CLIENT: Mercurial Holdings Limited
PROJECT: Retaining Wall Design Check
JOB No: 2006 - 088

DESIGN CHECK BY: Keane Kannan

REVIEWED BY: David Smith

DATE: 25 September 2007 M\N :

DATE: 22 F¢€ 200P

OBJECT: Retaining Wall Design Check - Pole Retaining Wall

NOTE: Retaining Wall Design Check is based on information provided to us by the
client as well as observations made on a site visit on the 13th October 2007. The tie
backs proposed in the drawings provided by Mercurlal Holdings Ltd had not been
constructed at the time of the site visit andthe following design calculations have

not included the tie backs.

Soil Properties:
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Pole Dimensions:

Assumed unit weight of dry sandy pumice from
site obsenation.

Assumed angle of shear resistance for pumice

Passive earth coefficient for soil

Active earth coefficient for soil acting on the wall

Soil strength reduction factor for soils
Strength reduction factor for passive thrusts

Active earth pressure load factor

The poles are assumed to be 250 SED (diameters at the tops ranged from 250 - 310mm),
which were drilled and placed in concrete socks down to an embedment depth of 2000mm.
The embedment information was obtained from Mercurial Holdings Ltd and timber and footing
measurements are based on a site visit carried out by Cheal Consultants.

dpole = 265 MM
dfyor = 500 MM
D:= 2000 mm

h:= 2250 mm
h
e:= ; e=750 mm

s= 1100 mm

Diameter of pole at the base of the wall
Dimension of concrete sock
Embedment depth of pole

Max. height of retained soil measured on site.

Point at which horizontal thrust acts above ground
level

Spacing of poles center to center - average spacing as
spacing varied
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Maximum Horizontal Thrust and Moment applied to the Pole:

1 s h 2
= .k R b — | ——
Hihrust 5 GEP a’f pumice’ g0 (]000)

Hiprust = 2228 kN Thrust applied to retaining wall acting H/3 from the

base of the wall.
i h

Minrust = g'Hﬂuust'%

M hrust = 1671 kNm Moment Applied at the base of the wall, top of the
concrete foot.

l.S-df
1 h oot
M == . +
max = 3 Pihrust [ 1000 1000 J

Max = 22.28 kNm Maximum moment applied on the pole shaft 1.5dgpq

below GL.

Hihrua I8 the thrust applied to the pole from the retained soils. This is the maximum horizontal
thrust that the pole embedment is designed to restrain. This thrust has been factored by agp
which is the active pressure load factor from NZS 1170.

Similarly the Myn,g is the moment generated at the base of the wall, i is not the maximum
moment that occurs, but it is the maximum moment that occurs in the timber.

Ulitimate Horizontal and Moment Capacity of the Pole:

@ dfoot D 3
ew*p ' To00 | Togo ) Ypumice

P [o 15t}

1000 1000

®H,, = 27.93 kN The Ultimate lateral force that can be applied to the
pole before the soil fails

4.

g5 = B g =139 m pole shaft maximum ultimate moment
3. deoot due to passive pressure distribution
P ewkpTpumice | Togo occurs at 1390 mm below ground level
5 4-®H dg
oM. = o || = | - 162 oM -4687 KkNm
max 3 max
Aot 1000
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The maximum ultimate moment resulting on the pole shaft due to mobilization of passive earth
pressure. This moment is designed to counteract the moment generated by the applied thrust
from the retained soil, Hyng- Therefore ®H, = 28 kN > Hy, = 22 kN :0K

The retaining wall embedment and dimensions is governed by lateral capacity of the embedded
region of the wall. Therefore @M, = 47 KNm > My .. =17 kNm & M, = 22 kNm : OK
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Timber Pole Capacity Check:
Code Used: NZS 3603;1993 - Timber Structures Standard

¢:=038
k] =06
k4 =1
ks =1
kzo =09
dpole = 265 mm
2

n-

A= _.i?.i.e_ mm2
4
3

n-

Z = _i‘ﬂ mm3
12
fb =117 MPa
f =24 MPa
Shear Strength of Pole:
oV, = L'kl'kzo'kill'f'
" 1000 §

¢Vn = 3645 kN

Strength reduction factor for timber in bending

Long term load duration
pole acting on its own no additional support from

surrounding poles taken into account- conservative

Round post so no lateral stability concerns
Peeling and shaving factors

Diameter of timber pole at base of wall
Cross sectional area of pole

Section modulus of the pole

Bending Strength of wet timber pole

Shear strength of wet timber pole

Using the reduced shear area of the pole
A ,=3M6xnx dpdez

The shear strength of the timber pole is greater than the applied horizontal thrust applied by the

retained 5oil. Hypygq = 228 kKN < 9V, = 36.5 kN : OK

Bending Strength of Pole:

¢
MM 1= ———— K, -ky-Ke ko ke -Z 1,
" Yoooo00 | 48 20021<"p

oM, = 2093 kNm

The critical moment occurs at ground level where there is a change in pole width from the
concrete sock to the timber pole. It is the moment at this location that is critical in the timber

pole check. My, = 16.71 KNm < ¢M, = 20.93 kNm : OK
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Timber Rail Design Check:
Code Used: NZS 3603.:1993 - Timber Structures Standard

f =75 MPa Bending strength of green timber NZS 3603 Table 2.2
f =24 MPa Shear strength of green timber NZS 3603 Table 2.2
bimber = 080 Strength reduction factor for timber

