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3.4 Marine and Land Archaeology

3.4.1 Scope
This analysis refers to the archaeological studies and assessments conducted in the Walsh Bay Art

Precinct and analyses and highlights the areas of relevance. A Complete report is attached in

Appendix B.

3.4.2 Evolution of the Walsh Bay Shoreline
The following historical overview has been summarised by Clive Lucas in the Walsh Bay Precinct

Conservation Plan - Archaeological Assessment, August 1997.

Phase 1 - Establishment  (1788-1830s)

Phase 2 - Expansion (1830-1870s)

Phase 3 - Consolidation (1870-1900)

Phase 4 - Government Administration (1900-1980s)

Figure 44: Walsh Bay 1830s to 1860s. From Walsh Bay Redevelopment: Maritime Archaeological

Assessment of Wharves 6/7 & 8/9, by Coroneos, September 1997.

1860s shoreline
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Phase 1 - Establishment  (1788-1830s) - Based on Harper's plan of 1823

By this comparatively early date the foreshore of the area between Dawes Point and Millers Point

has been modified to make a small number of longshore wharfs and jetties. A number of

buildings, probably associated with the maritime trade, have also been built. Streets formed by

this stage included Pottinger, Windmill, Kent and Lower Fort Street. Some building (probably

residential) were located facing Windmill Street.

Figure 45: Walsh Bay 1830s to 1890s. From Walsh Bay Redevelopment: Maritime Archaeological

Assessment of Wharves 6/7 & 8/9, by Coroneos, September 1997.

Phase 2 - Expansion (1830-1870s) - Based on the City of Sydney Trigonometrical Survey of 1865

Full development of the area was by this phase practically completed, and the natural shoreline

had been largely modified to maximise maritime potential of the place through significant capital

investment in the form of wharves and warehouses. Probably associated with this development

were the large number of street reserves leading from the main thoroughfares such as Windmill

and Pottinger Streets to the wharf front areas. While the number of residential buildings had

1890s shoreline
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increased, they were localised to a handful of areas such as Windmill Street, Lower Fort Street

and Dalgetty Road.

Figure 46: Overlay showing the relationship of the current wharves to the later nineteenth

century wharves and shore, the early nineteenth century developments and the Sydney Harbour

Trust wall. From Archaeological Assessment Wharves 6/7 & 8/9 Walsh Bay, by Wendy Thorp,

1997.

Phase 3 - Consolidation (1870-1900) - Based on the series of trigonometrical surveys made by the

Public Works Department of the City of Sydney made in the late 1880s and early 1890s.

1890s
wharves

Present
wharves
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The plan indicates that within a comparatively short period of time further substantial capital

investment had resulted in the large scale reclamation of the foreshore and construction of deep

water jetties. The number and scale of warehouse type building had also increased. The demand

for land to locate these new buildings had resulted in the rebuilding and enlargement of a number

of the older structures. It is also evident that the natural topography (cliff faces) had been cut

away to provide for additional suitable building sites. This was particularly so for the area

between Pottinger Street and Dalgetty Road. Contrasting with this commercial development was

the comparatively small number of new residential buildings which were generally located along

Lower Fort Street.

Phase 4 - Government Administration (1900-1980s) - Based on the Sydney Harbour Trust drawing

of 1922

The completion of the grand Sydney Harbour Trust works as implemented over a period of 16

years resulted in the Walsh Bay area very much as it remains today. Most of this development

was associated with the improvement of maritime facilities. Substantial new features were the

creation of Hickson Road, (Lower) Pottinger Street, Towns Place and the jetties and shoresheds.

Not all pre-1900 fabric however was removed with the retention of some warehouse buildings

fronting Windmill Street and the residential buildings of Lower Fort and Windmill Streets and

Dalgetty Road.

"Plans first appeared in 1877 to extend some of the wharves into deeper water a trend which

culminated in the next century in the massive works of the Sydney Harbour Trust. The principal

catalyst for this change came from the vast wealth penetrated particularly by wool. The

reconstruction of the area allowed for new methods and styles of wharf building to be introduced

to Walsh Bay. The catalysts for the change were the owners of Town's Wharf but major extensions

were planned for the entire shoreline. The former was extended towards the west giving it a

characteristic L-shape. Several buildings occupied the land side including a mast-maker's shed."

