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APPENDIX C
Test Pit Logs




Produced with Core-GS by Geroc

Davis Ogilvie & Partners Limited SHALLOW INVESTIGATION RES??LTS
(ODAVIS OGILVIE  sivsnstreet cre <156, Greymouth, 7840 JobNe /44214 v
ce \ onz
ENGINEERS / SURVEYORS / PLANNERS  w z Test N° / TPO1
Project: Geotechnical Investigation for Subdivision (Lot 3 DP 360520, Westport) Date: 04/09/24
Client: John McLaughlin Time: 8:30am
Test Location: Refer to attached Geotechnical Site Plan (DWG G01A) Excavation Method: 20T Ex
D
E SOIL DESCRIPTION L T DCP RESULTS: DCP 01
P Q152 |58 R
Soil descri d ith Field Description of S Rock Guideli o
T | ot il Cassication ané Doscrpion of Sl and Rock MeErgmecrg apones (| 3 | B ,},9 s (Blows / 100mm) )
m) NZ Geotechnical Society Inc, December 2005 (U] 1 2I 3I ‘; ? 9 _{ ai 9I 1.0 1,1 1? 1.3 1(4 1|5
1 000-0.10m: P]um % 2 [ LR E HCE B 3 ;
|\ Organic SILT with some sand; dark brown. Wet, non-plastic, = i 10 ] S W
i organics are amorphopus and contains rootlets. Sand is fine G (7] 30 >>
7 \(TOPSOLL). [ 5 [Hammer bouncing | P
05] 0.10-0.50m: = 30>>
Fine SAND; orange-brown with iron oxide staining. Very Y 'Hammer bouncing : : ¢
7\ dense, dry, poorly graded (CEMENTED MARINE DEPOSITS) 2 -
i 2 ] & o4 B !
il © i i
- Test Pit terminated at 0.50m - Excavator refusal due to dense soil. %
1.04 5 lecegicesg ; -
=] £ s t
- I5] a 4
1.5
2.0 SR S SRl At ST [ e Do A, L
2.5 i -
3.04
3.5
4.0
4.5
PHOTO(S) Dynamic Cone Penetrometer (DCP) tests and logs give an indication of the
§ ground conditions at the location of the tests only. While they may be
representative of typical conditions across the site, they do not identify
variations in the ground away from the test locations. This log does not
cover slope stability or suitability of the site for building.
Dynamic Cone Penetrometer tests are performed in accordance with NZS
4402 Test 6.5.2 (Procedure 1 and 2)
Ground Water
Logged By: HW
Y Standing
D Outflow Plotted By: CZM
<} Inflow Checked By: HW
Notes: Unable to penetrate further with 20T excavator.




Produced with Core-GS by Geroc

e SHALLOW INVESTIGATION RESULTS
do DAV|S OGILVIE o i S sreymouth 5 /PO Bax 156, Greymouth, 7840 Job Ne° / 44214 ‘

> 5 Email greym fo.nz <
ENGINEERS / SURVEYORS / PLANNERS  www.do.nz Test Nn/ Tpoz

Project: Geotechnical Investigation for Subdivision (Lot 3 DP 360520, Westport) Date: 04/09/24
Client: John MclLaughlin Time: 9:00 am
Test Location: Refer to attached Geotechnical Site Plan (DWG G01A) Excavation Method: 20T Ex
D
E SOIL DESCRIPTION » o ° 5 DCP RESULTS: DCP 02 &
P O 52 |58
Soil description in general accordance with Field Description of Soil and Reck Guidell 890 @ L
; folrthe Field CI‘asgiEllicat!;naﬁd Description of Soil and R;:k far Er‘\gmeerm; Pur:‘n:slsHE g | E ; {BrDWS / 100mmj) (m
NZ Geotechnical Society Inc, December 2005 (U] (U]
(m) 2 3 4 8 8 7 8 9 01 1213 1 18
0.00 - 0.40m: & B o R EE
= o s T :
| Organic SILT with some sand; dark brown. Saturated, » Ti ";‘S “*<1~ o i
amorphous and contains rootlets. Sand is fine (TOPSOIL). / Pl 18 ® 4 H
0.20m: Grades to brown. ™ 15 & "QI’_ 16
0.5 0.40-1.30m: 2ood & 30>>
| Sandy fine to coarse GRAVEL with some silt; crange- RSy o [Hammer bouncing [ | ¢ o
brown/brown. Dense to very dense, moist, well graded. Sand o=l QOver excavated to 1_2mJ
7 isfine to coarse. Gravel is subangular to rounded. Generally g; o i T B T ? :
7 granitic. Thin laminations of iron pan present. g &5 *’-“:
- o® W
1.0 L& 8= p ¢
0.35m: Dark brownish black iron pan layer approximately S o5 3 T
e 50mm thick. © -2 57
- = Uu <
©° vy
4 1.30-3.00m: A N
1.5 Fine SAND; bluish grey. Medium dense to very dense, moist, i ] 9] : i
| poorly graded. : 13 it
T 18 >>
P 20 >>
- 1.90m: Contains some fine to coarse subrounded gravel __| 2kh ) 20>>
2.0 and minor subrounded to rounded cobbles, : i3 g 20 >>
2.00m: Saturated. — | ! 1 [
T a : :
4 0 & : i
1 e ® z ;
] i A : :
2.5 : w damun ;
[u] . M H
A =3 i :
E : :
_ < : :
L ! ;
3.0 : :
-| Test Pit terminated at 3.00m - Target depth and hole collapse on :
- saturated sand. :
3.5 < |
4.0 enni u e
4.5 4 N
M_T_Qlﬁl Dynamic Cone Penetrometer (DCP) tests and logs give an indication of the
- Zﬁ“ ground conditions at the location of the tests only. While they may be
o R Ry representative of typical conditions across the site, they do not identify
7 -“?'._ . s 1 variations in the ground away from the test locations. This log does not

cover slope stability or suitability of the site for building.

Dynamic Cone Penetrometer tests are performed in accordance with NZS
4402 Test 6.5.2 (Procedure 1 and 2)

Ground Water
Logged By: HW
Y Standing
- Outflow Plotted By: CZM
<- In flow Checked By: HW
Notes:




Produced with Core-GS by Geroc

Davis Ogilvie & Partners Limited

do DAVIS OGILVIE

SHALLOW INVESTIGATION RESULTS

64b High Job N° / 44214
ENGINEERS / SURVEYORS / PLANNERS  www.do.r Test Nc/ TPO03
Project: Geotechnical Investigation for Subdivision (Lot 3 DP 360520, Westport) Date: 04/09/24
Client: John McLaughlin Time: 9:30 am
Test Location: Refer to attached Geotechnical Site Plan (DWG G01A) Excavation Method: 20T Ex
D
E SOIL DESCRIPTION o | £ - B DCP RESULTS: DCP 03
P 0|59 |58 ”
Soil d 1 | d ith Field D ipt f Soil and Rock Guideli
T | arive Ed Cisacationand Descrpion of Soiland Rock for ranering Puposes. | 3 | &1 | 8 s (Blows / 100mm) (m
(m) NZ Geotechnical Society Inc, December 2005 () o q . p 5 6 7 8 © 10 11 12 13 14 15
| 0.00-0.80m: R B I ! RN
| Organic SILT with trace sand; dark brown. Very soft, wet to Lo ol X <I_ bhe £ 4
saturated, non-plastic, contains amorphous and fibrous ¥ ’;:x" X & [DCP sank 300mm |
7 rootlets. Sand is fine. I PRl s B | 7 ;
- O x ,\_\!‘ X X —_—
0.5 W e § 2] ¢
XXX X% o 4
- X AR xK
® X ox
- 0.70m - 0.80m: Iron pan layer. Very dense, well LI Sl
cemented, approximately 100mm thick : .Lx
_ 0.80-0.90m: Z 2 &Y Hammer bouncing | :
10\ Sandy fine to coarse GRAVEL with some silt; orange- NS/ | 7 = i
brown/grey. Very dense, dry, well graded. Gravel is 1
7| \ subrounded to rounded, well cemented.
-| Test Pit terminated at 0.90m - Refusal in dense soil.
1.5
2.0
2.54
3.04
3.54
4.04
4.5

Dynamic Cone Penetrometer (DCP) tests and logs give an indication of the
ground conditions at the location of the tests only. While they may be
representative of typical conditions across the site, they do not identify

variations in the ground away from the test locations. This log does not
cover slope stability or suitability of the site for building.

Dynamic Cone Penetrometer tests are performed in accordance with NZS
4402 Test 6.5.2 (Procedure 1 and 2)

Ground Water
Logged By: HW
Y Standing
D>~  Outflow Plotted By: Czm
<+  Inflow Checked By: HW
Notes:




Produced with Core-GS by Geroc

Davis Ogilvie & ers Limited

dODAVIS OGILVIE

SHALLOW INVESTIGATION RESULTS

B4b High Stre mouth, 78 Job N¢ / 44214

ENGINEERS / SURVEYORS / PLANNERS TESt Nn/ TP04
Project: Geotechnical Investigation for Subdivision (Lot 3 DP 360520, Westport) Date: 04/09/24
Client: John McLaughlin Time: 10:00 am

Test Location: Refer to attached Geotechnical Site Plan (DWG GO1A) Excavation Method: 20T Ex

D

E SOIL DESCRIPTION ® -‘é ° . DCP RESULTS: DCP 04 R

P ) O |5 |3<

Soil descripti | d h Field Description of Soil and Reck Guidell o L

T || erine el lassfcation ana Descrpon o Sol and Rosk or Engneering Puoses. | 93 | B4 | 8 3 (Blows / 100mm) (m)

NZ Geotechnical Society Inc, December 2005 (U] (O]

(m) 1 3 4 5 8 7 8B 8 10 1 12 13 14 15
| 0.00-0.10m: P e’ ® _I : PR RN EE
_\ Organic SILT with some sand; dark brown. \Wet, non-plastic. ;i 4

Sand is fine (TOPSOIL). s ] =
] 0.10-0.50m: w \<]_‘1

0.5 Silty fine SAND; bluish grey. Dense, saturated, poorly graded, &
_\ contains rootlets. a

0.40m - 0.50m: Dark orange-brown iron pan layer. Very £
b dense, blocky, approximately 50-100mm thick. ;
| 0.50-3.50m:

’ n: Fine SAND; orange-brown. Very dense, maist, poorly graded,

' moderately cemented, thin laminations of iron oxide staining
= throughout (MARINE SAND).

L B o D N -
- 1.80m: Grades to brown, ——]

2.0 o

2.5 2.50m: Grades to brownish grey. ___{
i Iron oxide laminations absent.
] 2.90m: Grad . §
o .90m: Grades to grey, contains miner gravel and ;

3.0 cobbles, subrounded, granite.— | 4' 3

Becomes saturated, : @

] £
-+ o
i o~

3.5
-1 Test Pit terminated at 3.50m - Target depth and hole collapse on
- saturated sand.

4.0 fommmnn -

4.54 s T

Dynamic Cone Penetrometer (DCP) tests and logs give an indication of the
ground conditions at the location of the tests only. While they may be
representative of typical conditions across the site, they do not identify
variations in the ground away from the test locations. This log does not

cover slope stability or suitability of the site for building.

Dynamic Cone Penetrometer tests are performed in accordance with NZS
4402 Test 6.5.2 (Procedure 1 and 2)

Ground Water
Logged By: HW
¥  Standing
D  Outfiow Plotted By: CzZM
<t  Inflow Checked By: HW
Notes:

>



Produced with Core-GS by Geroc

Davis Ogilvie & Partners Limit SHALLOW INVESTIGATION RESULTS
(ODAVIS OGILVIE oo 7605 /0 Box 7 JobNe /44214
ENGINEERS / SURVEYORS / PLANNERS  www z : Test N° / TPO5
Project: Geotechnical Investigation for Subdivision (Lot 3 DP 360520, Westport) Date: 04/09/24
Client: John McLaughlin Time: 10:30 am
Test Location: Refer to attached Geotechnical Site Plan (DWG GO1A) Excavation Method: 20T Ex
D
E SOIL DESCRIPTION 0 jé T 5 DCP RESULTS: DCP 05 R
) P e ‘ G52 |58 L
T | o i e s ana Desenghon of ot and Rock gy | B | 83 |22 (Blows / 100mm) (m)
ful NZ Geotechnical Society Inc, December 2005 o o 4 5 8 7 B 9 10 11 12 13 14 15
| 0.00-0.20m: w | %75 T*;" e mo§@ oy .8 £ 4
| Organic SILT; dark brown. Saturated, non-plastic, organics = s e
Nare amorphous, contains rootlets (TOPSOIL). 7 R
| 020-058m: =L g f
05 Silty fine SAND; bluish grey. Very loose to loose, wet to L Q- o i
saturated, poorly graded, contains minor fibrous organics, R 7] 28 >>
7\ decaying wood and logs. | 8 30 5>
5 0.50m - 0.52m: Dark orange iron pan layer. Very dense, E s
& approximately 20mm thick, undulating g

104 058 - 1.80m:

- Fine SAND; orange-brown. Very dense, saturated, poorly
- graded, contains iron oxide staining (CEMENTED MARINE
| SAND DEPOSITS).

SP

-1 Test Pit terminated at 1.80m - Excavator refusal due to dense soil.

3.04 R

Dynamic Cone Penetrometer (DCP) tests and logs give an indication of the
ground conditions at the location of the tests only. While they may be
representative of typical conditions across the site, they do not identify
variations in the ground away from the test locations. This log does not

cover slope stability or suitability of the site for building.

Dynamic Cone Penetrometer tests are performed in accordance with NZS
4402 Test 6.5.2 (Procedure 1 and 2)

Ground Water

Logged By: HW
Y Standing
D-  Outflow Plotted By: CZM
<} In flow Checked By: HW

Notes: Perched water seepage at 0.5m.




