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1.0 IntroducƟ on

This report was prepared on behalf of the
University of Glasgow

By
Keppie Design
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1.2  Executive Summary

1.0 IntroducƟ on

The following document represents the 
architectural design intent strategy for the 
University of Glasgow Kelvin Building.
The document is a collaƟ on and explanaƟ on 
of the key design decisions made following 
the iniƟ al consultaƟ on period with the 
various project stakeholders.

The proposal suggests: 

• accessibility improvements

• fi re escape and life safety upgrade 
works

• asbestos upgrade works 

• increased accommodaƟ on/ wc 
improvements  of the  category ‘B’ 
Listed Kelvin Building on University 
Place

Key Works:

• A new fully accessible entrance to the 
building which will serve to reinforce 
a main single point of entry at ground 
level. This also forms a clear focal 
point that beƩ er addresses the vision 
of the campus wide masterplan

• FormaƟ on of a new 5-storey external 
passenger liŌ  within the courtyard 
as part of the new entrance works - 
providing the main verƟ cal circulaƟ on 
with direct links to all fl oors

• FormaƟ on of a new ‘link bridge’ to 
the Kelvin Building’s east elevaƟ on 
located opposite the rear of the ‘Stair 
Building’.
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1.3  Heritage Statement Summary

1.0 IntroducƟ on

The assessment of signifi cance has been 
made based on what is visible on the site, 
on the exterior of the buildings and in the 
rooms of Kelvin Building at the Ɵ me of 
inspecƟ on. A paint sample analysis might 
also give informaƟ on about the history 
of the buildings and changes to their 
appearance.  

The Burra Charter provides the following 
defi niƟ on of cultural signifi cance: 

Cultural Signifi cance means aestheƟ c, 
historic, scienƟ fi c, social or spiritual value 
for past, present or future generaƟ ons.  
Cultural signifi cance is embodied in 
the place itself, its fabric, seƫ  ng, use, 
associaƟ ons, meanings, records, related 
places and related objects. 

The following assessment of the heritage 
value of Kelvin Building and its seƫ  ng is 
based upon an analysis and understanding 
of the historical development of the site, 
including the tangible documentary and 
physical evidence, as well as intangible 
historical, social and spiritual associaƟ ons. 

The assessment of signifi cance establishes 
the importance of the Kelvin Building as 
an item of cultural heritage.  The various 
elements of the building have been graded 
according to their signifi cance within the 
overall context of the site.  The method 
for grading of signifi cance is included in 
SecƟ on 3.5. 

The assessment of the signifi cance of 
various elements should help a designer to 
make the best of the architectural qualiƟ es 
of the building. 

See Appendices 4.1 for complete Heritage Statement
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2.1    Location
2.2    Site Context
2.3    Site Location
2.4    Constraints & Opportunities
2.5    Site Photos
2.6    Transport Links
2.7    Site Access

Location 

2.0
keppie
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2.0 LocaƟ on 

2.1   Site Location

The site is nestled within Glasgow’s 
cosy and cultural West End.

Immediately north of the site runs 
University Avenue which has strong 
transport links to Glasgow city centre, to 
the south of the site is the River Kelvin and 
River Clyde. 

Less then a 5 minute walk to the north 
is the student-friendly Ashton Lane, a 
charming cobbled lane full of character 
which is popular throughout the day and 
also as a late-night stop, with a great 
choice of bars and restaurants.
The locaƟ on of the site is within close 
proximity to one of the most visited 
museums in the United Kingdom outside 
of London, Kelvingrove Art Gallery and 
Museum. The museum has 22 themed 
galleries displaying over 8,000 objects and 
entry is completely free

Scotland PopulaƟ on  5,404,700
Glasgow PopulaƟ on: 608,500

Kelvin Building in relaƟ on to wider context

River Clyde

Council Buildings

Glasgow Life Council Managed FaciliƟ es

Community Managed FaciliƟ es

Centre

Community Hall

Tenants Hall

Offi  ces

Public Hall

Theatre

Sports Centre

Library and Learning Centre

Museum

Ashton 
Lane
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University Avenue

River Kelvin

Kelvin 
Building

University of 
Glasgow Library

University of 
GlasgowHunterian 

Zoology Museum

Wellington 
Church of 
Scoitland

Kelvingrove 
Park

Kelvingrove 
Art Gallery and 
Museum

Hunterian 
Art Gallery

University Avenue

Kelvingrove Art Gallery and 
Museum (8 mins walk)

Kelvingrove Park

Ashton Lane Hillhead High 
School

Kelvinhall Open 
CollecƟ ons

Argyle Street

Ba
nk
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tr
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t
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Ashton Lane is popular with 
Glasgow University students

Kelvin Building and surrounding ameniƟ es

Kelvingrove 
Bandstand

Hillhead 
Primary School

2.2   Site Context

2.0 LocaƟ on 
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2.3   Site History
The Kelvin Building comprises two blocks.  
To the south is James Miller’s building 
completed in 1906.  The northern block 
is by Basis Spence and was built in 1959.  
The signifi cance of these two parts of the 
building is mainly external.  The Miller part 
of the building had its main front facing 
southwards towards the approach rising to 
the Gilbert ScoƩ  building from the south-
west.  The east and west sides were less 
important and the side facing north was the 
back of the building.  

The Spence block has its main front facing 
west with its entrance at the north-west 
corner.  The north and east sides are less 
important.  The west side has a masonry 
plinth and is detailed as a contemporary 
extension to the plane of the west side of 
Miller’s building.  There is less signifi cance 
inside the building.  It is possible that the 
courtyard was originally carefully detailed 
within the Spence block but this has been 
altered and has been consistently treated 
as the back of the building over the last 40 
years.  

The inside of both buildings has liƩ le of 
signifi cance.  There were large rooms in 
the eastern block of the Miller building but 
these have been sub-divided.  The entrance 
hall of the Spence buildings has moderate 
signifi cance but has also been altered.

