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» --22 Hawdon Street,
CHRISTCHURCH. 2 8th March |, 7
Dear Sir/Madam,
re: Building Permit Application No. £80

Your application for permission lo  5¢ér¢ngthen parapets for Chrigtchurch Press

Gos ab Gathedral Sguare,
has now been approved, and a permil should be obtained at this Office on payment of the
undermentioned fees before work is commenced.

Building Permit Fee $36=00
Street Damage Deposit )
Vehicle Crossing
Waler Connection Charge
Builder's Water Supply
Building Research Levy 5-00
$51-00
If the permit is not uplifled within three months of this dete the application will be cancelled
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BUI.CAT032.0010.2

BUILDING SURVEY Date Ref Legal e /7"
NAME &

ADDRESS  ame of 22, 2 L,-l//g’é;

Street No. .,~%&.

INER— (/ /)
OWKER Owned . j ///; B . A '.,”{"S’
SHIP
PLANS .
gt:ﬁ/:’— Vit Occupancy 8 hr. 4 5 days 7 days
USE s
Office, Workroom, Factory, el , Sizmee, Other
Oeeopn~niS STRUCTURE  \  of Storeys 3 MoZz, wevelieeain, Basement . e
(/,/J . Building Dimensions: Width 40 M. Length Afo M Height /(er [
/P Foundation Type: Strip Footing ...»... .. Raft T Piles -
Ground Conditions: Gravel =7 Sand . / Silt ‘/ Clay ... Fill by
Shear wWall ...... L.B.M, B &C ..
... Wall Bands: Yes/&®
«e. Column Continuity: VYes/R&
Minor Al t.fﬂ;f. .S.’Dti‘ubs tantial Alt.
Floor: R.C. ..M. Wood .7o.. Eff.piaph .M7. Non Eff ——
Roof: Pitched ...Tvo7v.... Flat ...7. ...
Roof Diaphragm: Effective ~ Non Effective ..ieieeeaas
Roof Coverings: Concrete . "~ Asphalt 1./ Galv. Iron «
Corr.Ashestos . foos Tiles
Chimneys: Brick ...>T0.... Other . 0""\'0‘4’ ......
Where Material Heiaht Lenath Thickness Remarks ,Condition
Parapet / : §Lak E/&uz/:t
apets £ Bs iz i? c / ZO‘I‘T 786 P« eran L
Verandahs
Appendages
Lifts: Number . Enclesed [T.......
Stairs: Number KIT"{D Type were.... Steel .7T... R.C. /
NON Partitions: Brick Breeze - concrete BlOCk .uovyeeones
STRUCTURAL
Wood Condition R A S
Ceilings: Lath Wood s ... Fib  Pla -
Condition .., . .
DAMAGE Cracked Walls /{ AL ... Joints ..... . —
Settlement A 9./({/::—. ..... eveesse Remarks
GENERAL
/ @m )
STRUCTURAL, Poor ... 7...cuea. Fair s..eeae. Good «
CONDITION Hazards ./.g/./(/f .
WUMERCIAL Maintenance - Storeys /] Classification
RATIHNG Appendages —_— Public Access z
Wall Continuity = Time Occupied 2
Internal Walls <« Persons Oc ]
Foundations 1 Date Buil

Total



General Standard of
Maintenance

Appendages on Street
Frontage

Continuity of
External Walls

Effectiveness of
Internal Frames

Foundation
Conditions

Number of Storeys

Public
Assessibility

Time Building
Occupiet
Persons in Building

When Occupied

Date of Construction

TABLE 1

Poor

Significant amounts
of masonry

No continuity
Non-existent
Bearing Capacity
less than % T/ft2

More than 4

Central City

More than 50 hours/
week

More than 4 persons
per 1,000 sq. ft;/7

Before 1920

BUI.CAT032.0010.3

BUILDING ASSESSMENT

Numerical Rating

1
Fair
Minor
Reascnable contin-
uity

Some Moment Resist-
ance

Gravels etc.
ing>Xk T/ft2

v’

Suburban Commercial
/Industrial

2 to &4

More than.8 less
than 50 hours/week

More than 2 less
than 4 persons per
1,000 sq. ft.

Between 1920 'd
1935

Good
J

Nil

Full Structural/
Continuity

Fully Effective
Rock

1

Residential

Less than 8 hours/
week

Less t persons
per 1,000 sq. ft.

After 1935

TABLE 2 BUILDING CLASSIFICATION & REOUIRED ACTION

Total Numerical Rating

15 and over
12, 13, 14, 15

9, 10, 11, 12

9 and under

Building Classification

Recommended Action

Immediate Action under

A Section 301A of Municipal
Corporations Act.

B Remedial action within two
years

C Remedial action within ten
years.,

D Probably adequate if build

ing is well maintained.



NAME &
ADDRESS

OWNER~-
SHIP

PLANS

UskE

STRUCTURE

HON
STRUCTURAL

DAMAGE

GENERAL

STRUCTURAL

CONDITION

NUMERCIAL
RATTHG

BUI.CAT032.0010.4

BULLRING SURVEY Bate f’ Ref Legal
Name of Bui ing %C ~Ad
Street Ko J >4
Owned . Leased ... .iviinviniovna.. Area uu...
Occupancy 8 hr. 5 days 7 days
Office, rkroom Factory Commnercial Storage, Other .
-
No. of Storeys ., -—-.L\_/..—- . Hezz. Basement
Building Dimensions: widta .. ZOm Length .. SR Height .. 20"" .
Foundation lype: Strip Footing . Co. Raft cettese. Piles T
Ground Conditions: Gravel .... Sand Silt .. Clay .... Fill
VY Ay
Structural System: Frame . G#¢CA  Shear Wall L.B.M, B & C
Bearing Walls: ........ 4 . ev.. Wall Bands: ¥es/No
1 . s [P
Street Walls: ..... Columnynmtg: Yes fie=
Building: oOriginal Form ...... «o Mincr Alt: ¥ .... Substantial Alt.
Floor: R.C. ..X... Wood ¥ ... Eff .Diaph AT7.. Non EfF
Roof: Pitched ............ Flat
Roof Diaphragm: FEffective ... Non Effective 7070 ...,
Roof Coverings: Concrete . Asphali W Galv. Tron T eeea..
Corr.Asbhestos . 7 Tiles S e
Chimneys: Brick = . ......... Other .77, ... e e
Where Matorial Hoight Length Thickness Renmarks,Condition

Parapets O/j %ﬁz'&{

Verandahs ——

¢ 9, «
Appendages s 0/\5’ /442 / F s

Lifts: Number ‘z Enclosed
Stairs: Number fi Type Wood ..w<.. Steel .
Partitions: Brick Broeze «.veweees.

Wood
Ceilings: Lath .......... Wood

Condition

Cracked Walls . Joints
Settlement Remarks ......c..... v
lwin il d it 5 27 4L

Ll ainTen avte
Poor oo Fair Good
Hazards “E W"L Thsced eaned.
Maintenance _— Storeys / Classification
Appendages ___ 7 I’Elblic Acc?ss e
Wall Continuity ' Time (’CCUPled______ b -
Internal Walls ’ Persons Occupied 2
Foundations ’ Date Built j

To



R

General Standard of
Maintenance

Appendages on Street
Frontage

Continuity cof
Ixternal Walls

Effectiveness of
Internal Frames

TFoundation
Conditions

Number of Storeys

Tublic
Assessibility

Time PBuilding
Cecupier

Persons in Building
When Occupied

Date of Construction

TABLE 1 BUILDING ASSESSMENT
Nomerical Rating
2 1
Poor Fair
e

Significant amounts
of masonry

No continuity
Non-existent
Bearing Capacity
less than % T/ft2

Moxe than 4

Central City b///

More than 50 S
week

More than 4 pers
per 1,000 sq.

Before 1920

Minor v///

Reasonable ntin-
uity

Some Momept, Resist-—
ance

Gravels etc.
ing>% T/{t2
2 to 4

Suburban Commercial
/Industrial \

More than 8 less}
than 50 hours/week

More than 2 less
than 4 persons per
1 000 s ft.

Between 1920 and
1935

BUI.CAT032.0010.5

Good

Nil

Full Structural
Continuity

Tully Effective

Rock

Residential

Less than 8 hours

week

Less than 2 persons
per 1,000 sq. ft.

After 1935

TABLE 2 BUILDING CLASSIFICATION & REQUIRED ACTION

Total Numerical Rating

15 and over

12, 13, 14, 15

9, 10, 11, 12

9 and under

Building Classification

Recommended Action

Immediate Actiomn under

Section 301A of Municipal

Corporations Act.

years

years.

Remedial s_tion within two

Remedial action within ten

Probably adequate if build

ing is

well maintained.



GENERAL

Date Inspected:
Address of Building:
Legal Description of
Name of Cwner: ....
Address of Owner:
Principal Tenants: .
Occupancy: (please tick)

Use (eg. Office, Workroom, Factory,

STRUCTURE ‘
Date of Construction: ....[7~
Building Dimensions:

BUI.CAT032.0010.6

SEISMIC RISK BUILDINGS - SURVEY

8 hours D

mmercia

Foundatlon Type:

Strip Fooling:

24 hours
e, Other):

—
[u]
o]

[
=

N

Frame ¥
Shear Wall
LBMB&C

Type:
Woaood
Steel
R

Elfective

00 ROXNOO OO

Nen Eflective

Settlement D

Mezzanine D Bait

Basement E‘/I Piles

Floor: Rool Coverlngs:

RC D Concrete

Wood [ZI Asphalt

Eff Diaph D Galv Iron

Non Eff IZI Corr Asbestos
Tiles

Rool: Chimneys:

Pitched IZ] Brick

Flat D Other

Bearing Walls: W

Street Walls: &\4\{*0

Parapets: "‘"\"\VZ"'\,

Verandahs

Appendages: Q ..

Wheelchair Access ot

NON STRUCTURAL

Partitions: '{Wﬂ\;?/&kl(

Ceilings: M.,

DAMAGE

Cracked Walls D Lateral Displacement D

Remarks

STRUCTURAL .

Paoor Fair Z Goed D

Hazards: %V?éb‘b“gﬂ’\d?ﬂ’@&f"‘\ww .............

i~ enlieanree, .

o O, /dlharone la/u%

; erret&'s A oz o~ dhe corra o
&/@Wm\%m oA clso cone Ye

Structural System

Number of Stalrs:

Rool, Dlaphragm:

FileNO: vt
5 days D 7 days D
Height: ...............
Bullding:
[:l Original Farm

0
[

Minor Alterations
Substantial Alterations
Ground CondIitions:
Rock

Gravel

Sand

Clay

Fil

Number of Lifts:|

KO 00O
NO OO0 O”O

Enclosed

Wall Bands: Ye

Column Conlinuity: Yes/No

NUMERICAL RATING
Maintenance
Storeys
Appendages
Public Access
Wall Continuity
Time Occupied
Internal Walls
Persons Occupied
Foundations

Date Built

Total ' \g

Cass 3



General Standard of
Maintenance

Appendages on Street
Frontage

Continuity of
External Walls

Effectiveness of
Internal Frames

Foundation
Conditions

Number of Storeys

Public
Assessibility

Time Building
Occupied
Persons in Building

When Occupied

Date of Construction

TABLE 2

Total Numerical Rating

15 and oaver

12, 13, 14, 15

9, 10, 11, 12

9 and under

TABLE 1 BUILDING ASSESSMENT
Numerical Rating
2 1
Poor Fair

/

Significant amounts Minor

of masonry

No continuity Reasonable contin-

ulty

T

Non-existent Some Moment Resist-

J/ ance
Bearing Capacity
less than‘% T/£t2

Gravels etc. Bear-
ing>1 T/ft2 J

/

Suburban Commercial
/Industrial .

