. There are few grants directed towards 

digitisation and digital access. All of the above run counter to the idea of a cultural policy for the nation.  

 

As is evident, despite their significance to cultural heritage and place-making, community heritage 

organisations are chronically under-resourced and face acute sustainability challenges. These are serious policy 

gaps. 

 

 In this iteration of the National Cultural Policy, we urge consideration to be given to explicitly including 

community heritage organisations in the National Cultural Policy and to support their sustained operation 

through dedicated recurrent and capacity building funding, training, and support programs at all levels of 

government, as well as multi and single year project grants. 

 

Conclusion 

 is custodian of the minutiae and great local histories of . It is well 

respected and regarded by its local community which sees its commitment to place making and storytelling as 

vital to the area’s cultural history and sense of place. It is supported by a growing band of older volunteers. Its 

membership is growing as is demand for its program. It is connecting with different and culturally diverse 

organisations. 

 

All this is a desirable goal of Revive except the current policy ignores historical societies despite their 

contributions to ‘a place for every story, a story for every place’. 

 

We urge the Committee to recommend that the revised National Cultural Policy explicitly supports community 

heritage organisations through policy recognition, targeted funding, and sustainability measures. 

 

Ignore historical societies at your peril. 