For reasons of access and presentaƟ on, 
the Spence building needs to have a 
new entrance at ground fl oor level.  The 
ground fl oor contains a pend through to 
the courtyard which is no longer needed 
in this form.  This work will be idenƟ fi ably 
an alteraƟ on but it will protect stair access 
which rise to the north-west entrance, 
from change.  Since this entrance is the 
main set piece in Spence’s design, it is more 
desirable to create a new entrance than to 
fundamentally alter the steps and balcony 
to the current entrance which can be leŌ  
untouched.

The new entrance breaks through the stone 
plinth.  Spence’s design does contain a stone 
plinth as an important part of the design but 
this is mainly detailed as a band.  

1. Physics extension to the Natural Philosphy Building 2. Kelvin Hall Lecture Theatre 1957

3. Kelvin Building 1907 4. Kelvin Building Present day

2.0 LocaƟ on 
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2.3   Site History
The new design retains the band or the 
diff erence between ground fl oor and the 
upper fl oors legibly.  Spence detailed a pend 
to cut through the plinth band.  The current 
design takes the lead from the signal in 
Spence’s design that it was appropriate to 
cut through the plinth.  The design is legible 
as an alteraƟ on, as it should be.  Its impact 
is minimal in conservaƟ on terms although, 
naturally, a new entrance needs to be 
visually prominent.

The bridge link connects to the east side of 
the Miller building.  This side of the building 
can, and has, sustained change without 
detracƟ ng from the overall signifi cance 
of the building.  It can certainly sustain a 
carefully designed and aƩ racƟ ve bridge 
which will not detract from the building and 
could be considered to be an improvement.  
The detailing of the new access should 
be in keeping with the character of the 
surrounding masonry of the exisƟ ng 
windows.  The bridge will be designed to 
have minimal physical impact on the exisƟ ng 
building.

The liŌ  will be set within the corner of 
the courtyard.  It would also be clearly an 
intervenƟ on.  AlteraƟ ons to the courtyard 
elevaƟ ons of either the Miller or the Spence 
buildings have negligible eff ect on the overall 
signifi cance of the building.

Generally, internal alteraƟ ons do not aff ect 
the signifi cance elements of the building.  
Any improvement to the Spence entrance 
hall, for instance by removing later accreƟ ons 
and the non-original porter’s lodge is to be 
welcomed in conservaƟ on terms.  

Site plan indicaƟ ng the history illustraƟ ons of the Kelvin building

2.0 LocaƟ on 

2
4

3

1
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2.4   Constraints & Opportunities
The site to the south (red) comprises of the 
retained facade in the Scoƫ  sh Renaissance 
style, forming the primary edge to main 
vehicle/ pedestrian entrance to the site. 

The modernist extension block to the 
north of the Kelvin Building looks onto the 
School of life sciences which is separated 
by a small car park. The east of the site has 
extensive woodland forming a screen to 
University Avenue and creates unique vista 
points of University of Glasgow.

Strong scenic views of trees

KEY

Main vehicular routes

Key pedestrian route through between Kelvin and Stair Building

Original Kelvin Building AcƟ ve front

Kelvin Building Present day

1. Vehicular Entrance to Site

1
2. Main Entrance to Kelvin Building

2

3. Aerial View Looking onto North and     
    West Facade of Kelvin Building

3

Kelvin Building 
North Extension

2.0 LocaƟ on 
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6. The Kelvin Building East Facing ElevaƟ on / landscape strip 7. Clear footpath from the West of Kelvin Building 8. Accessible parking to the North of the Building

2. Main Entrance Door 2 - Entrance at South Facing ElevaƟ on
    (non accessible entrance)

1. Main Entrance Door 1 - North West Corner of Building
    (non accessible main entrance)

3.  Entrance to G/F (Level 1) on North West Corner
     (out of hours Door 3)

4. Fire escape door from Lecture Theatre 257 (Entrance Door 
5)

2.5   Site Photos

5. Courtyard/ Deliveries/ Access below pend/ accessible      
    entrance (Entrance Door 4)

2.0 LocaƟ on 

1

2

3

4

6

7

8

5
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2.6   Transport Links

2.0 LocaƟ on 

Charing Cross

Anderston GLASGOW 
CENTRAL

BUCHANAN 
BUS STATION

10 mins 
walk

15 mins 
walk

20 mins 
walk

Queens StaƟ on

M8

M8

RIVER CLYDE

ExhibiƟ on 
Centre

SEE Hydro

SEC Centre

KELVIN
BUILDING

Kelvin Building

Main Roads

Walking Routes to Train / 
Bus StaƟ ons

Main Train StaƟ ons

Bus StaƟ on

The Kelvin Building is well   
supported by local bus routes and 
subway with frequent services to 
Glasgow city centre and   
surrounding areas.

Train (walking distance from Kelvin Building)
Glasgow Central.....................38 mins walk
Queen’s StaƟ on......................41 mins walk
ExhibiƟ on Centre StaƟ on.......21 mins walk
Charing Cross StaƟ on.............25 mins walk
Anderston StaƟ on..................29 mins walk

Bus (walking distance from Kelvin Building)
There are many fast a frequent services 
to Glasgow city centre within walking 
distance from site.
Buchanan Bus StaƟ on............36 mins walk

Subway (walking distance from Kelvin Building)
Hillhead Subway StaƟ on..........5 mins walk
Kelvinhall Subway StaƟ on........7 mins walk
Kelvinbridge Subway StaƟ on..17 mins walk
ParƟ ck Subway StaƟ on...........18 mins walk 

Car
M77 - Links to Kilmarnock/ Prestwick and 
Ayr

M8 - Links to Edinburgh and Dundee

Main Transport Links near Kelvin Building

Bus Stops to Glasgow City Centre

Subway
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2.7   Site Access

2.0 LocaƟ on

Primary Access to Site

Argyle Street
River Kelvin

University Place
University Avenue

Kelvin 
Building

Main Entrances

Main Roads to Kelvin Building

University Avenue 

Entrance from Argyle Street 

Approach to West ElevaƟ on of Kelvin Building

1.