More than 4 2 to 4

Central City

/

More than 50 hours/ More than 8 less
week than 50 hours/week

/

More than 2 less

than 4 persons per
1,000 sq. ft./

Between 1920 and
1935

More than 4 pers
per 1,000 sq. ft.

Before 1920

BUI.CAT032.0010.7

Good

Nil
J

Full Structural
Continuity

Fully Effective
Rock

1

Residential

Less than 8 hours/
week

Less than 2 persons
per 1,000 sq. ft.

After 1935

BUILDING CLASSIFICATION & REQUIRED ACTION

Building Classification

Recommended Action

Immediate Action under

Section 30lA of Municipal

Corporations Act.

A
B

years
C

years.
D

ing 4s

Remedial action within two

Remedial action within ten

Probably adequate if build

well maintained.
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HAZARDOUS APPENDAGE SURVEY,

VE
Legal Desc.: .75 08w 0 LA S P00l SRR TS o

OWICE! s r e toassssns saes s A543 e Mmoot e aeens s mot stk eesae
Date: Ael3/an, Date Building Built: ..[406.....

BU/40/

Parapet: den \Ma\'\& ..... L\Ow@ @%,Sv%mfwjéwe
Chimney T e PRV -
COIMUCE: st sa et s s e e e eee s eee e
Loose Masonry: Significant @:ﬁaﬂ&/ Minor.

Mortar Deterioration: CSignificant / Noticeable / Minor.

Cracking: Significant / Noticeable / Minor.

Photo Reference:  ...........

Comments: 4 S}rc»ress 2 e beaesent le@k/

Q&LB‘G.-LJS orrete %PQC»:&“~S ot ek \au%kl _
ﬁ k()u—/’&"‘ el SYLQ QV‘Q’ Q‘Lcwf oP lo o Vo~
oove He rc:uQ ~ lecel (see (o\@\—osx .

S)»OM O~e_ el - LJ@\s(LQ/f’pj y
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BUI.CAT032.0010.10

WORCESTER STREET

THE PRESS HERITAGE BUILDING
THREE BUILDING ONE
TS 608

/ 1"\ SITE PLAN 1 % oM
ONLY. A FORMAL SURVEY SHOULD BE UNDERTAKEN

LATEST CONSULTANT'S REFORTS INCLUDED
UPDATED FOR INFORMATION ISSUE

GANELLEN "= THE PRESS - HERITAGE BUILDING

DRAWN cT



AL 12 550

DEMOLITION

New Lanewsy

AL New Sliding Door

Gy AL 12 550

Egross

GANELLEN

PROPOSED

Baker
Kavanagh
architects

Sydney: L3, 720 Elizabelh Strest

E bka@bka com au www bka com au
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LEGEND
EXISTING
DEMOLITION
@] HERITAGE IMPACT
ROOM INDEX
AL 14 620
AL 14.82D
>
\yeng/
10 15 M
THE SHOWN LAYOUTS AND RL'S ARE INDICATIVE
ONLY, A FORMAL SURVEY SHOULD BE UNDERTAKEN
BEFORE COMMENCING BUILDING WORK.
F 211210 LATEST CONSULTANT'S REPORTS INCLUDED
E 71210 CLIENT CHANGES, SERVICES ADDED
ISBUE DATE
PROJECT
THE PRESS - HERITAGE BUILDING 08030
CLIENT DWG#
GANELLEN seaE@m AO10F
DRAWN cT
BASEMENT PLAN cHiD REVISION
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LEGEND

. EXISTING
I DEMOLITION
I PROPOSED

@) HERITAGE IMPACT
ROOM INDEX

/1 \GROUND FLOOR PLAN
A100/ DEMOLITION

= T _
Meeling Pane ) Fomate 2 vak | "
i & senerans | — Window Openinga (o align |
\ & s o | () with cxisting openings al "
I ©
® ®
Fo-inatalo “
Old Window
Opanings |
I T
L

1 - O

=1 9= L=
I (1} T - 2 15V
- — L]

THE SHOWN LAYOUTS AND RL'S ARE INDICATIVE
ONLY, A FORMAL SURVEY SHOULD BE UNDERTAKEN
BEFORE COMMENCING BUILDING WORK.

AL 14 430

<] 271111 UPDATED RECEPTION AREA
F 211210 LATEST CONSULTANT'S REFORTS INCLUDED

{2\ GROUND FLOOR PLAN Baker T [
12/ PROPOSED GAW NELLEN Kavanagh "**T THE PRESS - HERITAGE BUILDING 08030
arChltectS el GANELLEN DATE# 11/10/2D10 | DWG &

Sydney: L3, 729 Elizabeth Strest SCALE @A) 1200@A3 A 1 00 G
Zetiand NSVV 2008 Australla WG ORAWN cT
T 461293185200 F+812 6318 9222 GROUND FLOOR PLAN

CHKD .
E bka@bka com su www.bka.com.au REVISION a
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/1 \FIRST ELOOR PLAN
101,/ DEMOLITION
| i e R
’ [~ 4 |
Moeling T eiane | Fomae Maiy

Ro-Inatain
Ok Window
Openings

@ AL 21 160

El ! = = s Owere a » (D) meam
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above Ground Floor

/2 \FIRST FLOOR PLAN
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LEGEND

I EXISTING
I DEMOLITION
. PROPOSED

® HERITAGE IMPACT
ROOM INDEX

THE SHOWN LAYOUTS AND RL'S ARE INDICATIVE
ONLY, A FORMAL SURVEY SHOULD BE UNDERTAKEN
BEFORE COMMENCING BUILDING WORK,

UPDATED RECEPTION AREA
LATEST CONSULTANT'S REPORTS INCLUDED

ISSUE

Baker e
Kavanagh

THE PRESS - HERITAGE BUILDING ™ 08030

architects =

Sydney: L3, 729 Elizabeth Street

CATR® 1110010 | DWS R

Zetland NSW 2008 Australia  DWG
T +612 9318 9200 F +61 2 8318 9222
E bka@bka com au www.bka.com.au

FIRST FLOOR PLAN

sacnmas| A 101 G

(= - | REVISION G
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/ 1\ SECOND FLOOR PLAN
A102/ DEMOLITION

Moeling

&

Re-inataie
Old Window
Cpenings

®

/2 "\ SECOND FLOOR PLAN
A102/ PROPOSED

BUI.CAT032.0010.14

VAL

™ M LEGEND
_ 9 I TG
/1 i g EEEN  oevoUToN
! I PROPOSED
@) HERITAGE IMPACT
ROOM INDEX
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S 0 5 10 15M
Fire Separanon e e,
Faw waparaion
_._(3' — THE SHOWN LAYOUTS AND RL'S ARE INDICATIVE
e i ONLY. A FORMAL SURVEY SHOULD BE UNDERTAKEN
== g wan BEFORE COMMENCING BUILDING WORK.
ALl ] b -
G 2711 UPDATED RECEPTION AREA
F 21/12110 LATEST CONSULTANT'S REPORTS INCLUDED
Baker [ | oate |REVISION
PROJECT PROUEST &
GA,, i NE'-'-EN Kavanagh THE PRESS - HERITAGE BUILDING 08030
CLIENT DATES MAKZ010 | Bws #
architeCts = el en
Sydnay: 13 720 sty Siet e A102 G
Zalisnd NEW 2000 Australia  OWO DRAWN CcT
T 461203169200 F 4812 6318 5222 SECOND FLOOR PLAN o = e =
E bka@bka com au www.bka.com.au
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LEGEND
- u I EXISTING
. d [ DEMOLITION
N PROPOSED
—y = | @) HERITAGE IMPACT
N ROOM INDEX

aVallaValavalaVe

{1\ THIRD FLOOR PLAN
2103/ DEMOLITION

] et et _CI-:: |
| ; Gl |
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s 3] ONLY. A FORMAL SURVEY SHOULD BE UNDERTAKEN
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— 1 — | '
s )
G 211N UPDATED RECEPTION AREA
F 211210 LATEST CONSULTANTS REPORTS INCLUDED
Baker isave [ oaTe Jeveeion
ROECT e
{2\ THIRD FLOOR PLAN GANELLEN Kavanagh T THE PRESS - HERITAGE BUILDING 08030
103/ PROPOSED 2% mANTR GRS 41rnat Wpbmal Bas T4
arChltects =T GANELLEN LB L
Sydney: L3, 729 Elizvlvbalh Streat . SCALE@ A 1200843 | A 103 G
Zetland NSW 2008 Aus WG DRAWN cT
761203139900 F 461 200160222 THIRD FLOOR PLAN ey = T =
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/1 \ ROOF PLAN
A104/ DEMOLITION

/"2 \ ROOF PLAN
A104/ PROPOSED
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Fira S=paraton

GANELLEN
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Skylight

Baker
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T +61 20318 8200 F +612 8318 8222
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LEGEND

. EXISTING
I DEMOLITION
I PROPOSED

®) HERITAGE IMPACT
ROOM INDEX

Q 5 10 15 M

THE SHOWN LAYOUTS AND RL'S ARE INDICATIVE
ONLY. A FORMAL SURVEY SHOULD BE UNDERTAKEN
BEFORE COMMENCING BUILDING WORK

® ©
2112110 LATEST CONSULTANT'S REPORTS INCLUDED
maho CLIENT CHANGES, SERVICES ADDED

DATE
PROJECT

THE PRESS - HERITAGE BUILDING

GANELLEN
ROOF PLAN

owe

08030

DATE# 11/10/2010 DWGH

s A104F
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Parapet
RL 34.900

Roof
RL 33.050

Third Floor
RL 29.400

Second Floor
RL 25.450

First Floor
RL 21.150

Press Lane

Ground Floor
RL 16.550
________ .