Wendy Thorp Archaeological Assessment Walsh Bay Wharves 6/7 & 8/9, 1997.

3.4.3 The Potential Archaeological Resource
The following is an extract of Wendy Thorp Archaeological Assessment Walsh Bay Wharves 6/7 &

8/9, 1997. The subject of this investigation was that part of Walsh Bay encompassing Wharves 6/7
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and 8/9 being both piers and shoresheds. The report addressed the European archaeological

potential of the subject area. Archaeological relics generally are defined by the Heritage Act of

NSW as structures, features, soils and deposits and portable artefacts relevant to the non-

Aboriginal occupation of NSW and which are fifty or more years in age. Analysing the study area

the report states:

"It is likely that the study area will contain:

 Some remnant piling from jetties and wharves of the nineteenth century. More of the

later nineteenth century wharves are likely to be found under the existing wharves as a

maritime resource than as land-based artefacts.

 Some remnant building elements although these are likely to be minimal and far more

disturbed than the more deeply placed piles.

 Extensive layers of fill used for reclamation purposes. This is likely to encompass both

soils and waste rock as well as domestic and industrial wastes brought from throughout

Sydney for the purpose. This is likely to be the most substantial archaeological evidence

within the study area.

 Some fragmentary evidence of the pre-European landscape might be found at depth.

It could be concluded that this resource will provide some evidence of the nineteenth

century water-front but it is likely to have been substantially reduced and fragmented and,

as such, its ability to more accurately document this area and its several activities has been

compromised by the degree of destruction brought about, particularly, during the early

years of the twentieth century."

Cultural Significance

"The potential archaeological resource associated with Wharves 6/7 and 8/9 at Walsh Bay

contains evidence of those works and processes which were the principal catalysts for the

development and prosperity of this part of Sydney and, by association, those factors which

were important to the well-being or otherwise of Sydney especially during the boom years

of the later nineteenth century and the plague years of the early twentieth century. The

current appearance of the district owes much to the works undertaken by the Sydney

Harbour Trust in association with the remodelling of these wharves. The wharves were

associated with some of Sydney's most influential traders and companies and were one of

the principal sources of employment for the local community. The many wharves built in

this area are likely to demonstrate a diverse range of changing technologies and, in this as
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well as their possible demonstration and documentation of the immediate environment,

the archaeological evidence is a valuable scientific resource for the nineteenth century

landscape. This resource is representative of a class of items located in Sydney and most

ports in nineteenth century Australia. It should be noted, however, that the value of this

potential evidence and its ability to realise it significance is likely to be severely

compromised by the degree of disturbance and demolition which has occurred within the

area making it, at best, a fragmentary resource."

Management

"Application for an Excavation Permit will need to be made to the Heritage Council of NSW

prior to the commencement of any work in this area. Archaeological work will require

monitoring and recording of all significant deposits, features and artefacts."

Status of the Site

"The wharves and the land surrounding them have been the subject of several

investigations beginning in the later 1980s. In 1996 they were included in an archaeological

assessment that encompassed the entire Walsh Bay area (Clive Lucas, Stapleton and

Partners Pty Ltd 1996). The area also has been addressed by The Rocks and Millers Point

Archaeological Management Plan prepared in 1991. This work determined that the entire

wharf precinct from Wharf 1-9 and all of Hickson Road, Pottinger Street and Towns Place as

well as several bond stores and other sites had archaeological potential. It recommended

the preparation of a more detailed assessment prior to any work being undertaken in the

area. The 1936 study and this assessment fulfil that requirement. At this time no physical

investigation has been undertaken of possible archaeological sites within the study area.

The closest site of archaeological investigation was the former Moore's Wharf which was

partly investigated during 1978."

Wendy Thorp Archaeological Assessment Walsh Bay Wharves 6/7 & 8/9, 1997.

3.4.4 Factors Affecting Survival of Archaeological Evidence
All those sites and elements which are known to have occupied the waterfront area at Walsh Bay

from its earliest years of development to the present day, does not take into account the fact that

this was a cumulative development in a relatively small area of land.
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"Jetties, walls, buildings and other features were built, demolished, built over or extended

to make way for newer versions. It is a destructive as well as a constructive process; it

contributes to the creation of a layered archaeological resource but also it reduces the

evidence of each period having, usually, a patchwork of deposits, structures and artefacts

from most phases. The following issues or processes need to be taken into account in

determining what is most likely to remain within the ground in the study area."