Hunterian Zoology Museum1.

University of Glasgow2.

2.

Ke
lv

in
 W

ay

3.

3.

Wolfson Medical School Building
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Proposed 
bridge link 

Key pedestrian 
circula  on route between 
Kelvin building and Stair 
building

Proposed 
courtyard li  

3.0 Building Strategy

New reconfi gured 
accessible entrance

Exis  ng building
entrance maintained

Exis  ng 
entrance
(out of hours)

Parking

Parking

Parking

Building Strategy Diagrams

3.1   Building Strategy Diagram
The feasibility study has idenƟ fi ed an 
obvious opportunity to form a new fully 
accessible entrance to the building which 
will serve to reinforce a main single point 
of entry at ground level (level 01).

This also forms a clear focal point that 
beƩ er addresses the vision of the cam-
pus wide masterplan.
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Accessible Entrance Visual Proposal

3.0 Building Strategy

3.2   Proposed Accessible Entrance

FormaƟ on of a new accessible and 
engaging entrance as part of upgrade 
works to exisƟ ng pend access (which  
currently provides back of house  
access to stores/ plant as well as 
courtyard)

Accessible entrance to the building 
will serve to reinforce a main single 
point of entry at ground level

Forms a clear focal point that beƩ er 
addresses the vision of the campus 
wide masterplan

Re-confi guraƟ on of the radiaƟ on   
services offi  ces immediately  
adjacent to the pend to form the main 
entrance / recepƟ on area (opened up 
for improved visibility through shop 
front glazing / new cladding  
treatment to walls and soffi  t)

New main recepƟ on point for the 
building

Direct link to new 5-storey liŌ  to the 
rear of the pend

ExisƟ ng entrance sƟ ll retained

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

Key Works
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ExisƟ ng / historic
The feasibility study has idenƟ fi ed an 
obvious opportunity to form a new fully 
accessible entrance to the building which 
will serve to reinforce a main single point 
of entry at ground level. This also forms a 
clear focal point that beƩ er addresses the 
vision of the campus wide masterplan.

These works, in addiƟ on to the proposed 
reconfi guraƟ on of the current recepƟ on 
and entrance at level 1, will form the most 
substanƟ al intervenƟ on to this category B 
listed building. 

This intervenƟ on is regarded as necessary 
to improve the building’s main access 
and general circulaƟ on, will have a major 
impact on the original Basil Spence 
extension and will therefore require 
sensiƟ ve consideraƟ on.

Sir Basil Spence extension – main entrance

Views within the exisƟ ng pend

ExisƟ ng layout (level 1)Proposed accessible entrance from north visual Proposed layout (level 01)

3.2   Proposed Accessible Entrance

3.0 Building Strategy
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Accessible Entrance Visual Proposal from North

3.0 Building Strategy
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Accessible Entrance Visual Proposal from South

3.0 Building Strategy



24

3.0 Building Strategy

3.3   Proposed Courtyard Lift

FormaƟ on of a new 5-storey external 
evacuaƟ on liŌ 

Type - Schindler 5500 or equivalent 
and consented to 21 person 1600kg

LiŌ  proposal careful considered to  
remain sensiƟ ve to exisƟ ng and  
historic Sir Basil Spence extension

•

•

•

Key Works

Proposed Internal Courtyard LiŌ  VisualLocaƟ on Key
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ExisƟ ng / historic

View from within courtyard looking at Sir Basil Spence extension

ExisƟ ng liŌ  capacity/ locaƟ ons (main public / goods) Proposed new 5-storey public liŌ  (fi re evacuaƟ on status TBC)

3.0 Building Strategy

3.3   Proposed Courtyard Lift
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Proposed Bridge Link Visual 

3.0 Building Strategy

3.4   Proposed Bridge Link

FormaƟ on of a new ‘link bridge’ to 
the Kelvin Building’s east elevaƟ on 
located opposite the rear of the ‘stair 
building’

The bridge connecƟ on will provide 
necessary accessibly linkage direct 
to level 3 and the rear of the lecture 
theatre at high level

FormaƟ on of a relaƟ vely lightweight 
link bridge

Re confi guraƟ on room 55a/ lobby to 
allow for a new lobby/ ‘out of hours’ 
entrance to the building

Structural bracing to exisƟ ng wall 
required

•

•

•

•

•

Key Works

LocaƟ on Key
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Proposed secƟ on (idenƟ fying noƟ onal bridge link)

Proposed level 3 plan (idenƟ fying locaƟ on of proposed works)East elevaƟ on as exisƟ ng
Proposed level 3 plan (idenƟ fying noƟ onal bridge 
link / internal wall Reconfi guraƟ on works)

3.4   Proposed Bridge Link

3.0 Building Strategy
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3.0 Building Strategy

3.5   Downtakings

Level 01

Refer to Drawing
(KEP-KB-01-DR-A-1010-0110)
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3.5   Downtakings

3.0 Building Strategy

Level 02

Refer to Drawing
(KEP-KB-02-DR-A-1010-0110)
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3.0 Building Strategy

3.5   Downtakings

Level 03

Refer to Drawing
(KEP-KB-03-DR-A-1010-0110)
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3.5   Downtakings

3.0 Building Strategy

Level 04

Refer to Drawing
(KEP-KB-04-DR-A-1010-0110)
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3.0 Building Strategy

3.5   Downtakings

Level 05

Refer to Drawing
(KEP-KB-05-DR-A-1010-0110)
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3.5   Downtakings

3.0 Building Strategy

Level 06

Refer to Drawing
(KEP-KB-06-DR-A-1010-0110)
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- FormaƟ on of Stair LiŌ s to Level 04

Three new stair liŌ s have been idenƟ fi ed 
as necessary to enable Accessibility to 
upper level offi  ces from Level 04

3.6   Internal Improvements

ExisƟ ng stairs at level 04

ExisƟ ng / historic

Vision / proposal

Proposed mid liŌ  locaƟ on

3.0 Building Strategy
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- Provision of accessibile ‘mid-liŌ  ’ -  
  (level 03/04)

InstallaƟ on of new mid-liŌ  providing 
necessary DDA connecƟ ons between level 
3 and 4.