Timber Rail Properties and Soil Loadings:

brail = 50 mm Width of ralil
drgi =175 mm Depth of rail
soil = LI 0.150 hg ;=21 m Height of retained soil (150mm is subtracted
1000 on the basis that the railings do not go all the
way to the top of the wall)
$:= 110 m Spacing of posts.
rail
Wil = %EP'Ky Ypumice Nsoil’ 1000
Wi = 2.94 kN/m Uniformly Distributed load along bottom rail.
wsoil'(0'75'5)2 . .
M= ————M,;j; = 0.25 kNm Maximum bending moment in the railing due
8 1o soil pressure. Assuming bending length
75% of the spacing due to center to center
effects.
Wsoil S i
Vil = ——— Viail = 162 kN Maximum shear / reaction force acting on the
2 railing. This force occurs at the center of the
timber pole, and shear stresses decrease in
the railing towards midspan.
Timber Rail Design:
k=06 Table 2.4 - Load duration factor for strength
kg =1 Cl 2.10 - Modffication factor for stability
ky =124 Tabie 2.7 - Parallel Support factor assuming three boards act
together to support load due to tongue and groove effects.
2
drail'(t’rail) 4
Ziimber = ¢ Ziimber = 72916.67  mm
Primber K1 K4 %8 b Ztimber
M = M_ .. =033 kNm Cl3.2.4 - Strength in Bending
¢ nrail 1000000 Mrail 9

The moment generated in the railing at the base of the wall is critical, therefore this railing
should be checked for strength in bending. M__, = 0.25 kNm <M__. = 0.33 kNm: OK

rail nrail
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CLIENT: Mercurial Holdings Limited

PROJECT: Retaining Wall Design Check

JOB No: 2006 - 088

DESIGN CHECK BY: Keane Kannan

REVIEWED BY: David Smith

DATE: 25 September 2007 U/“* ;

DATE: 13 FEB 10(8

OBJECT: Retaining Wall Design Check - Post Retaining Wall

NOTE: Retaining Wall Design Check is based on information provided to us by the
client as well as observations made on a site visit on the 13th October 2007. The tie
backs proposed in the drawings provided by Mercurial Holdings Ltd had not been
constructed at the time of the site visit and the following design calculations have

not included the tie backs.

Soil Properties:

= 3
Ypumice = 16 kN/m

$pumice = 30 degrees

1+ sin(d)pumi c e-deg)

kp:= - k.p=3

1 - S'“(d’pumice’deg)

k= !~ sildpunics e k, = 0.33
1+ Sl"(q’pumlce deg)

D =05

@, = 0.80

agp:= 1.50

Post Dimensions:

Assumed unit weight of dry sandy pumice from
site observation.

Assumed angle of shear resistance for pumice

Passive earth coefficient for soil

Active earth coefficient for soil acting on the wall

Soil strength reduction factor for soils
Strength reduction factor for passive thrusts

Active earth pressure load factor

The posts are measure to be 125 x 125mm, which are assumed to be drilled and placed in
concrete socks down to an embedment depth of 2000mm. The embedment information was
obtained from Mercurial Holdings Ltd and timber measurements are based on a site visit

carried out by Cheal Consultants.
dpost =125 mm
D := 1200 mm
h;=1200 mm

hy =800  mm

sy := 1110 mm

8 : 900 mm

Dimension of post at the base of the wall 125 x
125mm

Assumend Dimension of concrete sock
Assuming an embedment depth of post

Max height of retained soil measured on site.
Max height of retained soil measured on site.
Spacing of posts center to center on either side of

critical post.
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Maximum Horizontal Thrust and Moment applied to the post:

L 2 (Y 639 kN
Hiprust! = z'aEP' a’Y pumice’ 1000 L 1000 Hihrust1 = 6-3%

2
=1 2 —h2 =23 KN
Hehrusi2 = 2 'aEP'ka'Ypumice' 1000 1000 Hehryse2 = 2

Hihrust = 05 (Hehrustt + Hihrusez) Hypryst = 435 KN Thrust applied to retaining
wall acting H/3 from the base

of the wall. This accounts for

M 1 ‘0-5‘("1 + hz) the difference in retained soil
thrust = 3 Hehrust = 50— heights contributing to the
critical post.
Mgt = 145 kNm Moment Applied at the base of the wall, top of the
concrete foot.
0.5-(hy +h 1.5
1 1+ A0t
Mmax = 3 Hihrust ( ) +
3 1000 1000
Moy = 2.1 KNm Maximum moment applied on the post shaft 1.5dgq
below GL.

Hinrust i the thrust applied to the post from the retained soils. This is the maximum horizontal
thrust that the post embedment is designed to restrain. This thrust has been factored by agp
which is the active pressure load factor from N2S 1170.

Similarly the My s the moment generated at the base of the walll, it is not the maximum
moment that occurs, but it is the maximum moment that occurs in the timber.

Uttimate Horizontal and Moment Capacity of the post:

® dfoot D 3
ew*p To00 | To0o ) Ypumice

PH,, =
[ D . l's'dfool
1000 1000
OH,, = 6.03 kN The Ultimate lateral force that can be applied to the
post before the soil fails
4.0H,
g, = g,=084 m post shaft maximum ultimate moment
dfoot due to passive pressure distribution
3P ewkp Ypumice' | To00 occurs at 1390 mm below ground level
4-@
om_ = o[ 2] Mo crs ot G 607 kNm
max 3 diot 1000 max
3"D.‘:w'k'p'W'Ypumicfz
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The maximum ultimate moment resulting on the post shaft due to mobilization of passive earth
pressure. This moment is designed to counteract the moment generated by the applied thrust
from the retained soil, Hy, . Therefore ®H = 6.00 kN> Hy, . .. = 4.35 kN :0K

The retaining wall embedment and dimensions is governed by lateral capacity of the embedded
region of the wall. Therefore ®M,, = 6.00 KNm > My, 0 = 1.50 kNm & My, = 2,10 kNm :
OK

Timber post Capacity Check:

Code Used: NZS 3603:1993 - Timber Structures Standard

o:=08 Strength reduction factor for timber in bending
k) =06 Long term load duration
kq:= 1 post acting on its own no additional support from
surrounding posts taken into account- conservative
kg == 1 Round post so no lateral stability concerns
kyg:= 09 Peeling and shaving factors
kzl = 0.85
dpost =125 mm Diameter of timber post at base of wall
2. 2 2 .
A= ;dposl mm Cross sectional area of post
2