Extract from Wendy Thorp Archaeological Assessment Walsh Bay Wharves 6/7 & 8/9, 1997.

"The activity that was perhaps the most destructive in terms of the integrity of the

nineteenth century wharves and associated deposits is the large scale dredging that took

place during and after the construction of the present day wharves. One of the major

considerations that had to be taken into account when the Walsh Bay complex was being

constructed was the water depth adjacent to the berths. The beginning of this century saw

larger vessels coming into Sydney Harbour than ever before. The loaded draft of these

vessels was in some cases 32 ft (1 O m) (Adams, 1915). This required a water depth in

Walsh Bay of at least 35 ft. An 1836 plan of Sydney shows a water depth in Walsh Bay of 3

fathoms (18 ft or 6 m) (Plan of Sydney, 1836). Significant dredging must have taken place

to bring the required water depth to over 32 ft. The Sydney Harbour Trust Annual Reports

of 1911 and 1912 state that rock, clay and silt was removed from around the sites of

Wharves 6/7 and 8/9. Most, if not all, of this dredging activity would have taken place in

the waterways between, and towards the seaward end, of the wharves. It is unlikely that

dredging took place on the site of the new wharves for the simple reason to allow for

greater stability for the new piles. This statement is supported by two Sydney Harbour

Trust plans drafted at the time of the construction of the wharves. Plan F5/14 showing a

cross section at the landward end of Wharf 8/9 depicts a water depth on only 25 ft (7.6m)

under the wharf. Plan F2/1 shows a cross section of Wharf 2/3 with a water depth of 11 ft

(3.4 m). Therefore, it can be expected that the remains of the nineteenth century wharves

and associated cultural deposits under the existing wharves would be more intact than

those remains in the waterways between the wharves."

Extract from Walsh Bay Redevelopment: Maritime Archaeological Assessment of Wharves 6/7 &

8/9, by Coroneos, September 1997.
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Reclamation

"From almost the beginning of European use of this area portions of the shoreline, the

mud flats and rock ledges, have been covered over, fill has been added and jetties

extended further into the bay. It has been a constant process culminating in the massive

reclamation works undertaken by the Sydney Harbour Trust at the beginning of this

century which included the excavation of part of the cliff face to provide a greater area for

development. The latter emphasises the relatively narrow portion of land that was

available for use even after nearly a century of development. The depth of cumulative

reclamation essentially is the entire area between the cliff and the wharves; the earliest

high water mark being slightly forward of the cliff. The superstructure of most of the later

nineteenth century Wharves in now a maritime resource; only the very shore ends would

be contained in the land at the edge of the bay.

The principal result of this process may have been the preservation in the reclaimed

deposits of those elements. Remnants of jetties, buildings, the shoreline and associated

deposits could be found under Hickson Road depending on how much survived the original

process of demolition and excavation."

"It is inevitable that this period of development, and particularly the construction of the

sea wall, greatly contributed to the removal or, at best, the great fragmentation of what

traces remained of the nineteenth century landscape. The most likely survivors of this

process were the jetty piles and those elements at greatest depth in the accumulated fill."

The Predictive Resource

"A predictive resource is an authoritative statement based on all available evidence of

what is likely to be contained within the ground within a nominated area. In this case it

maybe said that the archaeological resource will be that of the nineteenth century

landscape and it is likely that the study area will contain:

 some remnant piling from jetties and wharves of the nineteenth century. More of the

later nineteenth century wharves are likely to be found under the existing  wharves as

a maritime resource than as land-based artefacts.

 some remnant building elements although these are likely to be minimal and far more

disturbed than the more deeply placed piles.
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 extensive layers of fill used for reclamation purposes. This is likely to encompass both

soils and waste rock as well as domestic and industrial wastes brought from

throughout Sydney for the purpose. This is likely to be the most substantial

archaeological evidence within the study area.

 some fragmentary evidence of the pre-European landscape might be found at depth.

It could be concluded that this resource will provide some evidence of the nineteenth

century water-front but it is likely to have been substantially reduced and fragmented and,

as such, its ability to more accurately document this area and its several activities has been

compromised by the degree of destruction brought about, particularly, during the early

years of the twentieth century."