Key Works:

• Reconfi guraƟ on of projecƟ on room 
57a / lobby at level 3.

• FormaƟ on of new mid-liŌ , providing 
accessible connecƟ ons between level 
3 / 4 (common room).

• Eco-effi  cient mid- liŌ  / constant 
pressure.

For more informaƟ on on Internal 
Improvements see Appendices -
(4.3 - 4.5)

3.6   Internal Improvements

ExisƟ ng entranceinto common room (level 4)

Proposed mid liŌ  locaƟ on

ExisƟ ng / historic

3.0 Building Strategy
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3.7   Building Plans

Level 01 Proposed

Refer to Drawing
(KEP-KB-01-DR-A-7060-0110)

3.0 Building Strategy

Extent of Phase 1 agreed 
works
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3.7   Building Plans

Level 02 Proposed

Refer to Drawing
(KEP-KB-02-DR-A-7060-0110)

3.0 Building Strategy

Extent of Phase 1 agreed 
works
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3.7   Building Plans

Level 03 Proposed

Refer to Drawing
(KEP-KB-03-DR-A-7060-0110)

Extent of Phase 1 agreed 
works

3.0 Building Strategy
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3.7   Building Plans

Level 04 Proposed

Refer to Drawing
(KEP-KB-04-DR-A-7060-0110)

Extent of Phase 1 agreed 
works

3.0 Building Strategy
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3.7   Building Plans

Level 05 Proposed

Refer to Drawing
(KEP-KB-05-DR-A-7060-0110)

3.0 Building Strategy

Extent of Phase 1 agreed 
works
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3.7   Building Plans

Level 06 Proposed

Refer to Drawing
(KEP-KB-06-DR-A-7060-0110)

3.0 Building Strategy

Extent of Phase 1 agreed 
works
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3.8   Building Sections

SecƟ on AA and BB

Refer to Drawing
(KEP-KB-XX-DR-A-7080-0110)

3.0 Building Strategy
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3.8   Building Sections

SecƟ on CC

Refer to Drawing
(KEP-KB-XX-DR-A-7080-0111)

3.0 Building Strategy
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3.8   Building Sections

SecƟ on DD
Loading Bay AccommodaƟ on

Refer to Drawing
(KEP-KB-XX-DR-A-7080-0112)

3.0 Building Strategy
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3.8   Building Sections

SecƟ on EE
New Entrance and Janatorial Store

Refer to Drawing
(KEP-KB-XX-DR-A-7080-0113)

3.0 Building Strategy
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3.9  Building Elevations

North ElevaƟ on
New Offi  ce AccommodaƟ on in 
Loading Bay

Refer to Drawing
(KEP-KB-XX-DR-A-7030-0110)

3.0 Building Strategy
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3.9   Building Elevations

South ElevaƟ on
Courtyard ElevaƟ on with New LiŌ 

Refer to Drawing
(KEP-KB-XX-DR-A-7080-0113)

Proposed Internal Courtyard LiŌ  Visual

3.0 Building Strategy
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Proposed Bridge Link Visual

3.9  Building Elevations

East ElevaƟ on

Refer to Drawing
(KEP-KB-XX-DR-A-7030-0111) 
(KEP-KB-XX-DR-A-7080-0110)

3.0 Building Strategy
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3.9  Building Elevations

West ElevaƟ on
New Entrance and Lobby and LiŌ  
ShaŌ 

Refer to Drawing
(KEP-KB-XX-DR-A-7030-0112)

Proposed Main Entrance Visual

3.0 Building Strategy
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3.10   Material Palette

Main Entrance

3.0 Building Strategy

• Anodised aluminium cladding to be 
used on proposed main entrance and 
internal courtyard liŌ  with curtain 
walling system

• Caithness Stone to be used at new 
main entrance

Black Anodized Aluminium Panels Anodised Aluminium Panel

Main Entrance Visual

Grey Caithness Stone Paving for Main Entrance
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3.10   Material Palette

Courtyard LiŌ 

3.0 Building Strategy

• Glazing and Spandral Panels used on 
new internal courtyard liŌ 

• Anodised aluminium cladding to be 
used on proposed main entrance and 
internal courtyard liŌ  with curtain 
walling system

Anodised Aluminium Panel

Internal Courtyard LiŌ  Visual

Spandral Panels on Internal Courtyard LiŌ 
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3.10   Material Palette

Link Bridge

3.0 Building Strategy

• Glazed Balustrade

• Concealed lighƟ ng with Ɵ mber 
handrail

Example of concealed lighƟ ng with handrail

Link Bridge Visual

Glazed Balustrades PotenƟ al glazed balustrade detailing



53

Design and Access Statement    Kelvin Building

Wider Masterplan

3.0 Building Strategy

The University of Glasgow (UoG) commissioned the AECOM landscape team to support 
the planning consents process for the proposed pedestrian bridge access to the east 
elevaƟ on of the James Miller building, Glasgow University. 

The following landscape report/ proposals are in response to the planning leƩ er received 
27th April, following the Pre ApplicaƟ on meeƟ ng dated 23rd March. 