2o INITIAL ISSUE

10 DATE

g n DBaker e
GANELLE Kavanagh THE PRESS - HERITAGE BUILDING 08030

/ 1\ ELEVATION NEW LANE

200 / PROPOSED NOTE:
THIS 1§ A SKETCH SECTION ONLY BASED OFF DRAWINGS WHIGH CLIENT owe e
HAVE BEEN PROVIDED TO BKA THEY NEED TO BE VARIFIED BY A SURVEYOR arChlteCIS GANELLEN
TO CONFIRM ACCURACY AND SCALE, HEADHEIGHTS AND STATED A 200 B
DIMENSIONS NEED ALSO TO BE CONFIRMED ON SITE

T 46120318 6200 F 4512 6018 6222 NORTH ELEVATION o

CHKD EVISION
E bka@bka com su www.bka.com.au eV



/ 1\ SECTION

A300

PROPOSED

BUI.CAT032.0010.18
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000 | RL 16 550
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o 2112110 UPDATED AND COMPLETED SECTION
o 5 10M c 171210 INFORMATION ADDED
w_ Baker o Towe Trevision
THIS IS A SKETCH SECTION ONLY BASED OFF DRAWINGS WHICH ‘ iAN N h EROJECT, [PROJECT ¥
R R R e ANELLEN Kavanag THE PRESSAUERIIACEBULDING 08030
DIMENSIONS NEED ALSO TO BE GONFIRMED ON SITE. arChr[ects =T GANELLEN OATEW 28004110 | DWGH
Sydney: L3, 720 Elizabeth Street wraran el A 300 D
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PRESS BUILDING

BUILDING CONDITION REPORT
SEPTEMBER 2009

FULTON ROSS

team architecture”
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1.0 Introduction
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PRESS BUILDING
Building Condition Report

1.0 INTRODUCTION

As part of the scope of the Conservation Plan,
Fulton Ross Team Architecture have been
commissioned by Ganellen Pty Limited to prepare
a Building Condition Report for The Press
Building at 32 Cathedral Square, Christchurch.
We visited the building on August 7th, August
28th and again on September 24th 2009 to
undertake a site inspection and make a
photographic record.

The Building Condition Report begins with a
general description of the building then breaks it
into various elements. Each element is described
and its condition assessed. Recommended
remedial work is suggested where appropriate.

This report does not deal with structural,
mechanical or fire matters and is a statement of
the physical condition of the fabric only at the
time of our visits.

This report should be read in conjunction with the
Building Conservation Plan. As a general policy it
is recommended that all work follows the policies
of the Building Conservation Plan and accepted
conservation principles and processes as outlined
in the ICOMOS (NZ) Charter.
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2.0 GENERAL DESCRIPTION

The Press Building is a four storey rectangular
building on the Eastern side of Cathedral Square.
Its West elevation faces Cathedral Square and
South elevation faces Worcester Street. The East
and North sides abutt into existing buildings but
rise at least one level above their neighbouring
buildings.

The East elevation has two indentations which
serve as light wells and service shafts.

The street facing South and West elevations are
finely articulated with large pointed arched
windows between full height columns that give
the building a sense of verticality and lightness.

An elegant octagonal tower on the South West
corner serves to both accentuate the verticality
and emphasize the corner nature of the site. The
tower's form extends above the main roof and it is
capped with a copper clad spire topped by a
crows nest and flagpole.

The full height columns create a series of vertical

bays, three to the South elevation and eight to the
Waest elevation,

While these bays accentuate the height of the
building they contain a pattern of common
window fenestration that differentiates each level
horizontally.

The street level has a pronounced foundation
course with openings that provide light to a full
basement now used as a workshop and carpark.

The elevated ground floor houses the main public
reception together with offices and open plan
reporters spaces.

The original floor plans illustrate how the building
was divided into two portions; a Southern and
Northern portion.

The Southern portion is roughly square in plan,
and divided into offices for the ‘Editorial
Department’.
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South Elevation

Original Plans
Ground floor Plan showing Southern and
Northern portions
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The Northern portion is rectangular in plan with
structural columns creating an open floor plate for
what was referred to as the ‘Factory’.

The Southern portion has the main stairwell and
passenger lift. An indentation in the Eastern wall
creates a service well for toilets on each floor.

The Northern portion has a larger plan
indentation to the east that serves as a light well
to the large open plan office spaces. There is a
service lift and a secondary stairwell that access
the basement as well as Press Lane.

BUI.CAT032.0010.23

Original Plan
Second Floor, Third Floor and Roof Plan

Current Basement Group and First Floor
Plans

Current Plan
Second Floor, ThirdFloor and Roof Plan
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3.0 ROOFS

3.1 Main Roof:

The main roof is a flat slab with a trafficable
waterproof membrane laid to fall within a parapet
on four sides. The membrane extends up and
over the parapets ensuring the whole structure is
protected. The roof drains into rainwater heads
and downpipes on the East elevation.

The main roof membrane is in good condition.
The membrane replaced a former surface about a
decade ago. It has been well maintained and
patched where required.

The main roof has a number of structures built
into or on it.

3.2 Southern Stair and Pigeon House :

The largest of these structures houses the
Southern stairwell and what was the Pigeon
house. This corrugated steel clad shed form has
a curved roof over the Pigeon house. It runs
East/West and butts into one of the remnant
sections of parapet above the main entrance.

metallic based paint. The Pigeon house spaces
are original fabric and in fair condition.

3.3 Northern Stair and Service Lift :

The Northern stair and lift are housed in another
shed form. This time with a split gabled roof. This
is also clad in corrugated steel and sits behind
the second remaining section of original full
height parapet. The cladding has been painted,
well maintained and in good condition.

3.4 Skylights :

There is a large gabled skylight running
East/West over the Northern portion of the
building. It originally provided daylight to the
Etching room, a space now used as a staff
cafeteria. The skylight is now covered in a
tarpaulin because there were overheating issues
in the cafeteria below.
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Roof looking North

Southern Stair & Pigeon House

Northern Stair and Service Lift

Skylight to Cafeteria
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There are also smaller skylights around the
former Pigeon house. These provide daylight to
the 3rd floor reception and circulation spaces
around the Southern stairwell. These skylights
have been well maintained and are in good
condition.

3.5 Tower Roof:

The corner tower rises above the main roof
surface. There is an octagonal room with an
intricate timber structure that supports the copper
clad spire.

The copper cladding covers eight parabolic faces
covered in reverse scalloped copper tiles with
copper flashings between the faces.

The copper has weathered to an oxidized green,
with unwashed sections of black. Sections of the
copper have rust marks where rainwater from the
cast iron ‘crows nest fence’ above has dripped
onto the copper.

An aluminium flagpole extends from this ‘crows
nest’. This has been bolted to the original timber
flagpole structure which appears sound.

3.6 Mechanical Plant :

There are a series of concrete water towers
(which show on the original drawings) above the
toilets. These appear in fair condition with aging
plumbing.

Modern heat pumps and other miscellaneous
mechanical units, hoods and vents are placed
around the main roof.

Recommended Remedial Action

» Repaint the flagpole and check structural
support and flashing to tower roof

=  Rustproof and repaint the crows nest fence
fixings to copper roof

=  Repair sections of copper roof where rust
marks may have damaged the base copper

=  Continue ongoing maintenance on roof
structures

= Check cafeteria skylight

= Continue ongoing maintenance on membrane
roofing
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Original Water Towers

Mechanical P!ant
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4, L WALLS

41 General:

The external walls are a mixture of concrete, brick
and stone. The West and South elevations face
the street and are richly adorned. The East and
North elevations are designed to connect to
neighbouring buildings and are therefore simple
and unadorned where exposed.

The original parapet has been removed except
for two sections on the West facade.

A previous neighbouring building to the East has
been removed leaving an area of exposed
brickwork

The West and South elevations, while natural
stone, have been painted and a clear sealant
applied to the brick panels.

Parts of the brickwork to the East elevation have
also been painted.

4.2 West Elevation :
This elevation facing Cathedral Square is one of

the twn nrincinal faradac
e wo principal 1acages.

A stone base forms a foundation course that is
constructed in Volcanic Tuft. This is now painted
black. It is punctuated by openings that form
windows which provide light into the basement.

From this base rise a series of columns (pilasters)
that break the elevation into eight vertical bays.

Five of these bays face Cathedral Square and the
remaining three face onto Press Lane to the rear
of Warners Hotel.

Of the five bays that face Cathedral Square the
central (or third) bay forms the main entry, and is
distinct from the standard bays.

The sixth bay, immediately to the South of
Warners Hotel, is also wider than the rest and
contains a service stair and lift.

The elevations attached help illustrate the way
the four floors are articulated at each level by a
distinct window arrangement.

The Press Building Condition Report Fulton Ross Team Architecture Ltd
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The fenestration increases in complexity on each
level indicating a clear hierarchy of form.

A typical bay has three basement windows with
shouldered arch hands.

At ground level there are three square headed
windows.

At the first floor these three windows each have
pointed arch hands.

On the second floor there are four windows each
with pointed arches and with a square string
course hood.

At third floor level the four windows become a
pair of pointed arches each with an arched string
course.

A cornice with a detailed frieze of carved corbels
and circular motifs caps the bay.

The original drawings show a higher parapet
which has now largely been removed.

This arrangement changes for the entry bay and
the service bay.

The entry bay has a large pointed arched
doorway at street level. The Press motto ‘Nihil
Utile Quod no Honestum’ (translated as ‘Nothing
is useful that is not honest’) is printed over the
door.

The main entry is capped by a cantilevered hood
on projecting corbels, carrying the Press insignia.

The first floor has a pair of arched windows. One
has a low sill that provides access to the entry
hood roof.

The second floor windows are similar to the
typical bay but have an arched string course
hood.

The third floor windows are similar to those below
but with ogee arched string course hoods.

Above these are a pair of four paned arched
windows that provide light to the Pigeon house.
These windows at roof level sit within a remnant
section of parapet.

The Press Building Condition Report Fulton Ross Team Architecture Ltd
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The Service Bay is a mixture of doors and
windows.

At ground level, doors allow access to the
stairwell and service lift.

Above these are three arched windows providing
iight to the stairweii.

On the first floor the three arches are made up
from two windows and the stairwell and a wider
four paned window.

On the second floor there are three arched
windows to the stairwell and an arched pair of
solid doors to the service lift.

The third floor is similar with three arched
windows but with a large arched pair of windows
to the service lift.

There is also a remnant section of parapet above
this service bay. This covers the service lift tower
and stairwell hood on the roof level.

There is a steel beam projecting from the fagade
above the third floor window in front of the service
lit. The original elevations suggest that this
accessed external doors where the service lift is
now positioned.

The West elevation has a large ‘The Press’ sign
attached at the third floor level above the
entrance way as well as two large flags inserted
into metal sleeves.

A section of the painted stonework along Press
Lane has been removed to reveal the volcanic
tuft foundation course as well as the Oamaru
stone cladding above.

There are certain areas where the original
stonework has eroded away. This is most obvious
around the remnant parapet over the main entry
and the detail on the projecting hood over the
entrance door.

It is surmised that this eroding stonework is what
prompted the owners to originally paint the
stonework.

The Press Building Condition Report Fulton Ross Team Architecture Ltd
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Painting natural stonework is nowadays
considered an inappropriate and indeed
damaging solution to eroding stone. It has the
effect of trapping moisture behind the paint
further degrading the original stone.

While, it is desirable to remove the paint and
repair any damaged stone, this would be a major
undertaking for this building and would require a
report from a stone conservator as to the
desirability of such an action.