Produced with Core-GS by Geroc

Davis Ogilvie & Partners Limited

mouth, 7&

do DAVIS OGILVIE

64b
Offic:
www.do.nz

ENGINEERS / SURVEYORS / PLANNERS

Project: Geotechnical Investigation for Subdivision (Lot 3 DP 360520, Westport)

Client: John McLaughlin

> /PO B

156, Greymouth, 7840

Test Location: Refer to attached Geotechnical Site Plan (DWG G01A)

SHALLOW INVESTIGATION RESULTS
JobNe / 44214
Test N° / TPO06

Date: 04/09/24

Time: 11:00 am

Excavation Method: 20T Ex

D
E SOIL DESCRIPTION 2 o . DCP RESULTS: DCP 06
P S|5p |58 g
Soil d f | d ith Field D f Soil and Rock. Guidel =]
T | Yo the Flad Casaifcaion and Descrpion of S and Rosk for Enaneering Puoses. | 3 | 8 =1 | 8 & (Blows / 100mm) (m
(m) NZ Geotechnical Society Inc, December 2005 o o 1 2 3 4 5 5 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15
| 0.00-0.20m: o gl.y 5§z & & & I
| Organic SILT; dark brown. Saturated, non-plastic, organics E 1 .
_[\are amorphous, contains rootlets (TOPSOIL). &) o
| 0.20-0.50m: > g 775>
0s] Silty fine SAND; bluish grey. Loose, wet to saturated, poorly G 30 >>
graded. 0.45m - 0.50m: Orange-brown iron oxide layer ! @ 'Hammer bouncing : . 2 :
T approximately 20-100mm thick, reddish orange. 53 o S R
1 0.50-1.90m: gl .4 & & i : :
Fine SAND; orange-brown. Very dense, dry, contains iron S
3 n: oxide staining, appears to be laminated/thinly bedded i : ]
' (CEMENTED MARINE SAND). [rends 1 H 1
1 o : |
w : ]
15 busedruasiiaiakissal
2.04 Test Pit terminated at 1.90m - Refusal on dense soil. === & - -1
25 ; ]
35, . : s e
4.0 i i " ]
4.5, = I

Dynamic Cone Penetrometer (DCP) tests and logs give an indication of the
ground conditions at the location of the tests only. While they may be
representative of typical conditions across the site, they do not identify

variations in the ground away from the test locations. This log does not
cover slope stability or suitability of the site for building.

Dynamic Cone Penetrometer tests are performed in accordance with NZS
4402 Test 6.5.2 (Procedure 1 and 2)

Ground Water
Logged By: HW
Y Standing
D Outfiow Plotted By: CzMm
<+ Inflow Checked By: HW
Notes:




Produced with Core-GS by Geroc

do SAVIS OGILVIE Davis Ogilvie & Partners Limited SHALLOW INVESTIGATION RESULTS
H4b Hu C ith, 7€ ( D,
41 High Sipet. Giayrinuth. 73 Joble /44214
ENGINEERS / SURVEYORS / PLANNERS  wwn z Test N° / TPO7
Project: Geotechnical Investigation for Subdivision (Lot 3 DP 360520, Westport) Date: 03/09/24
Client: John McLaughlin Time: 8:30am
Test Location: Refer to attached Geotechnical Site Plan (DWG GO1A) Excavation Method: 20T Ex
D
E SOIL DESCRIPTION o T DCP RESULTS: DCP 07
P S|Ep|5¢8 s
Soil descripti ral accordance with Field Descripti f Soil and Rock. Guidel a0 © L
; for Iheesgn‘eﬂdnglér;sgleﬁ::twnn aflirD:r;c:;wn aIfESmI nz";r‘:ucl :‘or Eoll\galr’:eﬂnzg F’uv‘;:]:e‘:e g E - E ; [ElOWS / 100"‘"11) (m)
NZ Geotechnical Saciety Inc, D 2005 (G} o
(m) 1 § % 4 5 & 7 8 § W A2W BB
0.00 - 0.50m: e T*‘ 0 : : : : : : 4 ¥ : 3 : 2
g : " o 15 =
| Organic SILT with trace sand; dark brown. Moist to wet, non- = *‘T‘s « B [0
plastic, amorphous and contains rootlets. Sand is fine P2 lswg 2
1 (TOPSOIL). o s
4 PR -1
0 s u) &
| o50-1.10m: et
| silty/Sandy fine to coarse GRAVEL with minor cobbles and G el =
trace small boulders; dark brown. Medium dense to very z = of*fa 3
1 dense, moist to wet, contains minor iron oxide staining. B I8 2
- ) 4 g
1.04 0.90m: Becomes very dense/well cemented / ;D s "f‘i’_‘c =
conglomerate. Pk =]
O]
- Test Pit terminated at 1.10m - Excavator refusal on dense soil
1.5
2.0
2.54
3.04
3.5
4.0
454
w Dynamic Cone Penetrometer (DCP) tests and logs give an indication of the
ground conditions at the location of the tests only. While they may be
representative of typical conditions across the site, they do not identify
variations in the ground away from the test locations. This log does not
cover slope stability or suitability of the site for building.
Dynamic Cone Penetrometer tests are performed in accordance with NZ§
4402 Test 6.5.2 (Procedure 1and 2)
Ground Water
Logged By: HW
A 4 Standing
B Outfiow Plotted By: CZM
<+ In flow Checked By: HW
Notes:




Produced with Core-GS by Geroc

T Davis Ogilvie & Partners Limited SHALLOW INVESTIGA.NON RESULTS
dODAVISOGILWE 545 Hih treet,Grymauth, 7605 /70 i : Jobne % 44214

ENGINEERS / SURVEYORS / DLAN‘NEDS Test Nn/ TPOB

Project: Geotechnical Investigation for Subdivision (Lot 3 DP 360520, Westport) Date: 03/09/24
Client: John McLaughlin Time: 9:00 am
Test Location: Refer to attached Geotechnical Site Plan (DWG G01A) Excavation Method: 20T Ex
D
E SOIL DESCRIPTION mn |8 T DCP RESULTS: DCP 08
P o859 |58 E
Soil d iption i i a d ith Field Dy t f Soil and Rock. Guidel
T || Torthe Fild Clanaffoaton and Bascripton of Sof B et e Sl |81 |22 (Blows / 100mm) (m)
m) NZ Geotechnical Society Inc, December 2005 [G] ] BEERENETEET Y
0.00 - 0.30m: T A I : !
Organic SILT with minor sand; dark brown. Wet to saturated, £ Ti *‘T"S ' Rl o8 i
_| organics are amorphous and contains rootlets. Sand is fine. 15 o ) HE H
N 2S5 4] R
05 0.30-1.70m: oc:%w & o
Sandy fine to coarse GRAVEL with some silt and cobbles, and &S = Q 10 ]
trace boulders; dark brown. Medium dense becoming very g iy "DQ" g
dense, wet to saturated, well graded, densely packed, = 0; o
- contains rootlets. Gravel and cobbles are subrounded, f; g* = g Hammer bouncing | | ¢
b =] ) o H
104 2 225 S [Overexcavatedto 1.0m ||
3
- 1.10m; Grades to brown, roots absent, —— = fa 2 J
&
4 =&
gonl e e
4 S e g
. 1.40m: Dark black iron pan layer. 1 Ou:i:’(_
15 Cemented soil. 2% e
b=
] S e P
o &

7] TestPit terminated at 1.70m - Excavator refusal on dense soil.