Planning comment (Pre ApplicaƟ on enquiry leƩ er dated 27th April)

Bridge Access to east elevaƟ on of James Miller building: 

As previously stated, there are concerns with respect to this element of the proposal in 
terms of the listed building and more parƟ cularly the garden seƫ  ng. While this work 
would have a direct physical impact on the James Miller building, it would have a greater 
visual impact on the linear character of the garden, its relaƟ onship with the James Miller 
building and the rear of the Professor’s Square terrace. It is considered that the proposed 
bridge will be intrusive in the space, will interfere with sightlines through the space, and 
oblique views of the listed building. This is observed as being a quiet landscaped place 
within the campus, where people can revise, relax etc. and the trees, both old and new 
add greatly the character of the space. The conƟ nuity of the lines in the space, especially 
north south, are what gives it its character and it may be considered that such a structure 
would compromise this. A tree survey of the area allowing for the ramp, the method and 
machinery to install, site access etc. would be required. This should include an assessment 
of impacts on all of the trees in the area, and any reinstatement or replanƟ ng that would 
be required. Loss of the major trees may not be acceptable. 
As discussed on site, it is considered that the impact of this proposal may be reduced 
if the bridge entered the window below the one proposed, but we understand this is 
unlikely to work internally. If this aspect of the proposal is taken forward, HES suggest that 
painted iron railings rather than a glass balustrade would fi t more comfortably with the 
established aestheƟ c of the building.

Response/ Proposals

The University, having reviewed the planning comments/ concerns in detail, are currently 
wishing to proceed with the inclusion of the Bridge as part of phase 1 works. As such 
Aecom landscape have reviewed the current design and believe that the following 
proposals acknowledge the signifi cance of Professor Gardens landscape seƫ  ng whilst 
serving to enhance the overall design.  

Key Views

1.    Garden Seƫ  ng
2.    Impact
3.    Treatment

3.11   Landscaping

3.11.1 IntroducƟ on
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3.11   Landscaping

3.11.2 Garden Seƫ  ng

To date there have been several documents 
and reports produced in relaƟ on to the 
proposed bridge link to the James Miller 
building and the Professor Gardens. These 
reports highlight the importance of the 
Professor Gardens and their relaƟ onship 
to the listed buildings and includes the 
following:

• Gilmorehill Campus Masterplan – 
Public Realm & Landscape Strategy, 
May 2016, AECOM.

• University of Glasgow: Kelvin Building 
- Heritage Statement February 2018, 
Simpson & Brown

The Public Realm & Landscape Strategy 
report by AECOM idenƟ fi es and comments 
on the space specifi cally:

• Passing through and meeƟ ng   
space

• Maintain mature and historic   
character with emphasis on soŌ   
landscape and trees

• Provide clear routes for   
pedestrians and cyclists using   
sympatheƟ c materials conƟ nuous 
through landscape   
corridor

• Refl ect on local vernacular materials, 
historic elements and  key views

• Opportunity to introduce   
addiƟ onal fl ower rich planƟ ng.

Key pedestrian route through between Kelvin and Stair Building as exisƟ ng
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3.11   Landscaping

3.11.2 ExisƟ ng Seƫ  ng

ExisƟ ng Trees & VegetaƟ on

• The tree survey carried out by Angus 
Mackay Landscape Consultants in 
November 2017 idenƟ fi ed the 3no. 
Lawson Cypress (Chamaecyparis  
Lawsoniana) as low wildlife potenƟ al 

• From a landscape architecture 
perspecƟ ve we would recommend 
that these trees should be removed 
due to their locaƟ on within the 
retaining wall embankment and the 
screening of daylight to the Kelvin 
building on the East elevaƟ on.

• From an aestheƟ c and management 
point of view we feel that the trees 
within the Professors Garden should 
be crown liŌ ed to encourage more 
light at the lower levels but also 
help provide daylight to the building 
facades. 

• During our research we idenƟ fi ed 
that none of the trees within the 
Professors Garden are protected by a 
Tree PreservaƟ on Order nor does the 
site sit within a ConservaƟ on Area.

1 2 3

3no Lawson Cypress low wildlife potenƟ al to be removed



56

3.0 Building Strategy

3.11   Landscaping

3.11.3 Heritage Statement

John Sanders authored the Kelvin Building – Heritage Statement, February 2018 and 
provided the following statement on the heritage seƫ  ng of the Professors Garden area 
and the bridge proposal which has helped inform the landscape integraƟ on of the bridge 
design.

“The history of the area between the Kelvin Building and Professor’s Square was originally 
a wooded slope.  The area was defi ned simply by the area leŌ  between George Gilbert 
ScoƩ ’s design for the professor’s houses and the foot of the bank, beyond which were 
university playing fi elds.  This land was presumably considered to be too steep to build 
on conveniently when other land was available.  It would not have been expected that 
further buildings would be constructed on this bank, close to the professor’s houses. 
This leŌ over space was planted with some trees presumably to respond to the overall 
parkland seƫ  ng of the university buildings but also to provide some screening between 
the sports pitches and the professor’s houses.  The line of the edge of the sports pitches, 
at the foot of the bank, became the line of development for the buildings to the east 
side of Science Way – the two parts of the Kelvin Building and the Bower Building.  There 
was a roughly rectangular path with its north and south edges informally aligned with 
the north and south blocks in Professor’s Square.  This path ran around the wooded 
bank but, by the 1940s, it had been reduced to a path only along the back of the walled 
enclosures to the west of Professor’s Square.  The lower path had been removed, possibly 
during the construcƟ on phase for the later part of the Kelvin Building.  This eastern path 
within, what was to become, Professor Gardens became consolidated into the current 
strong linear route in late 20th century landscaping of this area.  The current character 
of Professor Gardens is a recent design.  The linear divisions which break the space into 
compartments have no historical or heritage value.  

Bridge Proposal:
This lack of historical value does prevent the garden from being eff ecƟ ve contemporary 
design which forms an appropriate context for the buildings.  The divisions, introduced 
into the space and the stronger landscaping around the eastern path, have helped to 
transform an area that was iniƟ ally only designed as a buff er zone at the edge of the 
campus.  Part of the reason for this change is that the area is no longer peripheral and 
that the use of the Professor’s Square houses has changed from domesƟ c and requiring 
privacy, to a university department.  It has become a designed space that students can 
use for siƫ  ng out in the summer months.  The bridge design works with this relaƟ vely 
recent design character of this space.  The east-west divisions that have been used to 
create compartments can be seen as part of the same landscape structure that has been 
introduced.  It has no heritage impact on the landscape between Professors’ Square and 
the Kelvin Building because this landscape retains no historic value.