Wendy Thorp Archaeological Assessment Walsh Bay Wharves 6/7 & 8/9, 1997.

3.4.5 Maritime Structures
"...remains of subaqueous piles may remain in the water area between Piers 2/3 and 4/5,

Piers 4/5 and 4/5 and 6/7 and 8/9. Historic documentation is available for the finger jetty

located between Pier 2/3 and 4/5 (the former Parbury's wharf), built c.1880s. It was 350'

long with 60' beam. Some of the piles for this wharf were 120' in length".

"Advice received from the Heritage Office indicates that there is an known instance of a

potential twentieth century wreck (the tug 'Undine') at Wharf 4".

"These sites provide a regionally rare insight into the pre-1900 European development of a

maritime centre. It is likely that this site possesses archaeological potential in the form of

revealing new information for the following:

1. early land improvement (reclamation c.1823-1890s)

2. nineteenth century wharf structure construction technology".

From Clives Lucas, Walsh Bay Precinct Conservation Plan - Archaeological Assessment, August

1997.

3.4.6 The Loss of the Tug Undine
"Early on the morning of 28 December 1936 whilst the steam tug Undine was slipping its

moorings at Walsh Bay No.4 an explosion from the engine room literally blew the vessel to

pieces (The Sydney Morning Herald, 29/12/1936). The Undine sank almost immediately."
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"It is unclear at present whether the wreck was raised or salvaged in situ. Given its

position, next to a working wharf, its presence would have hindered any vessel moored

alongside Beth 4. It is most likely that the vessel would have been removed, intact or in

pieces. As the vessel was lost outside the study area no more research has been

undertaken so as to determine its ultimate resting spot."

"The vessel has a registered tonnage of 37 tons net (54 tons gross). It measured 64.7 ft

(19.7 m) in length, 15.5 ft (4.7 m) in width and 9 ft (2.7 m) in depth. Built of wood, it was

single decked with a rounded stern."

Extract from Walsh Bay Redevelopment: Maritime Archaeological Assessment of Wharves 6/7 &

8/9, by Coroneos, September 1997.
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3.4.7 The Sea Wall
The wall was built by the Sydney Harbour Trust as part of the reconstruction of Sydney ports, their

function being to retail fill. A new concept in sea wall construction, the wall, of pre-cast reinforced

concrete, was held in place by L-shaped trestles. The concept offered major advantages in the

construction of sea walls, because the only work conducted under water would be the

preparation of the foundations.

Figure 47: Drawing issued by The Maritime Services Board of NSW Sydney showing the Sea Wall,

from Pier 2/3 Walsh Bay Maintenance Plan, by Tropman Architects. This is probably a drawing

study because the Sea Wall illustrated is different from the realisation. Refer to fig. 49.

Sea Wall
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Figure 48: Section showing 'Rat proof' Monier pre-cast Concrete Sea Wall and the ballast, from

Walsh Bay Wharf Structure, by ARUP.

Ballast
Sea Wall
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Figure 49: 'Rat proof' Monier pre-cast Concrete Seawall. Photos from www.visitsydneyaustralia.com.au

3.4.8 The Ballast
During the construction of the Wharves, tonnes of ballast were dumped under the Piers covering

completely the sea bottom and losing any chance to find traces of archaeological remains.

Angle of repose of stone gravel is 45 degrees. This angle is reduced by the wave motion and it has

enlarged the area covered by the gravel.

"The possible presence of basalt ballast toward the landward end of Wharf 6/7 may

require dredging to take place (Ove Arup & Partners, 1996:4). This will have a detrimental

impact on the cultural deposits associated with the nineteenth century wharves. Ballast

was dumped around the piles of Wharf 6/7 to prevent movement of the piles (Sydney

Harbour Trust, 1917:15). A recent dive inspection under the Wharf observed no ballast on

the sea bed and hand probing to a depth of 1 metre did not reveal the presence of any

obstruction (Peddle Thorp & Walker Architects, pers. comm.). On the other hand ballast

was observed toward the landward end of the wharf during an earlier sea bed inspection

(Ove Arup & Partners, 1996: 2). Based on this information the consultant assumes that

ballast is likely to be present at some depth below the present sea bed."