7 dhost dpost mm?3 Section modulus of the post

' 6
f =117 MPa Bending Strength of wet timber post
fi:=24 MPa Shear strength of wet timber post
Shear Strength of Post:
V= l(;b;oo.kl Kook fo A Using the reduced shear area of the post

¢V, =918 kN Mihruse = 1:43

The shear strength of the timber post is greater than the applied horizontal thrust applied by the
retained soil. Hy, 0 = 4.35 KN < ¢V =918 kN : OK
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Bending Strength of Post:

¢

M, = ——
1000000

kikgkgkagky) 2%

oM = 1.4 kNm

The critical moment occurs at ground level where there is a change in post width from the
concrete sock to the timber post. It is the moment at this location that is crifical in the timber
post check. My e ™ 1.45 kNm > ¢M,, = 1.4 kNm : NOT OK But within 5% Therefore OK
Timber Rail Design Check:

Code Used: NZS 3503:1993 - Timber Structures Standard

fp,:=7.5 MPa Bending strength of green timber NZS 3603 Table 2.2
fo=24 MPa Shear strength of green timber NZS 3603 Table 2.2
Pimber = 0-80 Strength reduction factor for timber

Timber Rail Properties and Soil Loadings:

b 41 = 50 mm Width of rail
dp,ip = 175 mm Depth of rail
h
soil = 1 0.150 hg; =105 m Height of retained soil {150mm is subtracted
1000 on the basis that the railings do not go all the
way to the top of the wall)
s:= 1.10 m Spacing of posts.

drail

Wsoil = 2EP'Ks Ypumice Psoil 1000

W i1 =147 KN/m Uniformly Distributed load along bottom rail.

2
Wsoi]-(l)?S's)

M i = —————M_,; = 0.13 kNm Maximum bending moment in the railing due
8 to soil pressure. Assuming bending length
75% of the spacing due to center to center
effects.
Weoil S . . .
Vil = Vi ai1= 081 kN Maximum shear / reaction force acting on the

railing. This force occurs at the center of the
timber post, and shear stresses decrease in
the railing towards midspan.
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Timber Rail Design:

kj =06 Table 2.4 - Load duration factor for strength
kg = 1 Cl 2.10 - Modification factor for stability
ky:=124 Table 2.7 - Parallel Support factor assurning three boards act
together to support load due to tongue and groove effects.
2
At brail)
Ziimber = I — Zimber = 72916.67  mm*

b, Ky Kykg By Zy;
timber ™1 ks Ty Ztimber M

1= . =033 kNm Cl3.2.4 - Strength in Bendin
nrail 1000000 nrail 9 9

M

The moment generated in the railing at the base of the wall is critical, therefore this railing
should be checked for strength in bending. M, = 0.22 kNm < M, ., = 0.33 kNm: OK
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APPENDIX 5

¢ Builders Producer Statement




Phil Black Builders
P.O. Box 1526
Taupo.

15-2-08

To Whom It May Concern:

Producer Statement on retaining wall for Greg Cately at 20 Matipo St. Taupo.

The 250 diameter poles are set out at 1 meter centers and set at a minimum of 2.1 meters
into the ground. 2.4 meters behind the wall set in the top lawn is a 1.2 meter cube of
concrete with 6 galvanized wire ties running back to the top of the wall.

All concrete is 17.5 mpa and a 100mm drain coil was laid in scoria at the foot of the wall.

Yours Faithfull

Phil Black



APPENDIX 6

Engineers Producer Statement




CONTRACT 2006-88 CONSULTANTS

BRQINesrs - fUrYAYOMS & planners

MERCURIAL HOLDINGS LUMITED

PRODUCER STATEMENT FOR AN APPLICATION FOR
CERTIFICATE OF ACCEPTANCE

DESIGN REVIEW OF THE CONSTRUCTED RETAINING WALL e

TO et rre s Taupo District Council, Private Bag 2005, Taupo

In Respectof............ Design Review of Retaining Wall

Owner/Developer ........... Mercurial Holdings Limited [2006-88

Location.........ccovvvveinnn.. 20 Matipo Street, Taupo iy

d e David H Smith

Of e, Cheal Consultants Limited, P O Box 165, Taupo, have been
engaged as the Geotechnical Engineer on the above
subdivision.

| am a Chartered Engineer experienced in the field of
Geotechnical Engineering and more particularly land slope and
foundation stability and | hereby certify that:

1. Site investigations and a design review of the retaining wall have been carried out
under my direction and are described in my report dated 22 February 2008.

2, | am aware of the details of the constructed retaining wall and of the general nature of

construction works as described in Cheal Consultants report dated 22 February 2008.

3. In my professional opinion, nof to be construed as a guarantee, | consider the
retaining wall is suitable for the intended purpose in accordance with:

a) The observations and limitations detailed in my report dated 22 February 2008.
4. This professional opinion is fumished to the Council and the property owner for their
purposes alone on the express condition that it shall not be relied upon by any other FA

person. L
Br-TH ﬂ,&(ﬁ& Signature

DAVID H SMITH

BSC (CIVIL), MIPENZ, CPENG
CHARTERED ENGINEER
CHEAL CONSULTANTS LIMITED

e, Date

cheali.¢co.nz

infodcireal.ca.nz

P07 378 6408 F. 07 373 4a47
teven 14 Horomaiang? 5t PO Bax 165 Towss
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CA0154 4.03.08 - A713069






The Taupo District Council was only able to inspect the completed works and this certificate is
qualified as follows:

In issuing this Certificate, Taupo District Council has relied on documentation from Cheal
Consultants Limted, Structural Engineers, in demonstrating compliance with the NZ Buildina
Code.

As the foundations were not inspected by either Cheal Consuitants or Taupo District Council
during construction no assurance can be given that they comply with the requirements of B
or B2 of the N Z Building Code.

