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Introduction

The aim of this document is to provide
further clarification on the proposal and
justification for the partial removal of
the ARP installation. This document
should be read in conjunction with the
existing justification document already

circulated.

In particular, the clarification is in
response to comments that are

summarised as:

1.Clarity over what is to removed and

retained

2.Clearly demonstrate and justify where
clashes occur between the proposed
MEP and the existing installation that

cannot be resolved

3.Further clarify why the brick wall

section cannot be retained

4.Clarify the storage and safe removal

of objects
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5.Clarify the interpretation of the

‘retained’ spaces

Strategy for retention and removal

(see appendix A for strategy process
chart). The approach is based on the

following principles:

* Seek to maintain as much of the ARP

installation as possible

¢ Features of the ARP installation will
only be removed where there is a clear
clash that cannot be easily avoided or

due to structural instability

* Where proposed MEP can be tweaked
or undergo minor amendments to avoid
the existing ARP equipment this should

be undertaken

¢ The planform and significant
amendments to services or their

location are not proposed

o All features will be marked for

retention or removal and this shall be
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agreed on site with the LPA

conservation officer

Fundamentally each of these rooms and
spaces are the location for much of the
MEP and plant that will serve the wider
building. This design is based on the
principle that these areas, agreed to be
of lower significance, have a higher
capacity for change. These spaces will
have new floors, floor trenches and in
some spaces a large number of high-

level services.

Following further review the site has
been categorised into the following

areas —

Green — area of retention

Amber — area of partial retention or

removal (to be confirmed on site)

Red — area for removal

(see figure 1 mark up below)
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Figure 1 Proposed plan with areas for strategy mark up
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Areas of removal (red)

LG028 as demonstrated by the
proposed plant room layout will leave
no opportunity to retain the existing
crash deck and ARP equipment. The
majority of the open space will be
subdivided into individual plant rooms,
the floor of the space will be replaced
and will have a series of trenches and
drainage runs and high levels services
will run across much of the space
meaning it is not possible to retain the
existing installation. The corridors that
will be formed between the plantrooms
will also need to be kept as a route free
for access and maintenance for Vital
and ENWL to move equipment in and
out via the courtyard (see figure 2 and

appendix B).

This space also features the escape
hatches in the external wall, the
plantroom layout will mean these will
be blocked and not accessible or visible.

The ventilation for the plant will re-use
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the existing openings to reduce the
impact by not creating additional
penetrations through the historic fabric.
It is proposed to relocate the escape
hatches to a part of the LG floor where
they can be reinterpreted and be

visible.

The sections of dividing brick walls on
the Lloyd Street side of the building in
the former corridor are proposed for
removal. As previously stated, these
walls sit directly on the timber floor
which is structurally un-satisfactory.
Retaining these walls will also change
the layout and limit circulation of the LG
floor. Whilst it is acknowledged that
there is some harm to significance
through the loss of these features the
restoration of the original Waterhouse
corridor layout offers an enhancement
to significance. There is the potential to
leave evidence of these dividing walls in
the form of scarring on the walls which
can be left to illustrate the former use

of the space.
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Figure 2 The proposed plant layout and services with the existing columns shown (see
appendix B for full page)

d

Figure 3 The proposed p/anf rooms‘and columns modelled (see appendix B)




Areas of possible retention or removal

(Amber spaces)

The amber areas are those that will
pose challenges in retention of the ARP
equipment due to potential clashes
with services and drainage runs,
however, it may be possible through
minor amendments to services to tweak
the proposed arrangement to minimise
impact and avoid the removal of the
crash deck and existing installation.
This is proposed for agreement on site
with engagement with the LPA
Conservation Officer. Any removal will
only be through agreement with the
LPA Conservation Officer if it can be
demonstrated there is a clash that
cannot be easily avoided (as per the

strategy flow chart in appendix A).

Removal, Storage and Interpretation

Along with the in-situ sections of the
crash deck it is proposed that a single
section is carefully dismantled and
stored on site for interpretation or

display. The section to be stored will be
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chosen based on it being a good
survival with maker’s marks or insignias,
however, this will be confirmed on site

with the LPA Conservation Officer.

Some of the smaller fixed objects such
as dials or signs that require removal
can potentially be relocated to other
parts of the LG floor and this will be
confirmed as part of the interpretation
strategy and in consultation with the

LPA Conservation Officer.

Objects to be removed will be
undertaken as part of the technical
submittal process with a full method

statement provided by the contractor.

Items to be stored is a decision outlined

in appendix C.

The interpretation of the ‘retained’
spaces has yet to be finalised with the
client team and it is recommended this

is agreed at a later date.
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Appendix A — Retention / removal strategy plan

GREEN

Building Asset Schedule records el ts of the building with proposal of
action. However, a level of site validation is required to validate some of these
proposals. Areas of the building or elements can be awarded the following
status to determine the next actions:

Area or element is to retain

Area or element can remain in location
in the permanent design without causing
negative impact on the design strategies
or interventions which cause the building
to be functioning.