Extract from Walsh Bay Redevelopment: Maritime Archaeological Assessment of Wharves 6/7 &

8/9, by Coroneos, September 1997.

Note: the same applies to Pier 2/3 and 4/5.
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Figure 50: Generic example of Angle of Repose.

Figure 51: Drawing showing the ballast under and aside the Piers. From Wharf 2/3 Walsh Bay
Precinct CMP, by Tropman Architects, November 2000.
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3.4.9 Archaeological Summary and Significance
An historical analysis provides the context for assessing significance and is made by applying

standard evaluation criteria to the facts of the item's development and associations.

The four basic criteria used in the nature of significance category are those of Evolution and

Associations (Historic), Creative and technical accomplishment (Aesthetic), Community Esteem

(Social) and Research Potential (Scientific). Comparative significance is assessed according to

rarity or representative values.

The predictive archaeological resource has historic significance. It contains evidence of those

works and processes which were the principal catalysts for the development and prosperity of

this part of Sydney and, by association, those factors which were important to the well-being or

otherwise of the city. The wharves of Walsh Bay were associated with both the prosperity of the

nineteenth century boom years and the plague years of early twentieth century Sydney. The

wharves also were associated, throughout the years, with some of Sydney's most influential

traders and companies including Captain Towns, Dalgettys, Berry and Wollstonecraft and Burns

Philp and Co. Their close association and contribution to the development of Millers Point also

contributes to social significance. Many of the residents were directly employed on the wharves

or in the companies which owned the wharves. The current appearance of the area owes much to

the work of the Sydney Harbour Trust in remodelling it during the early years of the twentieth

century as part of the great redevelopment project at Walsh Bay.

The wharves also have significance for their demonstration of technical accomplishment

particularly in the several changing technologies employed in their construction.

The principal value of the predictive archaeological evidence, however, is as a scientific resource

which, through its identification and recording, is capable of providing information and examples

of those several historical, social and technical values of the nineteenth century cultural

landscape.

These wharves and the community which surrounded them are representative of a class of items

which were located not only in Sydney but in most ports of the various colonies during the

nineteenth century.

It should be noted, however, that the value of this potential resource and its ability to realise its

significance is likely to be severely compromised by the degree of disturbance and demolition

which has occurred within the area making it, at best, a fragmentary resource.
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3.4.10 Procedure
The following procedure is recommended by Clive Lucas in his Walsh Bay Precinct Conservation

Plan - Archaeological Assessment.
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The engagement of an archaeologist is recommended, as well, by Coroneos for Pier 6/7 & 8/9.

The same principal applies for Pier 2/3 & 4/5 :

"In the event that any further disturbances of the seabed, within the four zones, are

required to take place during the course of the development, apart from those detailed in

this report, a maritime archaeologist is to be engaged to assess the impact of the

proposed disturbances on the submerged cultural resource and to make appropriate

recommendations."

Extract from Walsh Bay Redevelopment: Maritime Archaeological Assessment of Wharves 6/7 &

8/9, by Coroneos, September 1997.
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Figure 52: From Walsh Bay Precinct Conservation Plan - Archaeological Assessment, August 1997,

Clive Lucas and Partners.

This indicates some moderate possibility of an Archaeological fund. But as no excavation except

for trenching is proposed, monitoring is all that is required immediately in front of Pier 2/3

Hickson Road. Test excavation may be required in front of the Shore Sheds 2/3.
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Figure 53: Detail from the plan reproduced in the Sydney Harbour Trust Annual Report of 1919.

Source: Office of Marine Safety and Port Strategy
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3.4.11 Recommendations
The Walsh Bay Redevelopment Maritime Archaeological Assessment of Wharves 6/7 & 8/9, by

Cosmos Coroneos, September 1997, applies equally to Pier 2/3 and Wharf 4/5. The zones do not

refer to Pier 2/3 & 4/5. It states:

"Recommendation 1

A dive team under the supervision of a maritime archaeologist should undertake an

underwater visual survey within Zone 4 to locate and record structural features

associated with the nineteenth century wharves. Remote sensing equipment, such as a

sub-bottom profiler or any other suitable technology, is to be employed to supplement

the findings of the visual survey.

Recommendation 2

The visual and remote sensing survey outlined in Recommendation 1 should be extended

to incorporate Zones 2 and 3.