The design of the bridge need not aƩ empt to look similar to any part of the design of 
the Kelvin Building.  The bridge and the west wall of the Kelvin Building will always be 
diff erent architectural enƟ Ɵ es.  The architectural interest of the new bridge design will 
be in contrast, rather than any conƟ nuity with the historic architectural detail on the side 
of the Kelvin Building.  It should be the contemporary best design possible within the 
constraints of the brief.  For this reason a glass balustrade would be beƩ er than painted 
iron railings because the contrast to the exisƟ ng building would make it enƟ rely legible as 
a high quality contemporary intervenƟ on.

The historic image above demonstrates the level changes surrounding the Kelvin building and also the use of planƟ ng to create the seƫ  ng of 
the building and to highlight the amenity spaces surrounding it. We feel it is important to take this precedent of amenity planƟ ng back into the 
gardens which have become dominated with mature trees and provide a more domesƟ c seƫ  ng for siƫ  ng, resƟ ng and meeƟ ng in this space. 
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3.11   Landscaping

3.11.4 Summary of Site Visit Conducted

On the 15th of July 2018 Myles Thompson, chartered Landscape Architect aƩ ended site to 
record details on the exisƟ ng views and vistas experienced within the Professors Garden 
but also record details of the exisƟ ng planƟ ng and trees within the space. It should be 
noted at this Ɵ me that the trees were in full leaf and that this would change during the 
winter seasons when visibility would be extended aŌ er autumn. 

The Pre-ApplicaƟ on Enquiry Outcome states:

“While this work would have a direct physical impact on the James Miller building, it 
would have a greater visual impact on the linear character of the garden, its rela  onship 
with the James Miller building and the rear of the Professor’s Square terrace. It is 
considered that the proposed bridge will be intrusive in the space, will interfere with 
sightlines through the space, and oblique views of the listed building”.

Notes during the site visit:
1. Proposed structure would be located to the southern secƟ on of the linear space 

and it would not interrupt the views along the exisƟ ng footpath to the east or the 
adjacent building terrace.

2. The exisƟ ng vegetaƟ on (predominantly trees) provides a lot of screening within the 
space, enclosing and reducing visibility of the buildings when posiƟ oned in the centre. 

3. The formal Taxus baccata hedges segment the linear space into three relaƟ vely equal 
secƟ ons and screen views along the length of the space at lower levels. 

4. Views of the Kelvin Building are fragmented and largely screened, however, the 
maturity and historical importance of the trees and their relaƟ onship to the buildings 
was clear during the site visit.

5. The gradient of the grass slope is largely even as it falls from the upper path down to 
the Kelvin Building retaining wall. 

6. The condiƟ on of the grass is average with several areas suff ering from the dry weather 
condiƟ ons that we have been experiencing. It was also noted that the trees do have 
an eff ect on the condiƟ on of the grass.

7. A primary consideraƟ on will be the visibility of the bridge from elevated windows. 
The plan view should be read as a comprehensive and coherent design within the 
exisƟ ng landscape context and this would be best achieved with proposed planƟ ng 
rather than earthworks or hard structures.

Image showing grass fall is largely even from upper path to retaining wall
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3.11   Landscaping

3.11.5 Link Bridge / 
            Shape & Form

As noted in the Pre ApplicaƟ on outcome 
the seƫ  ng of Professors Garden in relaƟ on 
to the lisƟ ng buildings is very valuable 
and the introducƟ on of a new access will 
have to be set into the space with minimal 
disturbance to the views and to the exisƟ ng 
landscape character.

Landscape Seƫ  ng

• The views shown (Fig .1) are centred 
on the proposed bridge link locaƟ on 
and indicate the exisƟ ng landscape 
context during the height of the 
summer months.

• The mature trees dominate the views 
and building facades but also provide 
a series of enclosed grass areas with 
relaƟ ve privacy.

• The street furniture and paving 
provides a complementary set of 
materials to the exisƟ ng buildings 
and walls with key features including 
the lampposts as noƟ ceable heritage 
items.

Fig.2 Proposed landscaping

Formed Low Level PlanƟ ngMature trees dominate views

Fig.1 ExisƟ ng landscaping
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3.11   Landscaping

3.11.5 Link Bridge / 
            Shape & Form

Fig 4. Proposed landscaping

Fig .3 ExisƟ ng landscaping

• The image (Fig .3) clearly demonstrates 
the segmentaƟ on of the space by the 
Taxus baccata hedges but also the 
vegetaƟ on at the south end of the 
space enclosing the views. The mature 
trees line the buildings parƟ ally 
screening the facades.

• The exisƟ ng space does not currently 
have a garden feel to it due to the 
lack of low level planƟ ng and seasonal 
interest

• Mature trees dominate the space and a 
greater combinaƟ on of planƟ ng would 
help soŌ en the space but also provide 
more domesƟ c scale responding to 
the Gilmorehill Campus Masterplan 
– Public Realm & Landscape Strategy 
recommendaƟ on of introducing 
addiƟ onal fl ower rich planƟ ng.