Nothing in this certificate limits the requirement that a person must not carry out building
work except in accordance with a building consent, nor does it relieve any person from the
requirement to obtain a building consent for buiiding wark.

,_.,.‘_7_/,{/ //
A

Peter Shepherd

Building Control Supervisor

On bebhaif of: Taupo District Council
Date: 4/03/08

_Taupo District Council, 72 Lake Terrace, Private Bag 2005, TAUPO
Phone 07 376 0899 Fax 07 378 0118 www taupo.govt.nz Email:generai@taupo.govt.nz
20f2



CAO0154 Framing inspection - A713072



72 Lake Terrace , Taupo FRAMING INSPECTION
Ph: 07 376 0891 or 07 376 0752

BUILDING CHECKLIST 117 INSPECTION G15

"CONSENTNO: C&-.(. O245.

(tick) v Passed {cross) X Failed (dash) | Not Applicable .

(not applicable to job / not required to be considered for compliance)



Development contributions checksheet - A1094287






Cover letter - A266943









Digital Title Plan DP 389398 - A267017















Letter from LINZ - A267026






Site photos - A267028






Asbuilt - Water and Stormwater Connections - A267030









Multi checklist (survey plans - legal documents) - A267801



LODGEMENT FEE: $200.00

Taupo s s

PLANNING DUE: 15/11/07

District Council ¥ ( SENT FOR SIGNING:

RELEASE DATE:

MEMORANDUM

STAFF CIRCULATION SHEET

FROM

SENIOR ENVIRONMENTAL CONSENTS OFFICER

SUBJECT

SURVEY PLAN / CERTIFICATE APPROVAL

APPLICANT: Mercurial Holdings Limited

LOCATION: 20 Matipo Street, Taupo

Time in minutes Officer & Date Comments

Approve (Y) or Decline (N)

S221
Planner
Engineer
Other
Re-Check
Planner
Engineer
Other
S223

Y 15 Min J Torrance
Planner 19/11/07

Y 20min D.Hall
Engineer 19/11/2007

10 Shelley Input application

Other 20 Dale Cost & Advise




Re-Check
Planner

Engineer

Other

$224(c)

Planner

Engineer

Other

DC'’s

Re-Check

Planner

Engineer

Other

DC'’s

$348

Planner

Engineer

Other

Time in minutes Officer & Date
Approve (Y) or Decline (N)

Comments

10 min

J Torrance
19/11/07

Dave Hall
19/11/2007

Stacey Cox
21/11/07

DC paid 12/11/07. Ok to issue
s224c.




Approve (Y

Re-Check
Planner

Engineer

Other

Time in minutes Officer & Date

()

or Decline (N)

Comments

Easement Docs

Planner

Engineer

Other

Re-Check
Planner

Engineer

Other

S224(f) - (Flats Plan)

Planner

Engineer

Other

Re-Check
Planner

Engineer

Other




Reserves Planning Manager:

Legal Officer:

Development Contributions: Stacey Cox
Planning Officer:

Development Engineer:

PMES - Approval for
LandOnline TA Certification:

21/11/07



RM060328 Calculations - A267933



DEVELOPMENT CONTRIBUTIONS CALCULATIONS - RESIDENTIAL

RM060328 20 Matipo Street, Taupo Subdivision
To create 2 urban lots from 1 existing. DC charges for 1 x HEU: Roading, W, WW, P:Cl, P:R and DWP. Valuations required.
DESCRIPTION
Number of Proposed Lots or Dwellings 2
Existing HEU Credit 1
HEU Charge —
ACTIVITY Catchment

Water Contribution Area

Taupo Bay (includes Acacia Bay )

Wastewater Contribution Area Taupo Town
Stormwater N/A
Parks: Community Infrastructure TKMP Ward (Residential only)
Parks: Reseve Land Urban Area
District Wide Parks District Wide
Proposed HEU Credit HEU Charged DC $
Summary HEU Total
Excl GST
Roading 2.00 1.00 1.00 $2,711 $ 2711.00
\Water 2.00 1.00 1.00 $1,111 1,111.00
Wastewater 2.00 1.00 1.00 $6,544 $  6,544.00
Stormwater 2.00 1.00 1.00 $0 $ =
Parks: Community Infrastructure 2.00 1.00 1.00 $1,353 $  1,353.00
District Wide Parks 2.00 1.00 1.00 $1,781 $ 1,781.00
Excl GST $ 13,500.00
ACTIVITY
Parks: Reseve Land - Subdivision
Land Value Land Value Total To Pay Total To Pay
Lot (exc GST) (inc GST) % (exc GST) (inc GST) Credit (Y,N) Total
Excl GST
1 $0 $0 5.0% $ - $ - $ o
2 $0 $0 5.0% $ - $ - $ o
SubTotal $ =
Parks: Reseve Land - No Subdivision
Land area m? Land Value Land Value $/m? (exc x 20 (exc GST) HEU Total (exc 7.5% Cap (exc  To Pay (inc
(exc GST) (inc GST) GST) GST) GST) GST)
Lot
1 100 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
Excl GST s -]
[Total (exc GST) DC Payable $13,500.00
[Total (inc GST) DC Payable $15,187.50




RMO060328 Assessment.dot - A267934



Development Contributions Assessment

Taupo

District Council ©

72
7

Consent Reference(s)
Applicant
Address

RM060328

Mercurial Holdings Limited

20 Matipo Street

Taupo

Development Contributions Payable For This Development

HEU $/HEU Total
Roading 1 $2,711.00 $2,711.00
Water 1 $1,111.00 $1,111.00
Wastewater 1 $6,544.00 $6,544.00
Stormwater 1 $0.00 $0.00
Parks: Community
Infrastructure 1 $1,353.00 $1,353.00
District Wide Parks 1 $1,781.00 $1,781.00
Subtotal (excl GST) $13,500.00
Lot Valuation* % Used ** Total
Parks: reserves 1 X 5% X
2 X 5% X
Subtotal (exc GST) X
Lot Valuation* Area m? 20m? Total
Parks: reserves 1 X X | X X
Subtotal (excl GST) X
| TOTAL (excl GST) | X
| TOTAL (inc GST) | X

Valuation Date

Awaiting Valuation

* A land valuation is required to complete this assessment.
This can be sent to the Development Contributions Officer at the Taupo District Council,
Private Bag 2005, Taupo. The valuation must be undertaken by a registered valuer and
dated no older than three months when received by the Council. The valuation must include:

¢ The valuation for each allotment (not the average valuation)

e The total area for each allotment

e Whether the valuation is GST inclusive or exclusive

> The lot with the existing house will be given the historical credit

X Awaiting further information from applicant




On request, an invoice will be issued which will be payable on the 20™ of the following month from issue. If an invoice
is not requested within 12 months from the date of issue of this assessment, then a new assessment will be calculated
before an invoice will be generated.