Recommendation 3

During the construction of the coffer dam wall and the new wharf, care should be taken

to avoid the structural features associated with the nineteenth century wharves. In the

event that this is not possible an application must be made for an excavation permit

under Section 139 of the Heritage Act 1977.

Recommendation 4

In the event that dredging to remove ballast has to take place within Zone 4 a maritime

archaeologist is to be engaged to monitor the material being removed and to supervise a

visual underwater inspection once dredging is completed.

Recommendation 5

In the event that any further disturbances of the seabed, within the four zones, are

required to take place during the course of the development, apart from those detailed in

this report, a maritime archaeologist is to be engaged to assess the impact of the

proposed disturbances on the submerged cultural resource and to make appropriate

recommendations."



3. Site Analysis

WBAP Heritage Impact Statement 14 November 2016 Page 87 of 268

Tropman & Tropman Architects

3.4.12 Overlay of information based on the various sources

Figure 54: Overlay of maps and information. Reconstruction by Tropman Architects.
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By Cosmos Archaeology,
February 2002 Pier 2/3
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Potential Underwater
Archaeological Remains Density Significance

 Cultural deposits prior to wharf
development

Negligible – higher densities
towards the southern part of the
study area

Not assessed

 Wharf elements from Pitman’s
Wharf (later Alger’s Wharf)

 Cultural deposits from Pitman’s
Wharf (later Alger’s Wharf)
and/or moored vessels

Low – higher densities within the
footprint of Pitman’s Wharf
decreasing with distance from the
wharf. Also lower densities in the
berths of Pier 3 and Wharf 4.

State significance

 Wharf elements from
Hoffnung’s Wharf (later
Parbury’s Wharf 3)

 Cultural deposits from
Hoffnung’s Wharf (later
Parbury’s Wharf 3) and/or
moored vessels

Low to medium – higher densities
within the footprint of Hoffnung’s
Wharf decreasing with distance
from the wharf. Also lower
densities in the berths of Pier 3
and Wharf 4.

State significance

 Wharf elements from Pier 2/3
and Wharf 4/5 during the
operational years of the
wharves until the 1970s

 Cultural deposits from Pier 2/3
and Wharf 4/5 during the
operational years of the
wharves until the 1970s

Medium – higher densities from
the final operational years closer
to Pier 3, Wharf 4 and the timber
apron linking the two. Lower
densities from early and middle
years of operation due to
dredging.

Local Significance

 Shipwreck material from the tug
Undine

Low – higher towards Wharf 4
although the exact location of the
wrecking event is not known.

Local significance

Summary of identified potential underwater archaeological remains, density and significance.
Extract from Maritime Archaeological Assessment and Management Plan by Cosmos Archaeology,
October 2016.

A number of potential relics have been identified in this Marine Archaeological Assessment. The
detailed engineering subsurface works that is piling and any other services which may affect the
sea floor in the area of the proposed extended or existing wharf apron design should be assessed
in accordance with the Heritage Branch Guidelines to determine the potential impact on the
relics identified in this report.

Prior to any construction works proceeding an Archaeological Research Design and Method report
should be prepared in accordance with the Heritage Branch Guidelines.
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3.5 Review of Important Documents
This section aims to review, analyse and summarise documents that have been consulted.

3.5.1 Review of “Heritage Study of 19th and Early 20th Century Trading Wharves in
Sydney Harbour”

This document examines the port facilities in a greater context

of the Development of the Harbour Port Facilities and puts the

Walsh Bay finger wharves into the broader context. It was

written at a time when it appeared that all the finger wharves

would be lost to new development. It is an exceptionally

valuable resource in understanding the history of the Port of

Sydney Harbour.

Below are reported significant passages of the study:
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The following recommendations were devised in the face of the threat of wholesale demolition of

the finger wharves of Sydney Harbour. They are very well considered recommendations and

demonstrate the authors' foresight and understanding of the value of these relics.
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Gantry cranes along
the Pier 2/3.
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Note: Travelling gantries in both frontages.

Note: Large travelling gantries taken up to the front of the apron.

Gantry to the end of
the Pier 4/5.
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This is a 1976-1979 assessment of the Walsh Bay Finger wharves prepared by the National Trust.