Dynamic Cone Penetrometer (DCP) tests and logs give an indication of the
ground conditions at the location of the tests only. While they may be
representative of typical conditions across the site, they do not identify
variations in the ground away from the test locations. This log does not

cover slope stability or suitability of the site for building.

Dynamic Cone Penetrometer tests are performed in accordance with NZS
4402 Test 6.5.2 (Procedure 1 and 2)

Ground Water

Logged By: HW
¥  standing
- Outfiow Plotted By: CZM
<}t Inflow Checked By: HW

Notes: Pperched groundwater. Standing groundwater not encountered,




Produced with Core-GS by Geroc

Davis Ogilvie & Partners Limited SHALLOW INVESTIGATION RESULTS
(ODAVISOGILVIE st 505 /70 o 156 Greymouth T34 s P R |
ENGINEERS / SURVEYORS / PLANNERS  www : Test N° / TP09 i
Project: Geotechnical Investigation for Subdivision (Lot 3 DP 360520, Westport) Date: 03/09/24
Client: John McLaughlin Time: 10:00 am
Test Location: Refer to attached Geotechnical Site Plan (DWG GO1A) Excavation Method: 20T Ex
D
E SOIL DESCRIPTION i J'-E' Ty DCP RESULTS: DCP 09 &
e { in ith Fi i ideli o o g’ 2% L
T dseciptan i getara cordurcs it Fled Qescrpr 1S g pinoses. | 5 | B | B s (Blows / 100mm) (m)
(m) NZ Geotechnical Society Inc, December 2005 (U] (L] 7 5 40 11 12 13 14 15
| o.00-0.20m: w |[&™ ¢ ' P g P
| Organic SILT with trace cobbles; dark brown. Saturated, L I
organics are amorphous and contains rootlets. Cobbles are =
<\ rounded (TOPSOIL). 7
0.5]\ 0.20 - 0.40m: i e
Fine to coarse SAND with minar silt; brown. Very loose to % B
7\ loose, moist to wet, contains trace rootlets. LR N
) 0.40-0.70m: 0.60m - 0.70m: Fine to coarse sand lense. = R
R ' : Becomes wet. A i 1 o & o §a
1.0 \Sitty fine to coarse SAND; grey-brown. Loose, moist. I T <t § Over excavated to 1.1m. l _,
11 0.70 - 0.90m: O [ 2 X4 dlof: ¢ 1t i
Silty fine SAND; bluish grey. Loose, saturated. CX g [
n o
J\ 0.90- 1.10m: o E|
|\ Organic peaty SILT; dark brown, Loose, moist to wet, organics |4 = j—“fj'cf 6
15 \are amorphous, O ™) ;c(: 5]
1 1.10-1.70m: 1.35m- 1.40m: Organic peaty silt lense with raotlets.” ;D, ::ooc- 2 | :
| Sandy fine to coarse GRAVEL with minor cobbles; brown. S=
[=]

Loose to medium dense, moist, well graded.

1.70 - 2.20m:

20 Fineto coarse GRAVEL with some cobbles and trace
boulders: brown. Very dense, moist, well graded. Cobbles and
boulders are subrounded to rounded.

9
L]
Co ool

Hammer bouncing 5

0% 00: ¢°
0%

GW
00079 ¢ o
CO e
0 a0

4 Test Pit terminated at 2.20m - Excavator refusal on dense soil

2,54 Lo

Dynamic Cone Penetrometer (DCP) tests and logs give an indication of the
ground conditions at the location of the tests only, While they may be
representative of typical conditions across the site, they do not identify
variations in the ground away from the test locations. This log does not

cover slope stability or suitability of the site for building.

Dynamic Cone Penetrometer tests are performed in accordance with NZS
4402 Test 6.5.2 (Procedure 1 and 2)

Ground Water

Logged By: HW
¥  Standing
D Outflow Plotted By: CZM
<+  Inflow Checked By: HW

Notes: Perched water inflow. Standing groundwater not encountered.




Produced with Core-GS by Geroc

& : Davis Ogitvie & Parthers Lidited SHALLOW INVESTIGATION RESULTS
(ODAVIS OGILVIE  siigREitedimeiil’st, o v o cmyman. o JobNe /44214
ENGINEERS / SURVEYORS / PLANNERS 3 2 = : TE!St No/ Tp10
Project: Geotechnical Investigation for Subdivision (Lot 3 DP 360520, Westport) Date: 03/09/24
Client: John McLaughlin Time: 12:00 pm
Test Location: Refer to attached Geotechnical Site Plan (DWG GO01A) Excavation Method: 20T Ex
D
E SOIL DESCRIPTION » _‘é’ 2 5 DCP RESULTS: DCP 10 i
P ; : : i (6] =% g’ S L
| e e e P st erengnams e | B | 83 | 8 s (Blows / 100mm) (m)
(m) NZ Geotechnical Society Inc, December 2005 (U] (O] 1 2 3 4 5 5 7 s o 10 11 12 13 14 15
0.00 - 0.30m: w s 1-\: 0 t : : s : ! ] : : s ] R
Organic SILT; dark brown, Saturated, non-plastic, organics i) Ti *“T"S e 1
are amorphous and cantains rootlets (TOPSOIL). 1S % 1 1 S T S EEO PN DS T DN R N N
4 0.30-0.50m: s ik 29 >>
0.5 Silty fine to coarse SAND with some gravel. Loose, saturated. Rl [ 30 >>
_\ Silt is organic. Gravel is fine to coarse, granitic. %,;3 &t Hammer bouncing L
4 0.50-1.60m: Ny PoF o
Sandy fine to coarse GRAVEL with some silt; orange-brown. oS AN
Saturated, well graded. Gravel is subangular to rounded, = _;:. ;Dc : : :
.0 granitic. Sand is fine to coarse. Minor iron pan development, 2 :L ?°<';" < 3 }
[ S w &
T 1.05m: Grades to greyish brown./ o By foq ‘% Hammer bouncing | :
- NS ) 3 x B H
- Co e = : H H :
] g2l &
ki aele T
1.60 - 1.90m: ’;"m*; b
x X o

Organic SILT and SAND; dark brown, contains rootlets and

oL
E 7 ¥
Ix
*x E

X X % %

amorphous organics. S
204 1.80-3.20m: %{: P
Sandy fine to coarse GRAVEL with trace cobbles; greyish o 5
brown, well graded, densely packed. Cobbles and gravel are e
| subrounded to rounded. PR =
" x
2.20m - 2.40m: Contains organic silt with some sand. e f;
4 N
2,54 2 g_eg:D
= 0] = (=
: eld
-y
_ S
- e i T T
3.0 ©% OD‘h Py
ae =Y @
- St 4
2575 8
E
7 Test Pit terminated at 3.20m - Target depth achieved. «
3.54
4.0
4.54 i H i < .