This new assessment will be calculated using the operative development contributions policy at that time which may
include new charges, an amended level of charge or both. If a valuation has been required to calculate the above
figure, an up to date valuation (less than three months old) will be required before a new assessment can be issued.

Unless earlier requested by an applicant, the invoice will be issued at the time of an application for a certificate under
S$224(c) of the RMA 1991, the time of application for a Code Compliance Certificate under S43 of the Building Act 1991,

or prior to a request for service connection, whichever occurs sooner.

If payment of development contribution is not received Council will use the powers outlined in section 208 LGA 2002.
Those provisions state that until a development contribution required in relation to a development has been paid or
made under section 198, a territorial authority may:

(a) in the case of a development contribution required under section 198(1)(a), -
i) Withhold a certificate under section 224(c) of the Resource Management Act 1991.
ii) Prevent the commencement of a resource consent under the Resource Management Act 1991.

(b) in the case of a development contributions required under section 198(1)(b), withhold a code of compliance
certificate under section 95 of the Building Act 2004.

(c) inthe case of development contribution required under section 198(1)(c), withhold a service connection to the
development.

(d) in each case, register the development contribution under the Statutory Land Charges Registration Act 1928,
as a charge on the title of the land in respect of which the development contribution was required.

For any queries regarding this assessment please contact the Development Contributions Officer
on (07) 376 0899.

Assessed by: Authorised by:

Denise Landau Kirsten Thrush
DEVELOPMENT CONTRIBUTIONS STRATEGIC PROJECTS
OFFICER ENGINEER

Date Date



Advise surveyor subdivision certificates cannot be signed - A271032



From: Dale McKavanagh

Sent: Wednesday, 21 November 2007 9:59 a.m.

To: ‘Vicki Webster'

Subject: Subdivision: Mercurial Holdings Limited - 20 Matipo Street, Taupo
Hi Vicki,

As you are probably already aware we cannot approve the above subdivision as we are awaiting
a valuation for Development Contributions. Please split Sections 223 and 224(c) onto separate
certificates and send them through to me so we can proceed to get Section 223 signed in the
meantime.

Regards,
Dale

Dale McKavanagh
Environmental Consents Officer
Environmental Services

TAUPO DISTRICT COUNCIL
Gillespie Plaza

Heu Heu Street

Taupo

ph: 07 376 0743
e-mail: dmckavanagh@taupo.govt.nz
web: http://www.taupo.govt.nz




Approval of survey plan & completion certificate to surveyor Cover letter - A271225



21 November 2007

Vicki Webster
Cheal Consultants

P O Box 165
TAUPO
File Number:
0095 0020
Dear Vicki

SUBDIVISION: RM 060328
MERCURIAL HOLDINGS LIMITED - 20 MATIPO STREET, TAUPO

Please find enclosed the Certificate duly approved under Sections 223 and 224(c) of the Resource
Management Act 1991 for the abovementioned subdivision.

A tax receipt/invoice for $139.20 is also enclosed and the refund cheque of $60.80 will be forwarded
under separate cover.

Yours sincerely

Dale Mckavanagh
Environmental Consents Officer



Valuation reports - A292247






Development contributions assessment - A292506









Valuation report lot 1 - A292509



























Certificate of title - A292510












Valuation report lot 2 - A292511





















Resource management act certificate S223 S224c - A292652


















Asbuilt - Sewer Connection - A292939
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District Council "&¢
WORKS ORDER FOR:@ V/e, W/c

377 77

WORKS ORDER NO; DATE: __ 36"%-©07

CODE NO: _ |

PERMIT APPLICATION NO; B gt022% _ (if any) Clomes —chas) )

OWNER: __Whescin s -“o\d-'jj s U cfmkmji Hat) PHONE: 31% 4S5

OWNER’S ADDRESS: bof 1SES | Tauks

PROPERTY ADDRESS: ___Jo  aAakio  ahiml —aufo

FEE PAID: $ 3% RECEIPT NO:

DIMENSIONS: hend  sovuel (enneclten

ASSIGNED TO: fed - Kevin  Seors TARGET DATE; ___ 30 - % ®7

ASSIGNED BY; Cdonna Cusscty

SKETCH WHERE REQUIRED: (Attach sheets if required) LOT NO: o
DP: 207

RETURN CHIT (Fiil in when work Eomplete) _ W/0 NO:

DATE WORK STARTED: COMPLETED:

ACTION TAKEN:

IS ADDITIONAL WORK OR FURTHER ACTION NEEDED? YES/NO

DESCRIBE ADDITIONAL WORK OR ACTION:

SIGNATURE: DATE:
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Discretionary Activity subdivide the subject site into two fee simple allotments - A85567



File: 0095 0020

Taupo

RM: 060328
District Council
PLANNING REPORT TO THE PLANNING MANAGER: ENVIRONMENTAL
SERVICES
SUBDIVISION CONSENT - DISCRETIONARY ACTIVITY
APPLICANT: MERCURIAL HOLDINGS LIMITED
LOCATION: 20 MATIPO STREET, TAUPO
LEGAL DESCRIPTION: LOT 10 DPS 207
VALUATION NO: 0732165200
SCHEDULE:

PERFORMANCE STANDARD CONSENT
TRANSITIONAL TAUPO DISTRICT PLAN Due to Section 19 of the Resource
(TAUPO BOROUGH SECTION) Management Act 1991, those rules
ZONE RESIDENTIAL B relevant to this proposal are
Ordinance: considered to be notionally inoperative

making this a Permitted Activity.
PROPOSED TAUPO DISTRICT PLAN To subdivide a residential lot into two
RESIDENTIAL ENVIRONMENT lots, that will result in lot 1 being
Rule: 573m2 and lot 2 being 452m2,
4a.3.5 Maximum Earthworks Earthworks of up to 0.9 metres of fill
4e.1.6 To Subdivide are required within the front and a

side boundary, to ensure the driveway
complies with the 15 percent
maximum gradient in the Proposed
District Plan.

PURSUANT TO SECTIONS 93 & 94A-D TAUPO DISTRICT COUNCIL DETERMINED
THAT THE PROPOSAL BY MERCURIAL HOLDINGS LIMITED TO SUBDIVIDE THE
SUBJECT SITE INTO TWO FEE SIMPLE ALLOTMENTS IS DEEMED NOT TO REQUIRE
PUBLIC NOTIFICATION OR SERVICE FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS:

¢ The proposed earthworks are to increase the width and lower the gradient of the existing
driveway to provide a better accessway to the proposed and existing dwelling. The
earthworks will increase site distances, ensure pedestrian safety and provide safer
access for vehicles entering and exiting the property.

o The application to subdivide into two residential lots has shown that dwellings can be
placed on both of the proposed lots, and that these dwellings can comply with all of the
bulk and location requirements of the Proposed District Plan.

o There are no wider effects or effects of a special nature that would warrant notification in
this instance.



Subdivision Consent File: 0095 0020
Mercurial Holdings Limited | RM: 060328
20 Matipo Street, Taupo

¢ The landowners and occupiers at 18 Matipo Street may be adversely affected by the
proposal as the proposed retaining wall and associated fill is within the front and side
boundary setbacks, adjacent to this address. However, written approval has been
obtained from this party and no other parties are considered to be affected.

EVALUATION UNDER SECTION 104 AND 104B OF THE RESOURCE MANAGEMENT
ACT 1991:

Proposal
Consent is sought to subdivide a residential lot into two fee simple lots, at number 20
Matipo Street, Taupo. It is proposed to create Lot 1, with the existing dwelling and area of
573m2, and proposed Lot 2 will be 452m2. A shared access will be formed 1.5 metres from
the northern side boundary adjacent to number 18 Matipo Street. The accessway will need
to be slightly elevated from that of the original access to comply with the proposed district
Plan standards relating|to Right of Way maximum gradients and will require fill within the
front and side setbacks [to widen and contour this access. The amount of fill required will be
a maximum of 0.9 metres and will exceed the front and side setback allowance by 0.4

metres. A retaining wall is required along the accessway to contain this fill and will bi

approximately one metre in height.

Site and Surrounding Area Description

The site is 1,027m?2 in size and currently contains one dwelling located to the front of the
proposed Lot 1. Access is to the southern end of this dwelling and is down a moderately
steep concrete drive of approximately 15 metres in length. Currently two concrete strips run
down the length of this access. At the rear end of the access the ground level flattens out. A
garage (to be removed) is currently located at the end of this driveway. Proposed Lot 2 is a
flat rear site void of any vegetation. Large trees are located along the northern and
southern boundaries of the neighbouring lots. The area to the east currently has no
vegetation along the boundary. Fences of approximately two metres in height surround
proposed Lot two.

Plan Requirements
The site is zoned Residential B in the Taupo Transitional (Taupo Borough Scheme) District
Plan. Due to Section 19(1) of the Resource Management Act 1991, the relevant rules under
this have become notionally inoperative, making this Permitted Activity under this plan.

Under the Proposed District Plan the site is located within the Residential Environment. The
applicant is proposing to place fill of 0.9m within the front and side setbacks which fails to
comply with Rule 4a.3.5.ili, Maximum Earthworks, which states that only 0.5 metres of
earthworks are allowed |within the building setbacks. Section 6 of the Proposed District Plan
identifies the requirements for Parking, Loading and Access. Rule 6.5.4 requires the
maximum gradient of 15 percent. The proposed earthworks are required to ensure the
access complies with thi

The Proposed District
performance standards of the environment in which it is situated requires assessment as a
Discretionary Activity under this plan.

Overall, the application has been assessed as a Discretionary Activity.

The Objectives and Policies under the Transitional District Plan for the Residential B zone
aim to encourage medium density Residential development whilst maintaining an attractive

A 4



Subdivision Consent File: 0095 0020
Mercurial Holdings Limited RM: 060328
20 Matipo Street, Taupo

Residential Environment and allowing infill housing at a higher density development than
the Residential A zone (Section 2.3 Transitional District Plan Zone Statement).

The Objectives and Policies under the Proposed District Plan aim to maintain and enhance
the character and amenity of the Residential Environment (Objective 3a.2.1).

The proposal is considered to be consistent with the Objectives and Policies of both District
Plans because the nature and scale of the proposal is in keeping with the wider and
surrounding environment. The site is capable of supporting two dwellings in compliance with
the bulk and location requirements of the Proposed District Plan.

General criteria are provided in Section 4e.1.6 of the Proposed District Plan to give guidance
when assessing Discretionary Activities. The relevant criteria will be assessed below.

Assessment

The effects of the proposed subdivision on the surrounding and wider environment will be
only minor in nature and as such it is considered that the proposal will have no more than
minor adverse effects. The existing dwelling is compliant with the performance standards of
the Residential Environment and it is considered that a compliant dwelling can be placed on
proposed Lot 2.