Discussions with the maintenance staff suggests
the repainting of the exterior is carried out on a
routine basis. This will have to remain as an
ongoing commitment, ensuring the painted
surface remains waterproof.

There are a three locations where there are bad
rust stains streaking down the facade. At first
these appear to be coming from behind the large
‘The Press’ sign. However closer inspection
suggests that they are caused by some previous
steel fixings that are now badly rusting. The
rusting steel needs to be cut back from the
surface, and sealed with a rustproof coating.

Other less obvious elements are fixed to the
facade most of which have been painted. All
penetrations into the original material need to
either be removed if redundant, or maintained to
ensure they do not allow moisture into the original
fabric.

The brick infill panels have a milky coating to the
original brickwork. This is most probably a sealant
coating and will have much the same effect as
the paint work on the stone. Ideally this sealant
should be removed from the brickwork. This has
been successfully removed from other buildings
in the city. It is vital however that the pressure
and pH of any wash is such that the original brick
face remains intact.

BUI.CAT032.0010.29

Section of wall cleaned of paint revealing
original stone
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4.3 Corner Tower :

The tower on the South West corner is a
continuation of the fagade treatment on the West
elevation, i.e. painted stone detail, brick infill
panels and large windows.

The tower projects from the first floor with an
elaborate cluster of columns supporting a series
of cornices and a band of intricately carved fiorai
detail.

The octagonal tower (five sides exposed) then
rises up three floors with a room at roof level
capped by the octagonal roof described. Again
pilasters rise between faces and separate the
horizontal bands of windows.

These windows also vary, and become more
complex the higher up the tower they are. The
first and second floors have square headed
windows. The third floor has shouldered arched
windows and the roof space has trefoil openings
with lancet arched openings above.

The pilasters thicken above the third floor into
octagonal shaped columns which culminate in
Corinthian column heads, dentils and a projecting
cornice supporting the roof above.

The walls of the tower, like the West facade,
appear to be in reasonable condition.

There are signs beneath the painted stone detail
that some of the original surfaces have worn to
softer material.

The brick panels also have the milky appearance
of a seal coat. There is minor damage to parts of
the brickwork in part due to the sealant trapping
moisture in the brick causing surface
delamination. This seal coat should be carefully
removed and any damage to the brickwork
repaired.

The Press Building Condition Report Fulton Ross Team Architecture Ltd
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4.4 South Elevation :

The South elevation facing Worcester Street is
continuation of the pattern set by the main West
elevation.

There are three vertical bays with the same
fenestration previously described.

There are two doorways in the foundation course
which provide street access down into the
basement.

The original parapet above the carved frieze has
been removed.

There is a redundant light fitting, some surface
fixed wiring and an electric isolator fixed to the
facade.

The walls, like those described, have been well
maintained. The nature of the painted stone and
sealed brick means that this ongoing
maintenance is essential unless remedial stone
conservation work is undertaken to restore the
original surfaces.

4.5 East Elevation:

The East elevation is utilitarian and without
decorative elements and intended largely as a
boundary wall. It is partially built against with the
shadow of a previous neighbouring structure and
chimney that has since been demolished. There
are the original service well and light well set
back from the boundary.

The concrete floor slabs and brick infill panels are
visible. Where the neighbouring building has
been demolished the wall has been painted. The
exposed brick above, including the parapet and
the service and light wells are left in their natural
state.

Some sections of this original brickwork are
deteriorating and require repointing of the mortar
or in the worst instances brick replacement.
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South Elevation

Second Floor Widows

Third Floor Windows

East Elevation showing shadow of former
building
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BUI.CAT032.0010.32

4.6 North Elevation :

The north elevation rises above the adjacent
buildings on the third floor where there is a
balcony projecting from the cafeteria — reference
T25 on the plans.

This wall is largely unseen. It has a large flue duct
bracketed from the originai brick waiis.

Sections of the brick work to the parapet are g E- T

deteriorating and are also in need of some minor
repointing and the occasional brick replacement.

Recommended Remedial Action

= Investigate the ‘best case scenario’ of
removing the paint work, reinstating and
repairing the original stone fagade

» In the meantime, ensure the ongoing
repainting programme is maintained

» |nvestigate and repair the cause of visible rust

staining by removing and plugging the : 7, : )
offending metal fixings North Elevation showmg brick and
concrete cladding

= Remove any redundant surface fixings and
seal the original fabric

= Repair damaged brick work with repointing
and brick replacement as necessary

North Elevation detail of weathered
brickwork

|
North Elevation detail of fixing for
ventilation cowl
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5. EXTERNAL JOINERY

The large windows are an important design
element in this building. This is true for both the
public facades which externally appear light and
finely structured, as well as the interior spaces
which attract light through very generous
windows in the West and South elevations, plus
the Eastern light well.

The windows are generally timber framed which
are painted. They are all well maintained and in
good condition.

Some glazing has been replaced with reflective
glass, notably offices on the first floor.

The fenestration to the service lift, previously
described, has also been altered from original
drawings. One sash has a fan cut into the
glazing.

Windows have been inserted into the corner
tower roof space, where once they were openings
which allowed carrier pigeons to fly through.

The Pigeon house has windows to the West
elevation that are internally unpainted timber
joinery.

Recommended Remedial Action

= Continue the routine painting of timber frames
and sashes

=  Remove any modern incisions to the glazing
where they are no longer necessary

BUI.CAT032.0010.33

Large glazed timber w.f'nds to Eastern
Light well

Extract fan cut into glazing

Corner Tower Roof windows

Original Pigeon House windows
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6. STAIRWELLS

6.1  Southern Stair :

The Southern stair is the main passenger stair
between floors and as such is generous in pitch
and width. It extends from the street level main
entry that arrives on the ground floor then
circulates up the third floor.

While its original form survives, the surface finish
and inclusion of fire separation at each floor gives
the stairwell a modern feel.

This changes above the third floor where the stair
accessing the roof retains its original form. The
timber balustrade and detail is all painted and in
good condition. The stair is largely internal with
daylight from skylights on the roof.

6.2 Northern Stair

The Northern stair extends from the basement up
to the roof. It is steeper and narrower than the
Southern stair and serves as a secondary
stairwell next to the service lift. It has an external
wall with large windows and plenty of daylight.

The stair is in its original timber construction and

has been painted. The stair is in good condition.

Recommended Remedial Action
= Continue the well maintained painting of the
original sections of stairwell

BUI.CAT032.0010.34

Original Southern Star

Third Floor Stair Landing.
Change to more modern Southern Stair

Southern Stair Lobby Fire Separation

Original Northern Stair
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7.0 MISCELLANEOUS ITEMS

71 Tower Crows Nest :

The metal crows nest railing on the top of the
corner tower has been mentioned previously. It is
currently well painted but has left some damaging
rust marks on the copper clad tower roof. This
may have been a result of rusting fixings where
the railings connect to the tower roof. This needs
to be investigated and rust proofed and painted to
match the rest of the railing.

7.2 Flagpoles :

The tower flagpole has also been previously
mentioned. What appears to be an aluminium
upper section has been bolted to the original
timber flagpole which extends into the roof space
below. The lower timber section will continue to
need periodic repainting and the fixings
occasionally checked. There are metal sleeves
where flags fly from the West elevation. These
connect to the original masonry walls and will
require periodic repainting.

7.3 Internal Fabric

Much of the original fabric has been covered over
with new ceilings; columns encased; new
partitions erected and floor and wall surfaces
modernised.

There are some remnants of original fabric still
exposed.

The cafeteria and adjacent offices have the
original metal columns and concrete arched
ceilings. This structural system is most evident in
the basement, now used as a workshop and
carpark.

There were only two areas of visible minor
damage to the original internal fabric, one in the
Northern stair, and one on the first floor Eastern
wall where a section of wall linings had been
removed.

Generally the inhabited internal spaces were in
good condition.

BUI.CAT032.0010.35

Tower Roof and Crows Nest showing
rusting on copper cladding

Original Ceiling and Column in Cafeteria

Damaged to Internal Wall showing original
brickwork
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7.4 Pigeon House and Roof Tower :

These two spaces are like museum pieces
harking back to a former era. Both have been
cleaned of the mess of pigeons and left empty as
curiosities. The Pigeon House retained its has
original curved timber roof structure; lathe and
plaster walls and concrete floors. There are small
areas of rusting metal fixings and unpainted
timber joinery however the siruciure appears
sound and watertight.

The unfinished ‘rough’ condition however seems
to suit the memory of this intriguing structure.

The tower roof space similarly is empty and
unadorned. There are metal ties that are rusting
and a modern steel platform supporting an
access stair to the tower roof. This space also
has a sense of connection to a past era when
pigeons were a critical part of transmitting the
‘news’.

Recommended Remedial Action

= Rustproof and paint any exposed metal
surfaces

» Repair any damaged fabric and protect
identified original fabric
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Typical Internal Spaces

Inside Roof Tower
showing steel and timber structure
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8.0 CONCLUSION

The Press Building is now one hundred years old.
It must have been an architectural revelation
when it was first constructed, as it stands like a
gothic palace on the Eastern side of Cathedral
Square.

The original stonework has unfortunately been
painted, and the spire parapet removed but the
building still retains the essential elements of the
original design aesthetic.

The building has undergone much internal
alteration. This has been able to be achieved
because of the nature of the original design
structure comprising steel columns and arched
concrete floor construction providing large open
spaces. Some of the original structural form is still
visible in parts of the building, providing large
open spaces.

The structure has been very well maintained so
that while adapted to suit modern needs it
remains a viable space for administering and
writing the newspaper which it was originally
designed for.

The continuing viability of the building will rely on
the ongoing maintenance especially of the roof
membrane, and external painting.

The painting of the original stonework is a
regrettable past action that will need to be closely
monitored to ensure the stone deterioration that
prompted the painting is not allowed to continue
because of defective paintwork.

The previous role of pigeons in the procurement
of speedy information for ‘The Press’ is
remembered on the roof, and these spaces
should be retained and stabilized in their current
form and condition.

Some minor exterior repair work and attention to
the copper clad tower roof is required as part of
deferred maintenance.