Dynamic Cone Penetrometer (DCP) tests and logs give an indication of the
ground conditions at the location of the tests only. While they may be
representative of typical conditions across the site, they do not identify

variations in the ground away from the test locations. This leg does not
cover slope stability or suitability of the site for building.

Dynamic Cone Penetrometer tests are performed in accordance with NZS
4402 Test 6.5.2 (Procedure 1 and 2)

Ground Water
Logged By: HW
¥  Standing
[ Outflow Plotted By: CzZM
<+  Inflow Checked By: HW
Notes:




Produced with Core-GS by Geroc

D SHALLOW INVESTIGATION RESULTS A
(ODAVIS OGILVIE siction i 505 70 B 56, Greymouth T JobNe | 44214 .
ENGINEERS / SURVEYORS / PLANNERS Test N° / TP11
Project: Geotechnical Investigation for Subdivision (Lot 3 DP 360520, Westport) Date: 03/09/24
Client: John McLaughlin Time: 1:30 pm
Test Location: Refer to attached Geotechnical Site Plan (DWG GO1A) Excavation Method: 20T Ex
D
E SOIL DESCRIPTION 2 T DCP RESULTS: DCP 11
; 3l59 |58 ;
Soil descripti I accord th Field Description of Soil and Rock. Guideli a0 © L
T e dencipton i ganersl aceortanCe o e ook for Enginosriog Pupotes. | 2 g~ g = (Blows / 100mm) m
(m) NZ Geotechnical Saciety Inc, December 2005 1 2| 3[ ‘% § 7‘ ? 9. 1P 1.1 1? 1.3 1:4 1,5
| 0.00-0.60m: P : P Podoor b
| Organic SILT with trace sand; dark brown. Moist, non-plastic. TS e m
Sand is fine to medium. Contains 100-150mm lense of fine to o | 15w s =)
' coarse sand, organics are amorphous and contains rootlets = 15 M i
4s] (TOPSOLL). S
w TS o
1 2
| 060-1.10m: :1:;xx E
| SILT with some clay and organics; brownish grey. Soft, moist, X o o
low plasticity. Organics are generally fibrous roots and 3‘ S ,‘::
7 branches. R s
10 gich
% X
1 1.10-1.80m: B
| organic SILT/PEAT; brown/dark brown. Very soft, moist to o 4 %
wet, non-plastic, amarphous and fibrous organics. i x:;‘ :ﬁ
] = » x xx
1.5 oL ;;;ixxx
i i x ey %
x ® xx* x).c
7 xx: x:.M
XX
1 1.80-2.40m: 1.80m - 1.90m: Iron pan layer.<—_| Liled
20 Sandy fine to coarse GRAVEL with some cobbles; brown. Dry @° 4T ]
to moist, well graded. Sand is fine to coarse. Gravel is 2 pEera)
9 subangular to subrounded, well cemented. B [Shs oy
— b . ad
= g, ‘:occ,
2 s
S
254 Teast Pit terminated at 2.40m - Excavator refusal on dense soil.
3.0
354 . .
o 0l e g 2
4.54
P_HQlQ@ Dynamic Cone Penetrometer (DCP) tests and logs give an indication of the
¢ ™ 5 ground conditions at the location of the tests only. While they may be
representative of typical conditions across the site, they do not identify
variations in the ground away from the test locations. This log does not
cover slope stability or suitability of the site for building.
Dynamic Cone Penetrometer tests are performed in accordance with NZS
4402 Test 6.5.2 (Procedure 1 and 2)
Ground Water
Logged By: HW
Y Standing
D Outflow Plotted By: CZMm
< Inflow Checked By: HW
Notes: Slow seepage at 0.5m.
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SHALLOW INVESTIGATION RESULTS 5

dODAVIS OGILVIE ‘ JobNe [ 44214 )
ENGINEERS / SURVEYORS / PLANNERS  www.do.nz Test N° / TP12
Project: Geotechnical Investigation for Subdivision (Lot 3 DP 360520, Westport) Date: 03/09/24
Client: John McLaughlin Time: 2:30 pm
Test Location: Refer to attached Geotechnical Site Plan (DWG G01A) Excavation Method: 20T Ex
D
E SOIL DESCRIPTION - E ° 5 DCP RESULTS: DCP 12 o
P : O ag |3
Soil descrip ral ith Field D | Rock Ji =] L
; (r e P and Descr\;vtltn’:l el and Rock ?Jrsgr:'g?r?:en:; Pfr:f:e:e g [ g ; (Blows /100mm) (m)
m) NZ Geotechnical Society Inc, December 2005 (U] 1 2‘ ? 4 5 § ? 8 \? 1}3 11 12 1.3 1‘4 15
4 0.00-0.20m: » | &S TA‘;‘L T
-| Organic SILT with trace sand and gravel; dark brown. Moist, P ofrs w o4 i
_|\ non-plastic, organics are amorphous and contains rootlets, o |x ’;:: X [ B B
Sand is fine to coarse. Gravel is fine (TOPSOIL). = R i
0.5\ 0.20 - 0.40m: 2 |ind e : N
SILT with minor sand; dark grey. Soft, moist, non-plastic, D i i ;
contains trace rootlets. Sand is fine, R 2 i :
2 |86 o :
—\ 0.40 - 0.60m: 0 |1e°s's : : 4
- | Fine to coarse SAND with minor gravel and silt; dark brownish b= - H
1.04 \grey. Wet to saturated, well graded. Gravel s fine. :<_;‘__‘_;j,5x b : i ]
-\ 0.60 - 0.90m: g [gaau Podod
| Sandy fine to coarse GRAVEL with some silt and minor W x % X B
- | cobbles; brown/orange-brown. Saturated, well graded, lightly i ;i
- | cemented. Gravel and cobbles are subangular to subrounded, z |o <85 2 i o4
1.64) \g@ranitic. Sand is fine to coarse. B [0 waf 4 e i
4| 0.90- 1.30m: b L gg =
| SILT with trace sand and gravel; greyish brown. Very soft, -
~|| moist, non-plastic, contains trace fibrous organics, Sand is i
|| fine to coarse. Gravel is fine, rounded.
2.0, 1.00m - 1.10m: Lense of fine to coarse sand with trace
L gravel; brown. Saturated, well graded. Gravel is fine,
. rounded.
1| 130-1.60m: o
7]

Sandy/Silty fine o coarse GRAVEL with minor cobbles; dark
brown/brown, Very dense, moist to dry, moderately cemented,
well graded.

1.60 - 3.00m:
Fine SAND with some silt; light greenish grey. Dense to very
dense, dry, poorly graded.

2.30m: Contains coarse gravel and cobbles, subrounded

to rounded.
3.00 - 4.50m:
Silty fine SAND; bluish grey. Moist to wet, laminated/thinly
bedded beach deposits, poorly graded, densely packed.

3.50m: Becomes saturated, ——|

Test Pit terminated at 4,50m - Target depth achieved.

4.2m (03-Sep-24) 4.1m (03-Sep-24)

Dynamic Cone Penetrometer (DCP) tests and logs give an indicaticn of the
ground conditions at the location of the tests only. While they may be
representative of typical conditions across the site, they do not identify
variations in the ground away from the test locations. This log does not

cover slope stability or suitability of the site for building.