The proposed earthworks will be located along the southern side boundary and within the
five metre front setback. The proposal is to fill 0.9 metres along this boundary and to build
a corresponding retaining wall 1.5m out from this boundary of approximately one metre in
height. These earthworks are to widen the current accessway and to reduce its overall
gradient to comply with Rule 6.5.4 of the Proposed District Plan. It is expected that by
widening the access and decreasing the gradient of the accessway this will increase sight
distances for vehicles leaving the address and ensure passing pedestrian who will easily be
able to see vehicles on the drive. Therefore the safety of both vehicles and pedestrians will
be improved as a result of the proposed earthworks, it is also expected that the retaining
wall and improvements made to the vehicle crossing will enhance the streetscape views of

‘he property. As the proposed earthworks are to create an accessway in compliance with all
he requirements of the Proposed District Plan, it is considered that there will be no more
than minor adverse effects.

Council’s Development Engineer has identified that the existing vehicle crossing must be
removed and reinstated as a shared vehicle crossing. The berm and kerbs must be filled
and re-grassed and all work must be done to Taupo District Council standards. Water,
sewer and power connections are to be provided for both sites, with easements provided as
necessary.

The proposed new vehicle crossing was originally thought to have a separation distance less
than the compliant three metre distance required for the residential area, and was
subsequently applied for as part of this consent. However subject to a site visit and through
viewing the plans it has been found that the separation distance between the formed
crossing of number 20 and number 18 Matipo Street is greater than the three metre
distance required at the boundary of the site and as such consent for this is not required
and therefore has not been assessed as part of this application.



Subdivision Consent
Mercurial Holdings Limited |
20 Matipo Street, Taupo

File: 0095 0020
RM: 060328

It can therefore be concluded that as the proposed earthworks will make the accessway
compliant with the Proposed District Plan and both sites are capable of complying with the
bulk and location requirements of the Proposed District Plan, the subdivision will have no
more than minor adverse effects. A condition of consent will ensure that construction noise
nuisance will be kept to \within Taupo District Council’s requirements.

Under S104 (3)(b) the effects on parties who have given their written approval to the
proposal must be disregarded. Written consent has been provided from the owners and
occupiers of 18 Matipo Street.

Other Matters For Co

There are no relevant s
to the assessment of th
the Regional Policy State

Conclusion

It is considered the pr¢
District Plans and that &
proposal is considered

Management Act 1991.

RECOMMENDATION:

PURSUANT TO SEC]

sideration

tructure plans or other policy documents considered to be relevant
lis proposal. The proposal is not considered to be inconsistent with
ament or Plan.

sposal meets the intent of the Objectives and Policies of both the
ny potential environmental effects will be no more than minor. The
to be consistent with the purpose and principles of the Resource
The application is therefore recommended for approval.

TIONS 104, 104B, 108, AND 405 OF THE RESOURCE

MANAGEMENT ACT
CONSENT BY WAY OF
LIMITED TO SUBDIVI
ON THE PROPERTY Dl
207.

1991, TAUPO DISTRICT COUNCIL GRANTS RESOURCE
* A NON-NOTIFIED APPLICATION TO MERCURIAL HOLDINGS
DE THE SUBJECT SITE INTO TWO FEE SIMPLE ALLOTMENTS,
ESCRIBED AS 20 MATIPO STREET, TAUPO, BEING LOT 10 DPS

. The application p
Taupo District Co

. The further infor

The plans prepa
“PROPOSED SUB
SECTION A-A" an

The consent holde
footpaths, kerbs or
activity. Council m
or alternatively, by
repair work thems
work shall be carrie

epared by Cheal Consultants dated 27 July and formally received by
ncil on the 31 July 2006.

ation provided by Cheal Consultants dated 27 September 2006

ed by Cheal Consultants dated June 2006 and referenced as
IVISION OF LOT 10 DPS 207" and “PROPOSED DRIVEWAY LONG
stamped ‘approved’ following the issue of this consent.

shall be responsible for the cost of repairing any damage to
he berm as a result of building removal, earthworks or construction
y elect to carry out the repair work and invoice the consent holder,
arrangement with Council, the consent holder may undertake the
lves (at their cost) to the satisfaction of Council. All such repair
out within two weeks of the damage occurring.



Subdivision Consent File: 0095 0020
Mercurial Holdings Limited RM: 060328
20 Matipo Street, Taupo

3.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

All work shall comply with Taupo District Council’s Code of Practice for Development of
Land (August 2001), unless otherwise specifically approved by the TDC Development
Engineers.

All earthworks equipment shall be operated in such a manner so as to avoid exceeding
the recommended upper limits for construction noise received in residential zones as
detailed in table 2 of NZS 6803:1999 ‘Acoustics — Construction Noise™.

In accordance with Section 36 (1)(c) of the Resource Management Act 1991, the
consent holder shall pay the Council's costs of any monitoring that may be necessary to
ensure compliance with the conditions specified.

The garage located on site, (on the proposed Lot 2), is to be removed prior to the issue
of Section 224(c) Certificate.

The existing vehicle crossing must be removed, and the berm kerbs reinstated as per
Taupo District Council (TDC) standards.

The consent holder shall install a new shared vehicle crossing to service the site in
accordance with the requirements of the Taupo District Council’'s Code of Practice for
Development of Land.

The consent holder shall create private right of way easements as necessary.
Stormwater runoff from easements A and B shall be collected and disposed of ‘on site’.

The consent holder shall ensure the degraded berm outside the existing property be
filled and levelled to a standard TDC berm, and re-gassed prior to the issue of a 224(c)
Certificate.

The consent holder shall ensure a new water connection to the Taupo District Council
proposed Lot 2.

The consent holder shall ensure that individual sewer connections are provided for each
lot. Lot one shall have the existing sewer re-laid, clear of the likely building area on Lot
2 to a new sewer connection point on the public main. A private easement (Area C on
the “SITE PLAN") shall be granted over the alignment of the new Lot 1 sewer where it
crosses Lot 2.

