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254 Montreal Street
Christchurch
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14 May 2020

Blair Collie

PO Box 6696

Wellesley Street

Auckland

Attention: Blair Collie

Dear Blair,

NEW DUNEDIN HOSPITAL, FAÇADE RETENTION OPTION ESTIMATES

ADDENDUM CLARIFICATION

Please find attached our memorandum addendum to our original report dated October 2019
regarding the WSP Opus Addendum dated May 2020.

We trust that our report is of assistance, but any queries, please do not hesitate to contact us.

Yours faithfully

Neil O’Donnell

RIDER LEVETT BUCKNALL CHRISTCHURCH
Director

Email: neil.odonnell@nz.rlb.com

Cc – R. Murdoch – Greenwood Roche



Addendum to Report

Ministry of Health – New Dunedin Hospital

Heritage Demolition Consent Application (May 2020)

Rider Levett Bucknall (RLB) was commissioned by the Ministry of Health to undertake an assessment
of the capital cost for options put forward in the WSP/Opus report for the possible retention of the
existing heritage facades at the proposed new Dunedin Hospital (NDH) site.

The retention options in the WSP Opus report were identified on the context of the original
Preliminary Site Masterplan which indicated a preferred location for the NDH extending across both
the Cadbury and Wilsons sites in central Dunedin.

Further options evaluation process for the layout of the NDH was completed subsequent to the
finalising of reports by WSP Opus and RLB.  The Ministry of Health has now confirmed that the NDH
will locate across the entirety of the Cadbury site and extend into the southern end of the Wilsons site.
The southern portion of the Cadbury site is proposed to be used primarily for vehicle/ambulance
access, circulation and parking, and plant required for the functioning of the NDH.

The Ministry of Health consequently asked WSP Opus to consider whether this preferred layout
would have any material impact on the findings of its original assessment.  In response to that
request, WSP Opus issued an addendum to its original assessment, identifying the relevant impacts.
RLB has reviewed that addendum, and advises the following:

· Potential minor changes have been identified due to the reconfiguration of the layout.

· The proposed configuration would require further works to retain the existing façade as
highlighted in the WSP report, the facades currently block off the proposed entry ways.

· Regarding option 1, it is noted that the ability to retain the existing façade based on the current
configuration would only be possible to a limited elevation along the proposed laundry.

· For option 3, we have assumed that the reference to the extension of the isolation plane refers
to extending the lower level connection to the proposed building; as per our report, all costs
associated with the connection between any of the façade retention options and the proposed
new buildings are excluded.

· RLB emphasizes that the costs submitted do not include for any costs associated with the
additional design fees for further reconfigurations of the existing site and no allowances for
additional architectural and / or services required in retaining the existing facades; this would
be a potential significant increase from those costs identified.

Overall, based on the minor potential changes, we do not consider that these will a material impact on
the overall quantum set out in our report.
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