While the mechanical production of the
newspaper has moved on from this precinct, The
Press Building remains in a good condition and
retains an iconic status worthy of investment in its
future.
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OriginI tne and brickwork
painted or sealed

Grill over original Pigeon openings

Iconic Copper Tower
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None 9‘-66
01 % O 31-60 % O o
2-10 % | 61-99 % O ‘?‘ Date & Time re
11-30 % O 100 % O ID

Inspection ID: DKg 5 l (Office Use Only) @4\
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Structural Hazards/ Damage Minor/Nopé  Moderate Severe Comments
Foundations | O
Roofs, floors (vertical load) ‘E{ O O
Columns, pilasters, carbels J ] d
Diaphragms, horizontal bracing Q/ D D
Pre-cast connections 1 O |
Beam m/ il O
Non-structural Hazards / Damage
Parapets, ornamentation Iﬂ/ D D
Cladding, glazing m/ E] D
Ceilings, light fixtures ID/ 1 ]
Interior walls, partitions Q/ ] O
Elevators [U/ D D
Stairs/ Exits E__]/ 0 O
Utilities (eg. gas, electricity, water) [D/ O O
Other O O O
"eotechnical Hazards / Damage
Slope failure, debris | O |
Ground movement, fissures O O |
Soil bulging, liquefaction O | O
General Comment
2
Usabil
Damage Intensity ~ Posting Usability Category Remarks
Light d G1. Occupiable, no immediate further e v
. ight damage Inspected investigation required s
’ (Green)
Low risk G2, Ocgupiable, repais.required—
damage Y1. Short term entry
Restricted Use
- {Yeliow) Y2. No entry to parts until repaired or
risk
demolished
Significant damage: repairs,
strengthening possible
damage Unsafe
nsa
R2. Severe damage: demolition likely
risk

At risk from adjacent premises or
from ground faiture

2 Inspection ID: D Ky; (Office Use Only)
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TfSketch (optional)

Provide a sketch of the entire
building or damage points. Indicate
damage points.

Recommendations for Repair and Reconstruction or Demolition (Optional)

3 Inspection ID: (Office Use Only)
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Inspector iniials <A Date Final Posting o~
Territorial Authority Christchurch City Time _(e.g. UNSAFE) C:Z—
Name "\ wvo/(“' 2.1
Short Name Type of Construction
Address Ped Timber frame [0 concrete shear wall
Steel frame (I unseinforced masonry

GPS Co-ordinates Se Eo ] Tilt-up concrete [ Reinforced masonry

Contact Name I:] Concrete frame D Confined masonry

Contact Phone RC frame with masonry infil 1 other:

) oo’s

Stareys at and above Bel:)wd Primary Occupancy

ground level L,L g\?{;” [] Dweliing Commerca/ Offices

Total gross floor area Year

(m;? gross floor built (] other residential [ industriat

No of residential Units 1 Public assembly O Government

1 schoot N Heritage Listed
Taken Yes No Other

investigate the building for the conditions listed on page 1and 2, and check the appropriate column. A sketch may be added on page 3
Overall Hazards / Damage Minor/None  Moderate Severe Comments

Collapse, partial collapse, off foundation here [ ]

Building or storey leaning

Wall or other structural damage ~

Overhead falling hazard

Ground movement, settlement, slips /ﬁc.;&é
Neighbouring building hazard

Electrical, gas, sewerage, water, hazmats

Record any existing placard on this building: Existing ) =N\ )
Placard Type cl f Cgt)
{e.g. UNSAFE)

Choose a new posting based on the new evaluation and team judgement. Severe conditions affecting the whole building are
grounds for an UNSAFE posting. L calised Severe and overall Moderate | onditions may require a RESTRICTED USE. Place
INSPECTED placard at main entrance. Post all other placards at every significant entrance. Transfer the chosen posting to the top
ofthis page. . _. R

INSPECTED RESTRICTED USE UNSAFE
GREEN YELLOW Y1 Y2 RED R1 R2 R3

Record any restriction on use

Further Action Recommended:

~en 4‘3 féci’ut ro?]

[ other:
[ Other recommendations:
Estimated Overall Building Damage (Exclude Contentsb Lk S Sign here on completion
None ) Ui
0-1 % O 31-60 % O Sec &5%
2-10 % 61-99 % O Touskd A Date & Time
11-30 % 0 100 % o id D

Inspection ID: 2'4 ,{24 (Office Use Only)



Structural Hazards/ Damage Mi oderate Severe
—Foundatio.ns | O]
Roofs, floors (vertical load) O O
Columns, pilasters, corbels | |
Diaphragms, horizontal bracing ] O
Pre-cast connections O |
Beam O J
Non-structural Hazards / Damage

Parapets, ornamentation | (|
Cladding, glazing O D
Ceilings, light fixtures O |
Interior walls, partitions ] O
Elevators 0 (|
Stairs/ Exits iy

Utilties (eg. gas, electricity, water)

ther :
Geotechnical Hazards / Damage u%/
Slope failure, debris | O
Ground movement, fissures ? O O
Soll bulging, liquefaction 1 ]
General Comment
Damage Intensity  Posting Usability Category
d G1. Occupiable, no immediate further
amage Inspected investigation required
Low risk Qccupiable, repairs required..
damage Short term entry
Restricted Use
Medium risk Y2. No entry to parts until repaired or
demolished
R1. Significant damage: repairs,
strengthening possible
Heavy damage
y d Unsafe .
Severe damage: demolition likely
risk

At risk from adjacent premises or
from ground failure

2 Inspection ID: (Office Use Only)
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Comments

Remarks
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Sketch {optional)
“Provide a sketch of the entire

building or damage points. Indicate
damage poins.

- / 4 /
X ’
% /
QJ / /|
/
®

Recommendations for Repair and Reconstruction or

Clenve

gﬂle/ M&kaﬂ .

3 Inspection ID. (Office Use Only)
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GANELLEN

Earthquake
Response

32 Cathedral Square —
URGENT REMEDIAL WORKS
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ITEM 1 - PAYROLL OFFICE

Date: 6% September 2010

Location:  North-Western corner of level 3 (Known as Payroll Office)

Damage: Initial earthquake caused extensive cracking to northern wall - suspected diagonal shear failure,

cracked windows, misaligned window and door frames.

Remedial Action undertaken:

1.
2.

7.

Photos:

Area was cordoned off, inspection undertaken by independent structural engineer.

Engineer recommended urgent work to provide temporary structural support until a more permanent
solution could be put in place.

Steel angle bracing was fixed to the roof and floor slabs with safety bolts to both the interior and exterior
of the failed section.

Holes were drilled through the failed brick work and threaded steel rods were inserted and tightened,
clamping the opposing angle steel bracing tight to the walll,

On the farthest corner above press lane where steel bracing could not be opposed without a crane,
threaded rods where secured by chemset.

The works were accepted by structural engineer, and as an additional safety precaution lattice bracing
was welded to the existing vertical steel bracing to provide further structural support.

Area will remain restricted until a permanent structural solution be put in place.

Damage

Diagonal shear cracking to
the internal exposed
brickwork.
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Damage:

Diagonal shear cracking to
the external exposed
brickwork.

Remedial works:

Threaded rods where
secured by chemset on the
North-western corner.

Remedial works

Clamping of wall with
threaded rods and steel
angles.
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ITEM 2 - IRON RAILING ON TURRET

Date: 6%/ 7" September 2010

Location: South-Western corner of the roof (Known as the Turret).

Damage: Shearing occurred to the iron railing surrounding the turret.

Remedial Action undertaken

1,

o

Photos:

Ganellen site investigation on Monday 6" September that Iron railing represented a falling danger to
public safety and occupants of the building. The bottom plate connection of the railing on 7 of the 8
sections had sheared from the post and was dislodged with many sections hanging over the edge of
turret.

Engineer confirmed that railing was unsafe and should be immediately secured and removed.
Ganellen staff ascended turret on afternoon of 6t September and secured railing by threading 2.5 tonne
strops through the railing which tied it all together. A strop was then run down to the base of the turret,
providing time to obtain a crane to lift off the railing in one piece.

Tuesday 7t September, the flagpole was obstructing the safe removal and was withdrawn from its
mount via crane.

Damaged sections were secured by additional steel wiring prior to railing removal.

Spreader bar was used to disburse lifting load and minimise the stress on individual sections.
Remaining bolts were cut and railing was removed in one piece.

Damage:
Dislodgement of
the iron railing.
Note footings are
hanging over edge
of turret.
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Damage:

Sheared section of
the Iron railing.

Remedial works:

Removal of flag
pole.

Remedial works:

Removal of iron
railing from Turret.
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ITEM 3 - STONE PARAPET ABOVE MAIN ENTRANCE

Date: 14/15" September 2010

Location: Western face of the roof (Known as the stone parapet)

Damage: Cracking to the base of the top segment of the parapet stone wall.
Remedial Action undertaken:

1. Further assessment of the building by Ganellen and structural engineer recognised cracking on the
paint on the base of the stones at the top of the parapet/pidgeon loft above the main entrance. Existing
steel bracing in place provided no support to this area and engineer recommend further strengthening
be affixed to potentially dangerous stonework.

2. Structural steel angles were welded across existing supports as per below detail.

3. Holes were drilled through the stonework and threaded rods were inserted through the holes and
secured to the stone using circular washers and nuts on both sides. An angle was secured to the back
of the stone by the threaded rod and braces were welded in place down to the box section. This box
section was welded to the existing seismic strengthening steel work.

4. These works have since been signed off and accepted by the structural engineer.

Photos:

Horizontal
cracking to the top
segment of the
stone parapet wall
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Remedial Works

Structural steel
angles were
welded across
existing supports

Remedial Works:

Circular washers
were used on the
face of the parapet
wall.

Remedial Works:

Threaded rods
were chemset
vertically into the
parapet wall into
retain the crown
stones.

GANELLEN
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To the Landowner or Tenant '

HARRISON
GRIERSON

Structural Integrity Assessment

HG Ref: 2150-130279-01

The structural integrity of ‘The Press Building’, Worcester Street, Christchurch was assessed by our
Engineers on 15 September 2010,

We have the following comments regarding our structural safety assessment of these buildings:

e The parapets to the roof level have been previously tied with steel whalers and props to the
perimeter of the roof. These parapets have been inspected and were found to have no
major cracking or structural damage.

e The parapet above the main entry (in front of the pigeon loft) was having additional
strengthening applied to further restrain the top of the decorative stonework. This was to
be completed by the 15 September. There was some minor damage found inside the loft to
the stone columns, but this was deemed as minor and will require further assessment in due
course (non-urgent).

« Asmall gap has opened to the adjacent building on the eastern side. This gap indicates that
the neighbouring building may have moved away from The Press building by up to 20mm.
No action required.

e It was found that the north—eastern corner of the eastern exterior wall to the top level has
diagonal cracks present and some loose bricks. We recommend that the interior pin board
lining is removed for inspection of the interior face of this wall. While this is being assessed
we recommend that this room is not occupied and access is limited to engineers assessing
the wall and construction personnel.

e The north-west corner of the northern top storey wall has large cracks to the wall.
Emergency strengthening has been applied to the wail and we believe this wall has been
sufficiently stabilised until permanent remedial works are designed and constructed. We
recommend that this corner of the building to the top two levels is not occupied and access
is limited to essential personnel.

e The remainder of the building has localised aesthetic damage such as minor stress cracks in
the walls and aesthetic cracks to external stonework window surrounds. These are minor
only and do not affect the structural integrity of the building or the safety of the occupants.

We conclude that the building is structurally sound and safe to occupy (with the exception of the
areas identified above}, and we agree that the Green building status Is appropriate.