Dynamic Cone Penetrometer tests are performed in accordance with NZS
4402 Test 6.5.2 (Procedure 1 and 2)

Ground Water
Logged By: HW
¥  standing
B Outfiow Plotted By: CZM
<} In flow Checked By: HW
Notes: Pperched groundwater leading to shallow soil saturation,
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SHALLOW INVESTIGATION RESULTS
(ODAVIS OGILVIE sibnansuee : O Bolge, Gesyrmouth JobNe [ 44214
ENGINEERS / SURVEYORS / PLANNERS z Test N° / TP13
Project: Geotechnical Investigation for Subdivision (Lot 3 DP 360520, Westport) Date: 04/09/24
Client: John McLaughlin Time: 2:30 pm
Test Location: Refer to attached Geotechnical Site Plan (DWG GO1A) Excavation Method: 20T Ex
D
E SOIL DESCRIPTION » E 'g 5 DCP RESULTS: DCP 13 =
P Q 53 |34
Soil descript | accord ith Fi ption land R idell o L
] el hoaion and Deserton e e e i e, | | B 5 2 (Blows / 100mm) ™
(m) NZ Gectechnical Society Inc, December 2005 (U] 1 2 3 4 s 6 7 8 s 1 1 12 13 14 15
| 0.00-0.10m: E w15 X T : B ¥ ' : v T H .
|\ Organic SILT; dark brown. Moist, contains trace rootlets, ra ol F LSl g
organics are amorphous (TOPSOIL). = ,g
11 0.10- 0.20m: 3
0.5 \Sandy SILT; bluish grey. Soft, wet, non-plastic. Sand is fine. & E
4 0.20-0.65m: kel
_\ Fine SAND; orange-brown. Medium dense to very dense, dry, 7’5
|\ poorly graded, moderately to well cemented. / %
] 0.65-1.80m: z
1.0 Fine SAND with frace cobbles: dark orange-brown. Loose to 5
| very dense, moist to dry, poorly graded. Cobbles are highly e
i weathered granite, subrounded, crushing to sand a o o4 §.8
] (CEMENTED MARINE SAND). 7] Over excavated to 1.3m. |:
l 3 T & 4
154 4 iou
| 5|
2.0: Test Pit terminated at 1.80m - Excavator refusal on dense soil. Hammer bounc’tng_] “
2.54
3.04
3.5
4.04
4.5
Mﬂﬂ Dynamic Cone Penetrometer (DCP) tests and logs give an indication of the
ground conditions at the location of the tests only. While they may be
representative of typical conditions across the site, they do not identify
variations in the ground away from the test locations. This log does not
cover slope stability or suitability of the site for building
Dynamic Cone Penetrometer tests are performed in accordance with NZS
4402 Test 6.5.2 (Procedure 1 and 2)
Ground Water
Logged By: HW
h 4 Standing
B~  Outflow Plotted By: CZM
<t Inflow Checked By: HW
Notes:
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Project: Geotechnical Investigation for Subdivision (Lot 3 DP 360520, Westport)

Client: John McLaughlin

Test Location: Refer to attached Geotechnical Site Plan (DWG G01A)

SHALLOW INVESTIGATION RESULTS
JobNe /44214
Test N° / TP14

Date: 04/09/24
Time: 3:00 pm

Excavation Method: 20T Ex

D
E SOIL DESCRIPTION o |2 5 5 DCP RESULTS: DCP 14 R
P O |59 |58
Soll description in general dance with Field Description of Soil and Rock. Guidel o © L
:; !:‘r Ihe:F::Jngfanssglz:atrlina:::"nirs‘in;mon ollGSni\:ninI;:c: chrEang\:asnr:; Pur:'o:alga g E ~ g g (BIOWS 1 1D°mm) (m)
(m) NZ Geotechnical Society Inc, December 2005 (U] 6 7 8 8 10 11 2 13 1 15
4 0.00-0.50m; &5 oo f o i T
Organic SILT; dark brown. Moist, non-plastic, amorphous and 83 ®
- , o | & T3 @
| contains rootlets (TOPSOIL). TS % 15 g
] w15 = 3 $E
1| 8 i
0. LR c d R
H w
| o50-1.10m: p= 15
| Fine to medium SAND with trace gravel; orange-brown and =4 18 >>
iron oxide stained. Medium dense to very dense, moist, well o 3 9] e
| graded, poorly cemented. Gravel s fine to coarse, o g 24 >>
7 subrounded. e 305>
1.0 0.70m: Grades to yellow. Gravel is fine to coarse, minor ; = . -
cobbles, subrounded. : 8 Hammer bouncing | g
4 1.10-2.10m: R R
| Sandy fine to coarse GRAVEL with some cobbles and minor ©% s
small boulders; brownish grey with orange iron oxide b=l
q | laminations, Very dense, well graded, moderately cemented. g s ol
= Cobbles, gravel and boulders are subrounded. 2 <% c‘é = 1
1 o [Tde]
g e S
T % uz ooc
- P .acc
2.04 > . " i
Sle'ely
1 2.10-3.00m: AT
_| Fine SAND: bluish grey. Moist, densely packed, poorly
graded.
254 a e d
- 7]
3.0
-] TestPit terminated at 3.00m - Target depth achieved.
3.5
4.0
4.5

Dynamic Cone Penetrometer (DCP) tests and logs give an indication of the
ground conditions at the location of the tests only. While they may be
representalive of typical conditions across the site, they do not identify
variations in the ground away from the test locations. This log does not

cover slope stability or suitability of the site for building.

Dynamic Cone Penetrometer tests are performed in accordance with NZS
4402 Test 6.5.2 (Procedure 1 and 2)

Ground Water
Logged By: HW
¥  Standing
D-  Outfiow Plotted By: CzZM
<+ Inflow Checked By: HW
Notes:
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SHALLOW INVESTIGATION RESULTS

Job Ne / 44214
ENGINEERS / SURVEYORS / PLANNERS Test N° / TP15
Project: Geotechnical Investigation for Subdivision (Lot 3 DP 360520, Westport) Date: 04/09/24
Client: John McLaughlin Time: 3:30 pm
Test Location: Refer to attached Geotechnical Site Plan (DWG GO1A) Excavation Method: 20T Ex
D
E SOIL DESCRIPTION o -_=¢-_' T 5 DCP RESULTS: DCP 15 .
P Q 22 |3
Sall description i a i I ideli =) L
1 N e i e e oo R ispmansasie (B | B (B2 (Blows / 100mm) (m)
(m) NZ Geotechnical Society Inc, December 2005 (U] ] 4 » 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 M 2 13 14 15
_| 0.00-0.20m: w | & 1‘:‘ ﬂ—_| e I SR T R QR
| Organic SILT with some sand: dark brown. Wet, non-plastic, L b ?é 2 i
organics are amorphous, contains rootlsts. Sand is fine to 7} 10 | H
-\ medium (TOPSOIL). § 21 >>
05| 0.20-0.70m: & 2 30>>
Fine SAND; orange-brown with orange iron oxide staining. W [Hammer bouncing o i H
7 Very dense, moist to dry, poorly graded, very well cemented. S 30 >>
T / © [Hammer bouncing I
. @ 3 T H
| Test Pit terminated at 0.70m - Excavator refusal on dense soil. -(?5
1.04 5
<l
A Aa
1.54
2.0
2.54
3.0
3.54
4.04
4.5

Dynamic Cone Penetrometer (DCP) tests and logs give an indication of the
ground conditions at the location of the tests only. While they may be
representative of typical conditions across the site, they do not identify

variations in the ground away from the test locations. This log does not
cover slope stability or suitability of the site for building

Dynamic Cone Penetrometer tests are performed in accordance with NZS
4402 Test 6.5.2 (Procedure 1 and 2)

Ground Water

Logged By: HW
h 4 Standing
D> Outflow Plotted By: CZM
<t In flow Checked By: HW

Notes: Unable to penetrate through dense cemented soils with 20T
excavator.