This is part of the National Trust Assessment of wharves 2/3 & 4/5 redevelopment proposed by
Travis Partners recommending albeit politely that other uses rather than residential would be
appropriate.



3. Site Analysis

WBAP Heritage Impact Statement 14 November 2016 Page 99 of 268

Tropman & Tropman Architects

Note: The National Trust recommends that all the wharves maintain public access.

3.5.2 Wharf 2/3 Walsh Bay Conservation Management Plan, by Tropman Architects,
November 2000

This is the endorsed official CMP for Pier and Shore Shed 2/3

prepared by Tropman & Tropman Architects for the Walsh Bay

Partnership. The CMP was in response to the precinct CMP by

CLSP which required CMPs for each phase of the redevelopment.

The Design 5 Heritage Impact Assessment is sometimes at odds

with the recommendations in this report. All the policies are

relevant and included in this report.

3.5.3 Wharf 4/5 Walsh Bay Conservation Management Plan, by Graham Brooks and
Associates, March 2007

The Walsh Bay redevelopment approval did not include Pier 4/5,

which had been redeveloped in 1984 and converted to a cultural

performance complex.

The Graham Brooks and Associates CMP fills the gap in the

heritage CMP library for Walsh Bay. The CMP acknowledges the

occupation by the STC, SDC, ATYP and BDC, but does not draw

the conclusion that the new use is for all intents and purposes a

permanent change to the function of the building. There is a

tacit acknowledgment under 5.3 criteria.
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The Policies are observations and may have some effect on the proposed redevelopment of some

aspect WBAP and STC50.

There will be a need to be a response directly to policies which forbid alterations and changes

which may be permanent.

3.5.4 Walsh Bay Arts Precinct Heritage Impact Assessment, by Design 5, June 2014

This important assessment relates to the Final Business Case

design proposed by Bates Smart.

- SSDA - The approvals require that its recommendations be

adopted and informs the future design. These are included in

this report.

The Tropman & Tropman and Graham Brooks CMPs are the

official documents and may be considered to be of higher

value than the Design 5 Heritage Impact Assessment.

The phase 1 design by TZG reflects design development of

the design brief and a reconciliation of the recommendations

and policies with the current design will be required in the final phase 2 Heritage Impact

Assessment.
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3.5.5 Maintenance Plan: Heritage Building Fabric & Heritage Technology Items, by
Tropman & Tropman, July 2004

This plan was prepared at the inception of the project to

repair and develop Pier 2/3. The maintenance schedules are

relevant and should be adopted. Generally after the design

has been finalised a new maintenance plan should be

developed which acknowledges the new uses and extent of

the redevelopment proposed in the WBAP.

3.5.6 Pier 2/3 & Shore Shed Survey of Industrial Items, by Tropman & Tropman, 2000

This document looks at both officially recognised industrial

relics of State Significance and other numbered industrial

heritage items as well as fabric that has value as part of the

industrial heritage. It is of potential value in addressing any

changes proposed. It should be noted that Design 5

document does not make any reference to this survey by

Tropman & Tropman.
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3.5.7 Walsh Bay Precinct Heritage Technology Conservation Management Plan, by
Tropman & Tropman, May 1999

This is a global document which describes the Heritage

Technology in two volumes and it is based on the Godden

Mackay Logan earlier study which in turn was based on the

work of James Kerr. It is important to note that only 3 items

in Pier 2/3 are on the register.

3.5.8 Walsh Bay Precinct Conservation Plan Archaeological Assessment, by Clive
Lucas and Partners, August 1997

This is the Archaeological assessment which has proposed a

general document for the Walsh Bay Partnership by Clive

Lucas and Partners and dated August 1997.
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The report is of considerable value in understanding the history and cultural history of the site.

There is no copy of this document in the Office of Environment and Heritage Archives or in the

Mitchell Library. It may not be the final edition as the official documents are dated December

1997 and later 1998 editions of the Clive Lucas and Partners CMPs appear. It includes the

Aboriginal Archaeological and Cultural Assessment. Of importance is the charting of the site

potential around Wharf 2/3 and 4/5.

3.5.9 Archaeological Assessment Wharves 6/7 & 8/9 Walsh Bay, by Wendy Thorp

This is a study directed at the Pier 6/7 & 8/9 redevelopment. It also

has general historical and archaeological information which is similar

information found generally throughout the library of documents.