We note that our assessment is based on a visual inspection of accessible areas only for public safety
aspects. No liability is accepted for damage or injury incurred after our inspection.
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Yours sincerely

Harrison Grierson Consultants Limited

Andrew Thompson
Chartered Structural Engineer
Manager - Structural Engineering

N:\2150\13027%_01 Christchurch Press Bullding\500 Del\520 Reports\ROD1v1-CH130279-01-ajt-kid doc



BUI.CAT032.0010.54

Form B-720 [ INTERNAL USE ONLY ] Chcl"itStEgIlllr C!i
ity Counci

Environmental Policy & Approvals Unit
Christchurch City 2010 Earthquake Recovery

Building Enquiry Record

For: [X Building X Planning X Heritage / Character Staff Involved
[] Other: 'J"Atifﬂ"ﬁgg?ﬁrs

Date of Enquiry:
16 September 2010

Initiating Officer to complete and save to address in TRIM, record enquiry on ﬁor;sultingl;( gfﬁcer:
ate askew
Enquirer Name: Michael Doig
Email Address: m.doig@ganellen.com gg':pgﬁ‘sce‘f"“"a“°"’
Enquirer Phone: 03 3773373 16 September 2010
Mobile: 021 458661 Saved to TRIM: [X]
2010/507436
Postal Address of Enquirer: 150 Gloucester Street, Po Box 13574 Christchurch 8013
Relationship to the Enquiry: [_| Building Owner X] Owners Agent [] Engineer
[] Architect [] Heritage Consultant [ Building Contractor

[] Other (please specify):

Building Details:

Address: 32 Cathedral Square

Name of Building: The Press Building

Number of Levels: Multi Storied

Response Type Required: X Meeting Email [] Telephone

- Initiating Officer to enter details where Customer has a specific query for telephone or email response.
- Consulting Officer to complete response details and save to address in TRIM.

Details of the Enquiry:

15 September 2010 - Made contact with Building Recovery Office. Initially allocated to Melinda Smith
who has worked on previous consents associated with the site. Melinda did not have capacity to deal
with request so reallocated by John Higgins to Kate Askew.

Next Steps / Action Points:

Meeting arranged for 16 September 2010 by John Higgins.

Attended by Neil Carrie, Kate Askew and Michael Doig.

Purpose of site visit: to review extent of internal damage to heritage building.

Applicant confirmed that Lewis Bradford were currently putting together an engineering report that
would be made available when completed. This report is being peer reviewed.

Created: 13.09.2010 10f2 B-720
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Having been shown around the building, Kate Askew and Neil Carrie were satisfied that the following
works can be undertaken as maintenance and do not trigger the need for resource consent or building
consent.

- Replacement of broken glass windows;

- Repair and repainting of internal cracking, provided that no structural elements involved. Applicant to
provide a copy of the engineers report to confirm that cracking is superficial only.

- Repair of sample areas along exterior walls which were opened up to check strucutral integrity of
building;

- Repainting of window frames where paint has cracked;
- Repair of one wooden window frame which has cracked;
- Repair and or replacement of flag pole.

The following works were considered to have the potential to constitute alterations to the building, and
it was advised that resource consent and building consent would likely be required to undertake these
works:

- Repair and stabilisation of northern fagade that has structurally failed. This area has had remedial
stabiliisation works undertaken, and provided the engineers report confirms that this is sufficient to
allow the building to be re-occupied, will be cordoned off. Looking at new concrete skin on interior wall.
Applicant to provide plans and details of methodology as to what is being propsoed and this will then be
assessed to confirm whether rc and bc required. May be possible to stage works so that initial remedial
repair can be undertaken prior to bring the building up to code.

- Railling on turrent to be included in any resource consent along with retrospective works that have
taken place to secure parapet.

NOTE: Officers are reminded that Customer Service Principles apply to this enquiry.

Created: 13.09.2010 20of 2 B-720
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Baker
Kavahagh -
architects

(1)

Damage Report Sydney
Level 3,
. . 729 Elizabeth St
The Press Heritage Building Zetland NSW
2017 Australia

Cathedral Square, Christchurch New Zealand T+61293189200
Buildings 1 of The Press Precinct BbiErodptey

Newcastle
Building 1 being 32 Cathedral Square, Sec 698 23B/71 18 Harris 5t
Wallsend NSW
2287 Australia
T+6124979 8700

16" Septermber 2010 F+612 49557016
E hunter@bka.com.au

Survey carried out on 14" and 15" September 2010 by Christian Tonnius, BKA for United Arab Emirates
Ganellen, 150 Gloucester Street, Christchurch 8013, New Zealand. Dubai

T 497142834522

F +9714 2834511

E dubai@bka.com.au

www.bka.com.au

Directors
John Baker
John Kavanagh

Associates
Sarah Harmston
Silvina Medel
Najla Antoun

NSW Architects
Registration Board
J Baker: 3552

J Kavanagh: 5999

Baker Kavanagh
Architects Pty Ltd
ABN 88 081 700 352

The Press Building on Cathedral Square
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Baker
Kavanagh 3
architects
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Baker
Kavanagh e
architects 2

Introduction

Baker Kavanagh Architects were commissioned by Ganellen Ply Lid, the owner of Building 1
and 2 of The Press Precinct as described on the cover page, to carry out a survey of
damages of mentioned buildings after the earthquake that struck Christchurch on 40
Septermber 2010.

This report is intended to record the condition and damage of the two combined buildings
known as “The Press Building" on Cathedral Square.

The site inspection was carried out on 10", 14" and 15" September 2010 at which time the
properties were unoccupied.

3/25
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Baker ;
Kavanagh :
architecrs

)

Property Description

The Press building is an intrinsic part of the group of protected heritage buildings around the
perimeter of Cathedral Square, the city's premier urban open space. The Press, Christchurch
Cathedral, Warner's hotel, the Lyttelton Times Star building and the former government
buildings torm a signiicant group of late Victonian, early Edwardian, buiidings which define the
north east quadrant of Cathedral Square. The location s vitally irmportant in the historic fabric of
the cily, being a focal point for urban development since the regions’ Inception,

For location of the sites, please refer to site plan below.

The Press building consists of four levels plus basement, which also includes a turret at the
southwestern corner of the building continuing above the parapet.

It is currently used by Fairfax Media as their head office of the Christchurch Press newspaper.
The basement is used as a carpark, the upper levels as office space.

The structure is a combination of structural steel, ferro cement (reinforced concrete) and

brickwork infill with architectural stone applications around windows and other paris on its
fagade.

BUILDING B

BLDG BUILDING 4
<]

BLDG 3 BUILDING 2 BUILDING 1

GLOUCESTER STRI

|

|
WORCESTER STREET

PRESS LANE

BUILDING 7

CATHEDRAL SQUARE

Q 19 20 30 _40M /

Site Plan, not to scale.

4/25
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ItecCts

The Report

1)

This report is to identify any damage to the buildings that occurred after the earthquake struck
Canterbury on 4" September 2010 and subsequent aftershocks. It assesses any work
required to reconcile damage to the building to reinstate the condition before the earthquake.

Great care has been applied to survey all architectural and decorative damages,
notwithstanding that certain reported damage may be structural as well.

This is not a structural dilapidation report. For structural integrity of the building please refer to
report prepared by Lewis Bradford Engineers.

This report has been prepared by Mr. Christian Tonnius of Baker Kavanagh Architects to
document the stage of the property after the earthquake until the day the survey completed (15
September 2010).

This report is not to be used for any other purpose. The report is for the exclusive use of
Ganellen Ply Ltd and Baker Kavanagh Architects and no responsibilityliability is accepted as
the result of the use of this report by any other party.

This inspection is a visual inspection only of areas where they are not obstructed by
vegetation, building finishes, fixtures, furnishings, building materials and the like. We have not
moved any objects that could be covering the structure. No testing has been carried out. Pit
lids have not been lifted to inspect pit interiors. The building at the time of the inspection is
tenanted by Fairfax Media, The Christchurch Press. The building at the time of the inspection
was unoccupied.

There were walls and floor areas which were concealed by those materials. The report does
not cover issues such as building services, hazardous materials, fire safety, drainage, plant,
machinery, illegal building works, nor does it consider requirements of the Building Code of
New Zealand.

Certification of any building or road works is excluded from this report. The existence of
asbestos products or other hazardous material has not been reported on.

The purpose of the report is to record the condition of the property and any major defects of
the building or areas surveyed at the time of the inspection after the earthquake.

This report is not a structural report or a minor defects report but is a visible/photographic
recording at the time of the survey.

5/25
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Recommendation
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IecCts

Condition of the Property

The general defects are commonly associated with

¢ Cracking
* Walter ingress
* Possible lack of general maintenance

Any cracking noted in this report is a record only of the existence of the cracks. A sfructural
engineer should be consulted to advise on the seriousness of the cracks and 1o make any
recommendations.

Generally the areas inspected are in average condition for a building after a 7.1 earthquake.
There is significant cracking occurring around the windows, in particular building 1 from level

1 on, at the edges of the external sills and the arched lintels.

Suspended ceilings have collapsed in areas and have been moved around considerably,
which shows in misalignment of whole areas of ceiling.

Superficial cracking of paint and plasterboard occurs mainly in corners and along edges
Some window glass has cracked and is described separately where it occurs

The roof appears to be still intact and we did not observe any leaking into the building below
The area around the north end of the building, in particular the north western corner, seems to
have been hit the worst by the earthquake and at the time of the inspection was already visited

by a structural engineer and appeared to have been secured as good as time allowed.

We sighted leaking water drops in room G8, on ground floor, which we suspect to be coming
from amenities above.

The internal lightweight partiion walls seem to be generally in ordinary condition. Again
cracking could mainly be found around the edges and corners.

This report has taken great care to only include new, after-earthquake damage but it can't be
determined unreservedly by the author that the damage observed was caused by the
earthquake or not.

This report is a true record of the existing condiition of the above property at the date of the
inspection.

Please refer to appendices and photos for furtner information of building condition and any
other reports commissioned by Ganellen (structural, Urgent Remedial Works, etc).

7/25
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Itects

Terms and Conditions
1. SPECIAL CONDITIONS

1.1 The basis for this Report is that BKA has been appointed solely to conduct an
inspection of the premises and to provide an evaluation on the matters contained within the
Report.

1.2  The Report is not a guarantee or warranty, but is a professional opinion on the
condition of the subject property.

1.3 The Report is only valid for the date of the inspection and is based on the condition of
the property and the prevailing structural, soil and weather conditions at the time of the
inspection.

1.4  The Report overrides any verbal report provided by BKA or architect or any conversation
that may take place between BKA or its architect and Ganellen.

2. SCOPE OF THE INSPECTION & THE REPORT

2.1 The purpose of the inspection is to provide advice to Ganellen regarding the condition
of the property at the date and time of inspection.

2.2 The Report is not a certificate of compliance that the property complies with the
requirements of any Act, regulation, ordinance, local law of by- law, or as a warranty or an
insurance policy against problems developing with the building in the future.

2.3 The Report is prepared and presented, unless stated otherwise, under the assumption
that the existing use of the building will continue as a commercial property.