0

APPENDIX D
Statement of Suitability



64b High Street / PO Box 156, Greymouth 7840 do DAVlS OG".VlE

0800999333 [ greymouth@do.nz / www.do.nz

el e b Gl
ENGINEERS / SURVEYORS / PLANNERS

STATEMENT OF PROFESSIONAL OPINION ON THE
SUITABILITY OF LAND FOR SUBDIVISION

Issued By: Davis Ogilvie & Partners Ltd.

(Geotechnical engineering firm or suitably qualified Geo-professional)
To: John Raymond McLaughlin

(Owner/Developer)

To be supplied to:  Buller District Council (BDC)

(Territorial authority)
In respect of: Proposed sixteen-lot residential subdivision

(Description of infrastructure/land development)

At: Lot 3 DP 360520, SHE, Westport
(Address)

| Elliot Duke (Geo-professional) on behalf of Davis Ogilvie & Partners Ltd. (Geotechnical engineering

firm) hereby confirm:

1. | am a suitably qualified and experienced geotechnical engineer and was retained by the

owner / developer as the Geo-professional on the above proposed development.

2 The geotechnical assessment report, dated 23 January 2025 has been carried out in accordance
with the Department of Building and Housing Guidelines for geotechnical investigation and
assessment of subdivisions and includes:

(i) Details of and the results of the site investigations.
(i)  Recommendations proposing measures to avoid, remedy or mitigate any potential hazards
on the land subject to the application, in accordance with the provisions of Section 106 of

the Resource Management Act 1991.

1 In my professional opinion, | consider that Council is justified in granting consent incorporating

the following conditions:

a. Lot specific Geotechnical investigation shall be required for each lot at Building Consent
stage following confirmation of building site locations within the proposed scheme plan.

b. A preliminary offset of 10 m from the pond banks shall be imposed unless SED can
demonstrate mitigation of any edge effects.

c. All lot specific earthworks must be undertaken in accordance with NZS 4431 :2022 and shall
be undertaken under the supervision of a suitably qualified Geo-professional with

experience in land development.

Page 1 of 2
This document may not be read or reproduced exceptin its entirety.
Wgmsvr\CLIENT FILES\44000's\44214 MCLAUGHLIN, John - Subd - SHY 6 RT 246193\Geotech\003 Repor\STATEMENT OF PROFESSIONAL OPINION.docx
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d. Backfilled test pits within foundation excavations, should they be encountered, will require
remediation by excavation and replacement with site concrete or engineered fill in
accordance NZS 4431:2022.

e. Minimum floor levels as per New Zealand Building Code E1 must be confirmed with Buller
District Council at building consent stage.

3. This professional opinion is furnished to the territorial authority and the owner/developer for their
purposes alone, on the express condition that it will not be relied upon by any other person and
does not remove the necessity for the normal inspection of foundation conditions at the time of
erection of any building.

4, This certificate shall be read in conjunction with the geotechnical report referred to in Clause 2
above and shall not be copied or reproduced except in conjunction with the full geotechnical
completion report.

8. Liability under this statement accrues to the geotechnical firm only and no liability shall accrue to
the individual completing this statement.

6. The geotechnical engineering firm issuing this statement holds a current policy of professional
indemnity insurance of no less than $2,000,000.00 (Minimum amount of insurance shall be
commensurate with the current amounts recommended by EngNZ, ACENZ, TNZ, INGENIUM).

Elliot Duke

(Signature of Engineer)

Date: 23 January 2025

DIRECTOR
Chartered Professional Engineer
BE Nat Res (Hons), CMEngNZ, CPEng, INtPE(NZ), APEC Engineer

Page 2 of 2
This document may not be read or reproduced except in its entirety.
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Affected Person’s Written Approval to an Activity that is

BULLER

the Subject of a Resource Consent Application DISTRICT COUNCIL

Te Kaunihera O Kawatiri

Section 95E(3) Resource Management Act 1991
Form 8A - Resource Management (Forms, Fees, and Procedure) Regulations 2003

Deliver your approval to Planning Department, Buller District Council, 6-8 Brougham Street, Westport
Post your approval to Planning Department, Buller District Council, PO Box 21, Westport 7866
Email your approval to planning@bdc.govt.nz

Checklist

Vil
V

v
v
v

| have read and understand the information provided on page 4 of this form.

| have read the full application for resource consent, the Assessment of Environmental Effects, any
technical reports and any plans provided by the applicant (detail below) and have signed a copy of each
page of the plans.

| have attached the signed copy/copies of the plans.
| have listed the documents provided to me by the applicant for consideration.

I have provided the signature/s of person/s giving written approval (or person authorised to sign on behalf
of person giving written approval).

| am signing on behalf of an organisation/trust and have provided signed written proof from each person |
am signing on behalf of that | have authority to sign this form on their behalf.

Notes to affected person signing written approval

Conditional written approvals cannot be accepted.

There is no obligation to sign this form, and no reasons need to be given.

If this form is not signed, the application may be notified with an opportunity for submissions.

The information to be provided on the Affected Person’s Written Approval form is required under
legislation:

o Section 95E(3) Resource Management Act 1991; and

o Form 8A - Resource Management (Forms, Fees, and Procedure) Regulations 2003

If information required under legislation has not been supplied this form may be returned for completion

For Further Enquiries email planning@bdc.govt.nz or phone 03 788 9603.

Date of Issue | 14/04/23



Affected Person’s Written Approval to an Activity that is

BULLER
the Subject of a Resource Consent Application ms'FJch counciL

Te Kaunihera O Kawatiri

Section 95E(3) Resource Management Act 1991
Form 8A - Resource Management (Forms, Fees, and Procedure) Regulations 2003

PLEASE READ the Information for Persons signing an Affected Parties Approval before you sign this form.