ExisƟ ng HedgeFormal low level PlanƟ ng Proposed Bridge
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3.11   Landscaping

3.11.5 Link Bridge / 
            Shape & Form

This secƟ on is rising and falling and 
would generate a large volume of infi ll 
material opposing the exisƟ ng landform

Link Bridge secƟ on proposal

Proposed Link Bridge Visual

Proposed deck surfaced in natural   
aggregate resin bound material

• Simple slim line profi le

• Natural aggregate resin bound 
material deck surface

• Black painted metal work

• The two sets of bridge piers will 
provide key elements to the structure 
and will be visible from the side 
elevaƟ ons 

• They should be as slim as possible 
but also be in scale with the size of 
the bridge structure; too slim and it 
can look under designed and if they 
are oversized the delicate scale of the 
bridge can be lost

• The shape and form of the bridge 
is driven by the accessibility 
requirements and the compliance 
with DDA regulaƟ ons

• The 1:12 ramps and landings provide 
a staggered structure landing on the 
opposed graded grass embankment. 
The landing secƟ on will provide a 
shallow and narrowing space under 
the structure which will need to be 
designed into the exisƟ ng landscape 
context

• At the iniƟ al stages of this report a 
graded earth slope was considered

• However, with the exisƟ ng landform 
grading away from the bridge landing 
this would create a signifi cant 
earthwork opposing to the exisƟ ng 
landform and further detract from the 
current grass slope.  
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3.11.5 Link Bridge / 
            Shape & Form

• Use of planƟ ng to integrate the bridge 
at the landing point with the wider 
garden space is the best soluƟ on to 
the planning comments. 

• Space could be greatly enhanced with 
a creaƟ ve plant selecƟ on, ensuring all 
year round interest with a reasonable 
level of maintenance. 

• The adjoining secƟ on of path 
connecƟ ng to the bridge should not 
be highlighted or become a dominate 
feature 

• Long linear exisƟ ng path should 
remain the key feature with its 
medium length view 

• No surface level interrupƟ ons or 
changes in material should be made 
where the bridge connects to the 
exisƟ ng linear footpath.

• The connecƟ on of the bridge to the 
exisƟ ng path should be subtle and not 
highlighted with major architectural 
features

• Simple signage should be used that 
would be integrated with the glass 
balustrade.

Proposed Bridge link visual
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3.11   Landscaping

3.11.6 PlanƟ ng

PlanƟ ng Design & IntegraƟ on

• The exisƟ ng landscape seƫ  ng of the 
proposed bridge and the wider garden 
could be developed and enhanced 
with the use of designed planƟ ng beds

• IntegraƟ ng the overall scheme into 
the garden and connecƟ ng the bridge 
structure to the exisƟ ng landform.

• The planƟ ng bed (right) is located 
within a circus in Edinburgh and 
represents historical planƟ ng style 
and seasonal colour

• PlanƟ ng beds also off er a domesƟ c 
scale that compliments the use and 
nature of the garden space.

• This proposal represents the most 
pracƟ cal approach to connecƟ ng the 
bridge landing with the exisƟ ng grass 
slope 

• This will help screen the shallow space 
under the bridge but also provide 
interest for users of the exisƟ ng 
footpath and users travelling up and 
down the bridge connecƟ on

• The enhancement of the garden space 
would not just Ɵ e the proposed bridge 
to the garden but also provide a linear 
connecƟ on along the garden space.

3.0 Building Strategy

PlanƟ ng bed within a circus in Edinburgh represents seasonal colour and historic planƟ ng
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3.11   Landscaping

3.11.7 Balustrade

Balustrade OpƟ ons

• The balustrade will be the most visual 
element of the bridge structure when 
viewed from the exisƟ ng ground level. 

• This verƟ cal element will also form 
a large part of the aestheƟ cs of the 
structure 

• The current proposals are based on a 
glass balustrade as demonstrated in 
the visual below

• The glass supports the minimal visual 
impact of the structure but provides 
the health and safety requirements 
and the protecƟ on required for users 
of the bridge.

• Historic Environment Scotland as 
part of the Pre ApplicaƟ on Enquiry 
outcome suggested that painted iron 
railings rather than a glass balustrade 
would fi t more comfortably with the 
established aestheƟ c of the building.

• Explored the exisƟ ng cast iron railings 
within the site area  - the heavy ornate 
railings would highlight the bridge 
structure rather than help it sit within 
the local context of the Professors 
Gardens.

• Timber fi nish on proposed balustrade 
will provide the best aestheƟ c to 
the garden space and be the most 
comfortable to the user compared to 
a bare glass or metal handrail.

Fig .1

Proposed Link Bridge visual

Fig .1 - Ornate, historical cast iron railings  
            adjacent to Professors Sq.

Fig .2 - Simple, pracƟ cal railings to west 
boundary of Professors Gardens. Fig .2
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4.1   Heritage Statement
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4.2   Location Plan & GA’s
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4.4   Accessibility Improvements

4.0 Appendix

4.4.1 Zones as ExisƟ ng
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4.4   Accessibility Improvements

4.4.2 FormaƟ on of new Accessible 
          Entrance

ExisƟ ng / historic

The feasibility study has idenƟ fi ed an 
obvious opportunity to form a new fully 
accessible entrance to the building which 
will serve to reinforce a main single point 
of entry at ground level. This also forms a 
clear focal point that beƩ er addresses the 
vision of the campus wide masterplan.

Key consideraƟ ons:

These works, in addiƟ on to the proposed 
reconfi guraƟ on of the current recepƟ on 
and entrance at level 1, will form the most 
substanƟ al intervenƟ on to this category 
B listed building/  This intervenƟ on is 
regarded as necessary to improve the 
building’s main access and general 
circulaƟ on, will have a major impact on 
the original Basil Spence extension and will 
therefore require sensiƟ ve consideraƟ on.

Key works:

• FormaƟ on of a new engaging entrance 
as part of upgrade works to exisƟ ng 
pend access (which currently provides 
back of house access to the stores / 
plant as well as courtyard)

• Reconfi guraƟ on of the stores 
immediately adjacent to the pend to 
form the main entrance / recepƟ on 
area (opened up for improved visibility 
through shop front glazing /  new 
cladding treatment to walls and soffi  t.

• ParƟ al enclosure of the pend is 
necessary to maintain exisƟ ng store/ 
plant/ cycle access

• New main recepƟ on point for the 
building

• Direct link to new 5-storey liŌ  to 
the rear of the pend (see item ‘1e, 
FormaƟ on of new 5-storey liŌ ’)

• Removal of the exisƟ ng level 1 access 
stairs(TBC) 

Sir Basil Spence extension – main entrance Proposed Accessible Entrance

Views within the exisƟ ng pend

ExisƟ ng layout (level 1) Proposed layout (level 01)

4.0 Appendix
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4.4.3 FormaƟ on of new 5 storey LiŌ 

FormaƟ on of a new 5-storey external 
passenger liŌ  within the courtyard as part 
of the new entrance works – providing the 
main verƟ cal circulaƟ on with direct links to 
all fl oors.