2.4 Areas for Inspection shall cover all safe and reasonably accessible areas. This means
the Report will not extend to any areas where there were physical limitations which inhibit or
prevent access and inspection, including but not limited o fixed ceilings, wall linings, floors
covered by floor coverings, fixtures, fitings and furniture containing clothes and other stored
article/materials, thermal insulation, etc.

2.5 BKA will report individually on major defects and safety hazards evident and visible on
the date and time of the inspection.

2.6 Where a major defect has been identified, BKA will give an opinion as to why itis a
major defect and specify its location.

3. LIMITATIONS

3.1 Areas where reasonable entry is denied to the architect, or where safe and reasonable
access is not available, are excluded from and do not form part of the inspection. Those
areas may be the subject of an additional inspection upon request following the provision or
reasonable entry and access.

3.2 Nothing in the Report and this Agreement implies that the inaccessible areas are free
from defects.

3.3 Ifthe property to be inspected is occupied then Ganellen must be aware that

furnishings or household iterms may be concealing evidence of problems, which may only be
revealed when the items are moved or removed.

8/25
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4. EXCLUSIONS

)

4.1 The Inspection excludes

the inside of walls; between floors; inside skillion roofing; inside eaves;

behind stored goods in cupboards; and any other areas that are concealed or obstructed.
gouge; force; move any items on the properties we inspect; or perform any other invasive
procedure.

4.2 Insulation and sisalation in the roof void will conceal timbers and may make inspection
of the area unsafe for architect. An invasive inspection will not be performed unless a
separate agreement is entered into.

4.3 Where the Report states that insulation is present in the roof in accordance with Clause
4.2, itis strongly recommend that Ganellen engages an elecfrician to check that the insulation
has not been placed over lights or electrical cables since this condition can present a
substantial fire risk

4.4  The Inspection WILL NOT

make reference to the testing of any electrical appliances on the property, nor any opinion as
to the working order of electrical circuitry or appliances. If further investigations are required, it
is recommended Ganellen consults with an elecfrician. BKA takes no responsibility for these
matters.

make any reference as 1o plumbing and BKA take no responsibility for these matters

report on any defects which may not be apparent due to prevailing weather conditions at the
time of the inspection. Such defects may only become apparent in differing weather
conditions.

involve any invasive inspection including cutting, breaking apart, dismantling, removing or
moving objects including, but not limited to, roofing, wall and ceiling sheeting, ducting, foliage,
mouldings, debris, roof insulation, sarking, sisalation, floor or wall coverings, sidings,
fixtures, floors, pavers, furnishings, appliances or personal possessions.

report on minor defects and imperfections

guarantee that the property is free from defects or does not require maintenance. The Report
may not cover all maintenance items, such as jamming doors, windows or catches,

decorative finishes and hair-line or slight cracks.

disclose defects which have not yet arisen. Changes in usage can cause defects and any
abuse of the premises is likely to do so.

report on the structural design or adeguacy of any element of construction.
report on the operation of fireplaces and chimneys.

report on any appliances such as dishwashers, insinkerators, ovens, sioves and ducted
vacuum systems.

report on whether the ground on which the building rests has been filled, is liable to subside,
is subject to landslip tidal inundation, or if it is flood prone.

9/25
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4.5 ASBESTOS: No inspection for asbestos will be carried out at the property and no report
on the presence or absence of asbestos will be provided. If during the course of the
Inspection asbestos or materials containing asbestos happened to be noticed then this may
be noted in the general remarks section of the report. Drilling, cutting or removing sheeting or
products containing asbestos is a high risk to people's health. if asbestos is noted as present
within the properly then Ganellen agrees o seek advice from a qualified asbestiocs removal
expert as to the amount and importance of the asbesios present and the cost sealing or of
removal.

4.6 MOULD (MILDEW) AND NON-WOOD DECAY FUNGI DISCLAIMER: No inspection or
report will be made for Mould (Mildew) and non-wood decay fungi including no report on the
presence or absence of Mould will be provided. However, Mould and their spores may cause
health problems or allergic reactions such as asthma and dermatitis in some people. If Mould
is noted, it is recommended Ganellen seek the advice from a qualified expert.

5. ESTIMATING DISCLAIMER

5.1 Any estimates provided in the Report are merely opinions of possible costs that could
be encountered, based on the knowledge and experience of the architect, and are not
estimates in the sense of being a calculation of the likely costs to be incurred.

The estimates are NOT a guarantee or quotation for work to be carried out. BKA accepts no
liability for any estimates provided throughout the report and where estimates are provided,
Ganellen agrees to obtain and rely on independent quotations for the same work.

6. THIRD PARTY DISCLAIMER

6.1 The Report will be made solely for the use and benefit of Ganellen. No liability or
responsibility whatsoever, in confract or tort, including for any loss, damage, cost or expense,
whatscever, suffered or incurred by any Person other than Ganellen, is accepted o any third
party who may rely on the report wholly or in part. Any third parties acting or relying on the
report, in whole or in part, will do so at their own risk.

7. DISPUTE RESOLUTION

71 In the event of a dispute of a claim arising out of, or relating to the inspection or the
Report, or any alleged negligent act, error or omission on BKA's part or on the part of the
architect conducting the inspection, either party may give written notice of the dispute or claim
to the other party.

8. RELEASE

8.1 Ganellen releases BKA from any and all claims, actions, proceedings, judgments,
damages, losses, interest, costs and expenses of whatever nature that the Person may have
at any time hereafter arising from the unauthorised provision or sale of the Report by Ganellen
to a Person without BKA's express written permission.

9. INDEMNITY

9.1 Ganellen agrees to indemnify BKA in respect of any and all liability, including all
claims, actions, proceedings, judgments, damages, losses, interest, costs and expenses of
any nature, which may be incurred by, brought, made or recovered against BKA arising
directly or indirectly from the unauthorised provision or sale of the Report by Ganelen to a
Person without the BKA's express written permission.
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9.2 Ganellen agrees that BKA cannot accept any ligbility BKA's failure fo report a defect that
was concealed by the owner of the building being inspected and Ganellen agrees to indemnify
BKA for any failure to find such concealed défects.

9.3  If Ganellen fails to follow BKA’s recommendations then Ganellen agrees and accepts
that they may suffer a financial loss and indemnify BKA against all losses that Ganellen incurs
resulting from Ganellen failure to act on BKA’s advice.



Photo Register — Appendix A

Number of Building within Press Precinct (#1 to #7)

Basement

Ground Floor

First Floor

Second Floor
Third Floor

Roof

External

Stair north or south
Facade

For location refer o attached architectural drawings,

1.1 Basement Photo pages 6
1.2 Ground Floor Photo pages. 13
1.3 First Floor Photo pages 33
1.4  Second Floor Photo pages 53
1.5  Third Floor Photo pages 83
1.6 Roof Photo pages 89
1.7  South Stair Photo pages o3
1.8 North Stalr Photo pages 108
1.9 Fagade Photo pages 123

Plan Register — Appendix B
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Building 1 — The Press Heritage Building

Basement - survey conducted on 10" September 2010

Crack in concrete ceiling
Crack in concrete ceiling
Crack in concrete ceiling
Spalling in concrete ceiling
Crack in concrete beam
Spalling on concrete column
Spalling in concrete ceiling
Spalling on concrete column
Spalling and cracking in concrete ceiling
Crack in concrete ceiling
Crack in concrete csiling
Crack in concrete ceiling
Spalling of render

Spalling on concrete beam
Spalling on concrete ceiling
Crack in concrete ceiling
Cracks in brickwork wall
Crack in concrete ceiling
Spalling in concrete ceiling
Crack in concrete beam
Crack in concrete beam

BUI.CAT032.0010.68




BUI.CAT032.0010.69

1)

1.2  Ground Floor - survey conducted on 10" September 2010

Light fiting cover moved

Cracking of paint and plasterboard next to door frame
Paint shifted

Concrete spalling in ceiling

Water leaking from ceiling above

Water leaking from ceiling above

Water leaking from ceiling above

Water damage in added mezzanine level below leak
WIindow cracked

Window frame paint cracked, internal

Window frame paint cracked, internal

BExternal paint next to window coming off

External paint next to window coming off

Window cracked

External paint next to window coming off

Window frame cracks

North-western corner shot taken on ground floor {waorst hit on upper levels)
Window cracked

Render cracked

Render cracked

Window cracked

Damage to window frame

External paint next to window coming off

External paint next to window coming off

Paint coming off
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1.3 First Floor — survey conducted on 14" September 2010

#1/1-1 Paint cracked on window frame

#11-2 Paint cracked on window frame

#11-8 External arched lintel cracked

#11-4 External paint and render cracked
#11-5 Window frame cracked

#11-6 Paint cracked on window frame

#11-7 Crack in Render on wall

#11-8 Window frame cracked

#1/1-9 Paint cracked on window frame

#11-10 Internal paint around window frame coming off
#11-11 Internal paint around window frame coming off
#1M1-12 Paint cracked on window frame

#11-13 Paint cracked on window frame

#11-14 External paint and render cracked, stone possibly affected
#11-15 External paint and render cracked
#1/1-16 Internal paint around window frame coming off
#11-17 Window cracked

#1/1-18 Window sill cracks

#1M1-19 External arched lintel cracked

#1/1-20 Paint cracked on window frame

#1/1-21 Paint cracked on window frame

#1M1-22 External paint next to window coming off
#1/1-23 Paint cracked on window frame

#1/M1-24 Paint cracked on window frame

#1/1-25 Paint cracked on wall

#1/1-26 Window sill cracks

#1/1-27 Window sill cracks

#1/1-28 Window frame cracked

#1/1-29 Window sill cracks, paint coming off
#1/1-30 External paint next to window coming off
#1/1-31 External paint and render cracked
#1/1-32 Window cracked

#1/1-33 Cracks in external stone

#11-34 Paint cracked on wall

#11-35 Paint cracked on wall

#11-36 Window sill cracks

#11-37 External paint cracked

#1/1-38 External paint and render cracked
#11-39 External paint and render cracked
#1/1-40 Paint cracked on wall

#11-41 Paint cracked on wall

#1/1-42 Paint cracked on wall

#1/1-43 Paint cracked on wall

#1/1-44 Paint and render cracked on wall
#11-45 Glass louvres misaligned

#1/1-46 Paint cracked on wall

#1/1-47 Paint and render cracked on wall
#1/1-48 Paint cracked on wall

#1/1-49 Suspended ceiling lified

#1/1-50 Paint cracked on window frame

#1/1-51 External paint and render cracked, stone possibly affected
#1/1-52 Paint cracked on window frame

#1/1-53 Paint cracked on wall

#1/1-54 Paint cracked on wall
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1.4 Second Floor - survey conducted on 14" Septermber 2010