1. Affected Person’s Details

Full name/s of person/s affected and giving written approval:

Fire and Emergency New Zealand

I am /We are the O Owner(s) O Occupier(s) O Owner(s) and Occupier(s) O Director(s) [ Trustee(s)

Of the property situated at:..12 High Street Greymouth s
(Address of location of the property of the person signing this form)

(076] 01 7= 1o fl 2d=Y £=To) o HUTURTUTR PP RURRTN

2. Resource Consent Application Details

RESOUICE CONS Nt NUMID O ..o

Full Name of Applicant: John Raymond Mcl.aughlin

Application Site (Address or location to which the application relates):

The Proposal: Description of the proposed development or activity:

18 lot subdivision

3. Affected Persons Contact Details

Alyce Heine

CONtaCt P arSON: T T e
. . Davis Ogilvie & Partners Limited , PO Box 156, GREYMOUTH 7840

Postal address for SErVICE: ... .. . e

Telephone:..03.768.6299............c.ccco.ne..... Email: 8YC@A0.NZ !

I/'we have authority to sign this form on behalf of all the other owners/occupiers (select one) of the property.

(i) Please list the full name/s of any person/s you are signing on behalf of and provide signed written proof from
each person you are signing on behalf of that you have authority to sign this form on their behalf.

Date of Issue | 14/04/23



(i) If you are signing on behalf of a trust or company/organisation, please state your designation/position and
provide additional written evidence that you have signing authority.

4. Confirmation of Documents Reviewed (mandatory to complete)

I confirm that I/we have read the full application for resource consent, the Assessment of Environmental Effects,
any technical reports and any plans provided by the applicant (detail below) and have attached a signed copy
of each page of the plans.

Applcation for subdivision consent.

Document sighted: /\PPIcauon Tor subdivision consent. e, Document Dated: January 2025
DocumMENt SIGNTEA: ..ot Document Dated: ....................
DocumeENt SIGNEEA: .......eeeiiiiiiieee e Document Dated: ....................
DocumMENt SIGNTEA: ..o Document Dated: ....................
Document sSighted: ........cooouiiii e Document Dated: ....................

5. Written Approvals

\LZf I/We give written approval to the activity noted above.

e | understand that as | have given written approval, the Council shall not take into account any effects that
the proposal may have on me when considering the application.

¢ All owners and occupiers of this property must sign the approval form, if the property is held in a Trust, all
Trustees must sign. Conditional written approvals cannot be accepted.

o Where this form has been signed on behalf of a trust or company, or under a Power of Attorney, please
supply the necessary documentation to confirm that you have the signing authority.

¢ | understand that | may withdraw my written approval by giving written notice to the consent authority before
the hearing, if there is one, or, if there is not, before the application is determined.

6. Signature/s of person/s giving written approval (or person authorised to sign on behalf of person
giving written approval.

In signing this written approval, | understand that the consent authority must decide that | am no longer an
affected person, and the consent authority must not have regard to any adverse effects on me.

Signature: ... /M"‘ .......................................................................... Date:.13-2-2025 .

Lo Jordan Lineham, Senior Advisor Risk Reduction.
[N F= T g L= o] o 1T &Yoo I T 1 T PP

SIGNATUNE: e D | (=
N E= Tl o o T=T ¢ToT o 1T o [ o1 o Te A PP
SIGNALUNE: . s Date:..oooo e

N =Tl o o1t ¢To T o 1] To [ a1 T PP PPPPPPPPPPP

Privacy Statement: The personal information that you provide in this form will be held and protected by Buller District Council in accordance with our
privacy policy (available at bullerdc.govt.nz/privacy and at council libraries and service centres) and with the Privacy Act 2020. Council's privacy policy
explains how we may use and share your personal information in relation to any interaction you have with the council, and how you can access and
correct that information. We recommend you familiarise yourself with this policy.

Date of Issue | 14/03/23
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Affected Person’s Approval Esymcl?claift

Te Kaunihera O Kawatiri

Information for Persons signing an

Section 95E(3) Resource Management Act 1991

What is a Resource Consent?

When people wish to build or use a property in a way which does not comply with the rules in the Buller District Plan, they require
special permission from the Council to do so and this is known as a Resource Consent. If they obtain resource consent they are able
to build or use the property in accordance with that consent and do not have to comply with the District Plan. This process is set down
in the Resource Management Act 1991. An application for Resource Consent can be considered in one of three ways. Applications are
either publicly notified (allowing public involvement by any person), limited notified (allowing involvement by a limited number of
directly affected people) or non-notified (often involving written approval from directly affected people).

If an application for a Resource Consent is to be processed as a non-notified application, the Resource Management Act requires that
written approval must be obtained from every person whom the Council considers may be adversely affected to a minor or more than
a minor extent. It is the responsibility of the applicant to consult with persons identified as being affected.

If you have been asked to give your written approval it is likely that this is because the Council considers you may be adversely affected
by the proposed activity. This gives you the opportunity to consider the particular proposal and decide for yourself whether you are
adversely affected and/or the degree to which you may be adversely affected.

If you are asked to give your written approval to someone’s proposal as part of their application for a Resource Consent, you should
do the following:

1. Request that the applicant (or their representative) explain the proposal clearly and fully to you, including the ways it does not
comply with the District Plan.

2. Study the application and associated plans of the proposed activity provided by them in order to understand the effects of the
proposal. If there are no plans available at this stage, you may wish to wait until they are available. Ask for time to consider the
documents if you think you need it.

3. Decide whether the proposal will adversely affect you or your property. You are entitled to ask the applicant for more information,
but you should make a decision about whether you will sign the form or not as promptly as is reasonable in the circumstances.
You may suggest amendments to the proposal that you consider would reduce the effects of the proposal on you. If you do this
you should sign only the amended version of the proposal. Written approvals obtained will usually be submitted to the Council by
the applicant as part of their application.

4. Ifyou are satisfied that the proposed activity will not adversely affect you and/or the effects are acceptable to you, you may decide
to sign the affected person’s approval form on this document and a copy of the associated application including plans. You should
then return them to the applicant (or their representative). If you are willing to sign subject to some other condition being met,
this will need to be the subject of a civil agreement between yourself and the applicant.

5. If you change your mind after signing the form, you may withdraw your approval at any time before the hearing, if there is one, or
otherwise before a decision is made on the application, by advising the Council in writing that your approval is withdrawn.

6. If you consider that you will be adversely affected by the proposal and/or do not wish to sign the approval form, you will need to
advise the applicant (or their representative). There is no obligation to sign this form, and no reasons need to be given.

Please note that if a property is owned by more than one person, all of the joint owners are considered to be ‘affected persons’. If a
property is rented out, the tenants are also considered to be ‘affected persons’.

If you do not give your approval and you are considered by the Council to be an adversely affected person, then the application must
be publicly notified or processed on a limited notified basis, and you will have a formal right to lodge a submission on the application.
Alternatively, the applicant may proceed without the need for Resource Consent if they amend their proposal so that it complies with
the Plan, or if they amend their proposal so that it still needs Resource Consent but the Council no longer considers that the proposal
will affect you.

Please note that even though you may sign the affected person’s approval form, Council must give full consideration to the
application in terms of the Resource Management Act. However, if you give your approval to the application, Council is not able to
have regard to any actual or potential effects the proposal may have on you. If Resource Consent is granted by the Council there is
no way for either you or the Council to retract it later. You are therefore encouraged to weigh up all the effects of the proposed
activity before agreeing to it.

Date of Issue | 30/03/23
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