However, heritage asset may have to be
temporarily removed during the works
to prevent damage.

Can asset be maintained in position
during the works without risk of
damage?

3

Protect and remain Record, dismantle and
insitu store. Reinstatement
after works

[

Update the Building Asset Schedule to any
changes to record the ‘As Built’ information and
act as contract documentation.
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AMBER

Further investigation required

Area or element requires further consideration, which
may also require input from Works Package Contractors
or site measurements to validate to what extent it can be
retained. There is an ambition to retain, but this may not
be practical when reviewing in detail, so due process to
be undertaken.

Does retaining the asset change the structural strategy
and prevent strategic intervention or impact the viable
usability of the space as intended?

NO YES

RED

Area or element isto be stripped out

Area or element kept in situ or returned to that
position would significantly alter the usability of
the space in the proposed scheme. The HIA
submitted with the LBC captures the justification
for the removal of elements.

Refer to the Removals Process chart which
determines the treatment of assets.

Even ifthe areafasset cannot be retained in
whole, it must be considered whether it can be
partially retained or relocated within the building.

Y

Does retaining the asset change the services strategy or
force the relocation of services? To assess this, additional
site validation may be required ie. site dimensions taken
of parts of heritage assets (eg. More than 200mm which
could be classed as site setting out parameters)

o]

Refer to the B Processes
for updating the services
information in the model —
some services may not need

Can the asset or part or the asset being
relocated within the building without
compromising the heritage significance
of the asset?

o] [

Record, dismantle and
store.

Record, dismantle and
dispose

Update the Building
Asset Schedule to any

Fy

to be updated as accuracy of
information is not required
by MCC in final hand over
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changes to record the
‘As Built’ information
and act as contract




Appendix B — Proposed layout with the existing

\ : structure shown
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Appendix C — Collection and storage

The decision making for removal, storage and disposal solutions for Fixed and
Unfixed Heritage Assets in OTH can be captured as follows:

The Building Asset Schedule captures Fixed Meritage Assets within
the building. With the follewing propesed actions,

Alsa refer ta the following methadology of reviewing these assets
an site where some assets reguire validation in an aim to mitigate
the impact in relocating or remaving the Heritage Assers,

Record, Remaove, Store
Rerord: Process captured within the
Lendlease Managament plan.

RemovalDismantle: Technical Submittals of
‘Waork Package Contractors

Lagistics to Storage: Technical Submittals of
‘Wrk Package Cantractors

Tnarage: Lawry Mill during the weeks —
Pracess captured within the Lendlease
Management plan.

| |

Relocate Reinstate
Partial discharge may Reinstate asset in
b reguinad as seme ariginal kacatian
propased locations using record
autstanding until MOC information from
schedule of relacation dismantling
agresd

L

2019 {eg. Statues)

Unfmed Hertage asiets have already identified by MOC Curator as collection befare
praject commenced in 201E. Termporary locations hawe been sought across the city orin
storage. Some have been protected in situ jeg. joinery] or some tempararily relocated in

Far items that have be found since, the following process is used to determine proposals:

Protect and Remain in Situ

There is & peasibility that
during the course of the
works wome of thess jtems
ey hawe to be temporarily
removed — this will b
caverad in Heritags Surgeries
and via Technical Submittals
if this i the cate

Protect and Remain in Situ

Far sample ifems, such as
some jainery, statuss ar
miurals, Puncell have designed

pratection during the works

MACC Owumed Collection
Management Policy
Asgoises whether the

asset i kay to the story
af the building

and ek sut the reguirements
far the monitaring (to be
undertaken by Lendlease as
Management Contractors)

L 4

Remave, Dispose

MCC Digpasal Palicy
determines whether items

are salvaged or skip.

]

L

FACC o determine
whathar the asset ar
future architectural use in
the building?

]

‘Wark Package Contractors Technical Submittal and Lendlease
Management Plan reguired far all dismantling, protection and
lagistics within all of the abave to further detail methadalagies prioe
o undertaking the works. To be submitted an Aconex snd assessed

by Paul Mason s part of the pre-agreed approval process.
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Collecticn

{emg. Furniture, or sample fittinge] These will
be remaved off site, into the collections

store at Lewry Bill during the warks {Wark
Package Contractor technical submittal
reguired far dismantle, temporary
protection and transport).

Partinl diseharge — progosed Ieotions for
disaio interpretation outstending

Recorded, Stored in Perpetuity
{eg. Mauldings, ar sumphe fittings)

The s will be either be retained and
protected on site, or recorded, Bempararily
ralocated off site, stored in a depot and
brought back to site or stoned off site in &
recorded state in perpetuity.

Partinl discharge — progosed leotions for
stovage fram MO outstanding

MCC prapasals for the starsge or
Relocation of Collection to be
unidertaken to fully dischargs the
comditians
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