The dates on documents can be misleading as the pre-DA stage

lasted from 1996-1998 and some material while in the public

domain was not "officially submitted".
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3.5.10 Underground Services Walsh Bay Heritage Impact Statement, by Tropman &
Tropman, December 1998

 Appendix A - Phase M Infrastructure Heritage Impact
Assessment

 Appendix E - Archaeological Assessment of Areas
Associated with the Development of Pottinger Street and
Adjacent Areas

This document is directed at the Pottinger Street dig and while

having general historic relevance takes a secondary place in

the available information library.

11.11 Walsh Bay Redevelopment Maritime Archaeological Assessment of Wharves 6/7
& 8/9, by Cosmos Coroneos, September 1997.

This report, while exclusively directed towards wharves 6/7 &

8/9, illustrates the extent of Harbour work undertaken during

European occupation of the foreshore of Walsh Bay/Port

Jackson.

Of importance is the statement regarding dredging and stone

ballast.

The outlines of the sea wall are shown with clarity. The cross

section defines the angle of repose of the ballast fill generally

which would obliterate the wharf remains of past structures.

Coroneos suggests past dredging would limit any small

findings. Only one wreck is recorded and it is presumed that was removed for safety and shipping

reasons. A further marine study will be required.
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3.5.12 Re-development of Pier 2/3 Walsh Bay: Maritime Archaeological Inspection of
Copper Sheathed Piles

This is a small study regarding a physical intactness of piling and

as such is of little consequence in understanding historic context,

archaeology or cultural heritage beyond the technique of copper

sheeting. This technique protected the piles at the tidal zone.

3.5.13 Walsh Bay Interpretation Node - Bannyan Wood

This is a design museology document which describes the Walsh Bay Precinct Interpretation

Center/Node. This area is not part of the WBAP. Any alteration or addition will require an

Integrated Development approval.

Approval - The display contains a number of

artefacts from the various archaeological digs

at Pottinger Street and Town Place.
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3.5.14 Walsh Bay Pier 2/3 Movable Heritage Use & Interpretation Plan, by City Plan
Heritage, June 2011

This report describes what was found by City Plan Heritage

when they reviewed the content of Pier 2/3 for RMS in May-

June 2011.

It makes observations as to how other displays in Walsh Bay

have been designed. The items were already identified in the

Tropman report Pier 2/3 & Shore Shed Survey of Industrial

Items, Tropman & Tropman + OHM, 2000, but this has been

ignored and new numbering has taken place which adds to

confusion.

The items are simply placed in Pier 2/3 for safe keeping as

required by the original DA for the Master Plan. The shipping container contains the Walsh Bay

digs relics. While the report makes a number of recommendations these are not necessarily

directed to the WBAP.

3.5.15 Walsh Bay Wharf Structure, by ARUP

This is a graphic/illustrated survey of Pier 6/7 & 8/9 and

contains key information of deck construction and is of

general value and importance.
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3.5.16 Walsh Bay Pier 2/3 Movable Heritage, by GML, December 2010

This is a catalogue which assess the significance of the heritage

movable items stored in the Pier 2/3. Since the publication of

this catalogue, more items have been added and removed.

A new updated catalogue is part of the Movable Heritage

Strategy report prepared by Tropman & Tropman Architects.

3.5.17 Other Documents Sighted

Tropman & Tropman have provided a full set of the available plans prepared by the Sydney

Harbour Trust for the construction of the Walsh Bay wharves from 1906-1922. This collection was

provided by the Office of Marine Holding to Walsh Bay Properties between 1995-1996. They are

of value as design drawings and can guide any interventions in the design.

3.5.18 Proposal for extended foyer performance space by TZG

The Phase 1 Design proposes a stage to the foreshore public space which is not considered by

Design 5 in the Heritage Impact Assessment. This extended arm takes the development into deep

water and may have some effect on marine archaeology in so far as there is evidence that a wharf

structure extended across the path of the new design.

There is less impact at the shoreline in this proposal.

The visual character of the new stage in its setting will need to be assessed in relation to the

policies in the CMP by Brooks and Tropman & Tropman. The nature of construction in the initial

design indicates that it is removable at some future date, which means it conforms with the CMPs

and Design 5 document. The concept is an improvement on the initial proposal as less shore

wharf is affected.
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