#1/2-1
#1/2-2
#1/2-3
#1/2-4
#1/2-5
#1/2-6
#1/2-7
#1/2-8
#1/2-9
#1/2-10
#1/2-11
#1/2-12
#1/2-13
#1/2-14
#1/2-15
#1/2-16
#1/2-17
#1/2-18
#1/2-19
#1/2-20
#1/2-21
#1/2-22
#1/2-23
#1/2-24
#1/2-25
#1/2-26
#1/2-27
#1/2-28
#1/2-29
#1/2-30
#1/2-31
#1/2-32
#1/2-33
#1/2-34
#1/2-35
#1/2-36
#1/2-37
#1/2-38
#1/2-39
#1/2-40
#1/2-41
#1/2-42
#1/2-43
#1/2-44
#1/2-45
#1/2-46
#1/2-47
#1/2-48
#1/2-49
#1/2-50
#1/2-51
#1/2-52
#1/2-53
#1/2-54
#1/2-56

External paint and render cracked, stone possibly affected
Paint cracked on window frame

Plasterboard coming off wall

External paint and render cracked

Paint cracked on window frame

Necessary inspection by structural engineer, plasterboard cut out
External paint and render cracked

Paint cracked on window frame

External paint and render cracked

Window cracked

Necessary inspection by structural engineer, plasterboard cut out
Paint cracked on window frame

Paint cracked on window frame

Paint cracked on window frame, external

External arched lintel cracked

External paint and render cracked

External paint and render cracked

External paint and render cracked

Misaligned ceiling tiles

External paint and render cracked

External paint and render cracked

Misaligned ceiling tiles

Window cracked

Window cracked

External paint and render cracked, stone possibly affected
External arched lintel cracked

Wavy plasterboard under pressure

Misaligned ceiling tiles

Plasterboard from meeting room

Misaligned ceiling tiles

Light fitting cover coming off, bent

Misaligned glass louvres

Cracks in plaster/render

Misaligned glass louvres

Cracks in plaster/render

Cracks in plaster/render

Window cracked

Cracks in plasterfrender

Paint cracked on window frame

Misaligned ceiling tiles

External paint and render cracked, stone possibly affected
External arched lintel cracked

External paint and render cracked, stone possibly affected
External arched lintel cracked

Paint cracked on window frame

Paint cracked on window frame

External paint and render cracked, stone possibly affected
Misaligned ceiling tiles, broken

Plasterboard from ceiling

Wall lining coming off

External arched lintel cracked

Render and paint under stress

Misaligned air conditioning duct

Plasterboard from ceiling

Misaligned ceiling tiles
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Second floor, building 1 continued

External paint and render cracked, stone possibly affected

External paint cracked
Windows not closing properly

External paint and render cracked, sione possibly affected

Misaligned celiling tiles
Misaligned ceiling tiles
Misaligned ceiling tiles
Suspended ceiling border cracked
Plasterboard from ceiling
Misaligned air conditioning duct
Internal render cracked near ceiling
Concrete cracked

Misaligned glass louvres
Misaligned glass louwres
Misaligned ceiling tiles
Misaligned ceiling tiles

Cracks in internal wall lining
External lintel cracked

Window frame bending

Paint coming off wall

Misaligned ceiling tiles
Misaligned ceiling tiles, detached
Ceiling tiles coming off

Light fiting coming off

General celling

BUI.CAT032.0010.73
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1.5 Third Floor - survey conducted on 14 September 2010

1\

#1/3-1 Window cracked

#1/3-2 Window cracked

#1/3-3 External paint cracked

#1/3-4 External arched lintel cracked

#1/3-5 Window cracked

#1/3-6 Paint cracked on window frame

#1/3-7 Paint cracked on wall

#1/3-8 Paint cracked on sill

#1/3-9 External paint and render cracked, stone possibly affected
#1/3-10 External paint and render cracked, stone possibly affected
#1/3-11 External paint and render cracked, stone possibly affected
#1/3-12 Structural engineer's inspection, plasterboard taken off wall
#1/3-13 Paint cracked on window frame

#1/3-14 Paint cracked on sill

#1/3-15 External paint and render cracked, stone possibly affected
#1/3-16 External paint and render cracked, stone possibly affected
#1/3-17 Window cracked

#1/3-18 Structural engineer's inspection, plasterboard taken off wall
#1/3-19 Paint cracked on window frame

#1/3-20 External paint and render cracked, stone possibly affected
#1/3-21 External paint and render cracked, stone possibly affected

#1/3-22 Wall lining has shifted
#1/3-23 Wall lining has shifted

#1/3-24 External paint and render cracked, stone possibly affected
#1/3-25 External paint and render cracked, stone possibly affected
#1/3-26 Window cracked

#1/3-27 External paint and render cracked

#1/3-28 Structural engineer's inspection, plasterboard taken off wall
#1/3-29 Cornice cracked

#1/3-30 External paint and render cracked, stone possibly affected
#1/3-31 Window cracked

#1/3-32 External paint and render cracked

#1/3-33 External paint and render cracked, stone possibly affected
#1/3-34 External paint and render cracked, stone possibly affected
#1/3-35 External paint and render cracked

#1/3-36 Cracks in wall lining

#1/3-37 External paint and render cracked, stone possibly affected, window frame
#1/3-38 Maintenance hatch frame cracked

#1/3-39 Toilet wall paint cracked
#1/3-40 Bulkhead cracked

#1/3-41 Damage to internal wall finish
#1/3-42 Door frame corner cracked

#1/3-43 Wall lining and paint cracked
#1/3-44 Suspended ceiling coming off
#1/3-45 External paint and brickwork cracked
#1/3-46 External paint and brickwork cracked
#1/3-47 External lintel cracked

#1/3-48 Office partition lining cracked
#1/3-49 Paint coming off window frame
#1/3-50 Window frame cracked

#1/3-51 Suspended ceiling misaligned
#1/3-52 Internal partition cracking

#1/3-53 Brickwork near window loose
#1/3-54 Brickwork near window loose
#1/3-55 Brickwork near window loose

9/25



IecCts

Third floor, building 1 continued

#1/3-56
#1/3-57
#1/3-568
#1/3-59
#1/3-60
#1/3-61
#1/3-62
#1/3-63
#1/3-64
#1/3-65
#1/3-66
#1/3-67
#1/3-68
#1/3-69
#1/3-70
#1/3-71
#1/3-72
#1/3-73
#1/3-74
#1/3-75
#1/3-76
#1/3-77
#1/3-78
#1/3-79
#1/3-80
#1/3-81
#1/3-82

4 i _0n
T OO

#1/3-84
#1/3-85
#1/3-86
#1/3-87
#1/3-88
#1/3-89
#1/3-90
#1/3-91
#1/3-92
#1/3-93
#1/3-94
#1/3-95
#1/3-96
#1/3-97
#1/3-98
#1/3-89
#1/3-100
#1/3-101
#1/3-102
#1/3-103
#1/3-104
#1/3-105
#1/3-106
#1/3-107
#1/3-108
#1/3-109
#1/3-110

Brickwork near window loose
Glass louvres shifted
Glass louvres shifted

PN Py |
Internal finish cracked
Internal finish along structural beam cracked
Concrete ceiling cracking
Internal finish along structural beam cracked
Internal finish along structural beam cracked
Window cracked, door not closing
Internal finish cracked
Internal finish cracked
Internal finish cracked
Internal finish along structural beam cracked
Internal finish along structural beam cracked
Major structural damage to north western corner of building
Major structural damage to north western corner of building
Major structural damage to north western corner of building
Window cracked
Internal Brickwork cracked, paint coming off
Internal Brickwork cracked, paint coming off
Wall lining cracked
Window frame detached form wall
Window cracked
External paint and render cracked, stone possibly affected
Internal Brickwork cracked, paint coming off
Internal finish along structural beam cracked

nnnnnnnnnnn

Major structural damage to north western corner of building
Arched lintel cracked
External paint and render cracked, stone possibly affected
Cracking in brickwork
External paint and render cracked, stone possibly affected
Maijor structural damage to north western corner of building
Major structural damage to north western corner of building
Major structural damage to north western corner of building
Light fiting cover missing
Misaligned suspended ceiling
Misalighed suspended ceiling
External paint and render cracked, stone possibly affected
Door not closing properly and gap uneven
Cracking to wall lining
Arched lintel cracked
Window cracked
External paint and render cracked, stone possibly affected
Arched lintel cracked
Internal wall lining coming off
Suspended ceiling shifted
Door gap extended
Window frame cracked
Arched lintel cracked
External paint and render cracked, stone possibly affected
Cornice coming off, cracking to wall finish
Cornice coming off, cracking to wall finish
Cornice coming off, cracking to wall finish

BUI.CAT032.0010.75
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1.6 Roof - survey conducted on 14" September 2010

#1/R-1 Door frame to turret detached and cracks in render and paint
Fence on top of turret has been taken off, because of damage, se #1/R-21
#1/R-2 Cracks in render and paint, brickwork possibly affected
#1/R-3 Cracke in parapst render and possibly brickwork/stene
#1R-4 Cracks in parapet render and possibly brickwork
#1/R-5 Pigeon loft back of fagade cracks to render and paint
#1/R-6 Cracking in water proofing membrane
#1/R-7 Cracks in parapet render and possibly brickwork
#1/R-8 Cement marks on roof membrane
#1/R-9 North western corner considerable cracks in parapet
#1/R-10 Window cracked
#1/MR-11 Cracks in parapet render and possibly brickwork
#1/R-12 Cracks in parapet render and possibly brickwork
#1/R-13 Considerable cracking to brickwork and stone behind pigeon loft facade
#1R-14 Cracking in water proofing membrane
#1R-15 Considerable cracking to brickwork and stone behind pigeon loft facade
#1/R-16 Considerable cracking to brickwork and stone behind pigeon loft facade
#1R-17 Glass shifted to skylight
#1/R-18 Pigeon loft cracks to render
#1/R-19 Pigeon loft cracks to stone sill
#1/R-20 Pigeon loft cracks to render
#1/R-21 Fence located in building 2, ground floor, taken off turret for safety reasons,

bend and broken.

At the date of the survey no water ingress through the roof into the building was reported. The
author also double-checked with George Piper, building maintenance coordinator from Fairfax
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1.8 North Stair — survey conducted on 14" September 2010

Light fitting cover cracked
Paint and brickwork cracked
Paint and brickwork cracked
Paint and render cracked
Step sagging

Paint and brickwork cracked
Cracks along stair edge
Paint and render cracked, coming off
Paint and brickwork cracked
Paint and brickwork cracked
Paint and brickwork cracked
Paint and render on celling cracking
Paint and brickwork cracked
Paint and brickwork cracked
Paint and brickwork cracked
Cracks along stair edge
Cracks in render

Paint and brickwork cracked
Paint and brickwork cracked
Paint cracked in corner
Paint and brickwork cracked
Concrete floor cracked

Paint and render cracked
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1.9  Heritage fagade (south and wesf) and eastern fagade photos

Please refer to appendix, plans and photos. S8ee ground fioor plan for location
reference (Page 2).

Record of existing fagade as per 14" Septermber 2010 as photo documentation only.

Damage not recorded on plans:

To the south of the building, westerly corner, next to the turret, some major cracking was
observed running along the whole height of the fagade as one continuous fault line through the
brick and stonework.
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