Suggested Criteria:

• 1 1600 kg / 17-21 person single car 
eco-effi  cient passenger liŌ 

• Non Fire fi ghƟ ng / evacuaƟ on liŌ 
• Single car / DDA compliant
• TransportaƟ on of hazardous 

substances to be considered 
• European liŌ  regulaƟ on – ‘hands free’

6 In accordance with the University 
Design Guide where possible

4.4   Accessibility Improvements ExisƟ ng / historic

View from within courtyard looking at Sir Basil Spence extension Proposed 5 storey liŌ  to courtyard

ExisƟ ng liŌ  capacity/ locaƟ ons (main public / goods) Proposed new 5-storey public liŌ  (fi re evacuaƟ on status TBC)

4.0 Appendix
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Proposed new 5-storey public liŌ  (fi re evacuaƟ on status TBC)

4.4.3 FormaƟ on of new 5 storey LiŌ 

4.4   Accessibility Improvements

4.0 Appendix
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4.4.4 New Link Bridge

FormaƟ on of a new ‘link bridge’ to the 
Kelvin Building’s east elevaƟ on located 
opposite the rear of the ‘stair building’. The 
bridge connecƟ on will provide necessary 
accessible linkage direct to level 3 and the 
rear of the lecture theatre at high level.

Key Works:

• FormaƟ on of a relaƟ vely lightweight 
link bridge

• Reconfi guraƟ on room 55a / lobby to 
allow for a new lobby / ‘out of hours’ 
entrance to the building

4.4   Accessibility Improvements

Proposed secƟ on (idenƟ fying noƟ onal bridge link)

Proposed level 3 plan (idenƟ fying locaƟ on of proposed works)East elevaƟ on as exisƟ ng
Proposed level 3 plan (idenƟ fying noƟ onal bridge 
link / internal wall Reconfi guraƟ on works)

4.0 Appendix
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LocaƟ on key

Proposed Link Bridge Visual

4.0 Appendix
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4.4.5 Internal Accessibility Upgrades

- Provision of accessibile ‘mid-liŌ  ’ -  
  (level 03/04)

InstallaƟ on of new mid-liŌ  providing 
necessary DDA connecƟ ons between level 
3 and 4.

Key Works:

• Reconfi guraƟ on of projecƟ on room 
57a / lobby at level 3.

• FormaƟ on of new mid-liŌ , providing 
accessible connecƟ ons between level 
3 / 4 (common room).

• Eco-effi  cient mid- liŌ  / constant 
pressure.

4.4   Accessibility Improvements

ExisƟ ng entranceinto common room (level 4)

Proposed mid liŌ  locaƟ on

ExisƟ ng / historic

4.0 Appendix
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4.4.5 Internal Accessibility Upgrades

- FormaƟ on of Stair LiŌ s to Level 04

Three new stair liŌ s have been idenƟ fi ed 
as necessary to enable Accessibility to 
upper level offi  ces from Level 04

4.4   Accessibility Improvements

ExisƟ ng stairs at level 04

ExisƟ ng / historic

Vision / proposal

Proposed mid liŌ  locaƟ on

4.0 Appendix
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4.5.1 Upgrade of Fire Doors & Risers

Fire Door Upgrades:

We have been asked to upgrade specifi c 
doors within the kelvin building to fi re 
doors as part of the overall Building fi re 
strategy improvements. 

The following doors have been surveyed 
and confi rmed as those requiring upgrade 
to a minimum of 30minutes and where 
possible 60 minute fi re integrity. 

4.5   Fire Upgrade Works

4.0 Appendix



129

Design and Access Statement    Kelvin Building



130



131

Design and Access Statement    Kelvin Building



132



133

Design and Access Statement    Kelvin Building



134



135

Design and Access Statement    Kelvin Building

4.5.2 Reconfi guraƟ on of Stair Core B

InserƟ on of a 60minute fi re rated cupboard 
within stair core B (various fl oors) 

4.5   Fire Upgrade Works

ExisƟ ng staircore B at level 04

Vision / proposal

ExisƟ ng/ historic

4.0 Appendix
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4.6.1  WC Improvements

Important works to include the formaƟ on 
of accessible wc’s.

ExisƟ ng WC blocks have been reviewed 
throughout the building to understand 
which blocks could be reconfi gured to 
provide DDAaccessible wc’s in line with 
current legislaƟ on.

Key works:

• Reconfi guraƟ on of selected exisƟ ng 
male / female WC blocks per fl oor to 
allow for accessible WC / changing / 
shower rooms where appropriate

• 2 Forming accessible wc’s where 
relevant, to meet requirements of 
current legislaƟ on.

4.6   General Internal Adjustments

Example of exisƟ ng wc blocks (level 3) – targeted as part of the DDA exercise Typical wc block highlighƟ ng potenƟ al reconfi guraƟ on to allow for acces-
sible wc,(note this would apply to all fl oors)

Standard BS 8300 accessible wcExample of exisƟ ng accessible wc within the building

ExisƟ ng / historic

4.0 Appendix
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4.6.2  CreaƟ on of Nursing Area
           (Level 03)

Important works to include the formaƟ on 
of accessible wc’s.

Reconfi guraƟ on of the exisƟ ng Janitors 
store on level 03 to form a Nursing room/ 
Unisex toilet.

4.6   General Internal Adjustments

ExisƟ ng janitors store (level 3) – targeted as part of the new Nursing area

ExisƟ ng / historic

4.0 Appendix
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4.7   Bin Store

4.0 Appendix
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4.8   Visuals

4.0 Appendix
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www.keppiedesign.co.uk