The consent holder shall provide confirmation that the soak holes for the existing
dwelling are contained within the Lot 1 boundaries.

The consent holder shall provide confirmation that the soak holes for the existing
dwelling are contained within the Lot 1 boundaries.

Advice Notes:

1.

The resource consent shall lapse five years after the date of consent unless:
a. itis given effect to before the end of that period or
b. upon application made prior to the expiry of that period, the Council fixes a longer
period.



Subdivision Consent File: 0095 0020
Mercurial Holdings Limited RM: 060328
20 Matipo Street, Taupo

2. All earthworks shall be managed so that silt and dust do not create a nuisance beyond
the site boundaries. A dust nuisance is deemed to have occurred when particles are
visible in the air.

3. Pursuant to Section 208 of the Local Government Act 2002, a development
contribution is payable prior to the issue of a Certificate under Section 224(c) of the
Resource Management Act 1991. The contribution shall be recalculated if not paid
within 12 months of the issue of invoice.

Report Prepared By: Report Reyviewed By:

e

Jalﬁjé Torrance Greaves
ENVIRONMENTAL CONSENTS PLANNER PRINCIPAL PLANNER RESOURCE CONSENTS

+



T . ) File: 0095 0020
a U po RM: 060328
District Council
RESOURCE CONSENT
SUBDIVISION CONSENT - DISCRETIONARY ACTIVITY
APPLICANT: MERCURIAL HOLDINGS LIMITED
LOCATION: 20 MATIPO STREET, TAUPO
LEGAL DESCRIPTION: LOT 10 DPS 207
VALUATION NO: 0732165200
SCHEDULE:

PERFORMANCE STANDARD CONSENT
TRANSITIONAL TAUPO DISTRICT PLAN Due to Section 19 of the Resource
(TAUPO BOROUGH SECTION) Management Act 1991, those rules
ZONE RESIDENTIAL B relevant to this proposal are
Ordinance: considered to be notionally inoperative

making this a Permitted Activity.
PROPOSED TAUPQ DISTRICT PLAN To subdivide a residential lot into two
RESIDENTIAL ENVIRONMENT lots, that will result in lot 1 being
Rule: 573m2 and lot 2 being 452m?2.
4a.3.5 Maximum Earthworks Earthworks of up to 0.9 metres of fill
4e.1.6 To Subdivide are required within the front and a

side boundary, to ensure the driveway
complies with the 15 percent
maximum gradient in the Proposed
District Plan.

The proposal as described above and in the application is granted under Sections 104,
104B, and 405 of the Resource Management Act 1991. The following conditions are imposed
under Section 108 and 220 of the Resource Management Act 1991 Act and must be
complied with when exercising this resource consent.

THIS CONSENT IS GRANTED SUBJECT TO THE FOLLOWING CONDITIONS:

1. The activity shall be undertaken in accordance with:

a. The application prepared by Cheal Consultants dated 27 July and formally received by
Taupo District Council on the 31 July 2006.

b. The further information provided by Cheal Consultants dated 27 September 2006

c. The plans prepared by Cheal Consultants dated June 2006 and referenced as
“PROPOSED SUBDIVISION OF LOT 10 DPS 207” and “PROPOSED DRIVEWAY LONG
SECTION A-A” and stamped ‘approved’ following the issue of this consent.



Subdivision Consent File: 0095 0020
Mercurial Holdings Limited RM: 060328
20 Matipo Street, Taupo

2.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

The consent holder shall be responsible for the cost of repairing any damage to
footpaths, kerbs or the berm as a result of building removal, earthworks or construction
activity. Council m}ay elect to carry out the repair work and invoice the consent holder,
or alternatively, by arrangement with Council, the consent holder may undertake the
repair work themselves (at their cost) to the satisfaction of Council. All such repair
work shall be carried out within two weeks of the damage occurring.

All work shall comply with Taupo District Council’s Code of Practice for Development of
Land (August 2001), unless otherwise specifically approved by the TDC Development
Engineers. '

All earthworks equipment shall be operated in such a manner so as to avoid exceeding
the recommended |upper limits for construction noise received in residential zones as
detailed in table 2 of NZS 6803:1999 ‘Acoustics - Construction Noise™.

In accordance with Section 36 (1)(c) of the Resource Management Act 1991, the
consent holder shall pay the Council's costs of any monitoring that may be necessary to
ensure compliance with the conditions specified.

The garage located on site, (on the proposed Lot 2), is to be removed prior to the issue
of Section 224(c) Certificate.

The existing vehicle crossing must be removed, and the berm kerbs reinstated as per

Taupo District Cou ‘cil (TDC) standards.

The consent holder shall install a new shared vehicle crossing to service the site in

accordance with the requirements of the Taupo District Council’s Code of Practice for
Development of Land.

The consent holder|shall create private right of way easements as necessary.
Stormwater runoff from easements A and B shall be collected and disposed of ‘on site’.

The consent holder shall ensure the degraded berm outside the existing property be
filled and levelled to a standard TDC berm, and re-gassed prior to the issue of a 224(
Certificate.

The consent holder shall ensure a new water connection to the Taupo District Council
proposed Lot 2.

The consent holder shall ensure that individual sewer connections are provided for each
lot. Lot one shall have the existing sewer re-laid, clear of the likely building area on Lot
2 to a new sewer ¢onnection point on the public main. A private easement (Area C on
the “SITE PLAN”) shall be granted over the alignment of the new Lot 1 sewer where it
crosses Lot 2.

The consent holder shall provide confirmation that the soak holes for the existing
dwelling are contained within the Lot 1 boundaries.

The consent holder shall provide confirmation that the soak holes for the existing
dwelling are contained within the Lot 1 boundaries.
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District Council

72 Lake Terrace, Taupo 3330
Private Bag 2005

28 September 2006 Taupo Mall Centre, Taupo 3352

Hew Zealand

J Hunter Telephone 07 376 0899
Cheal Consuitants Facsimile 07 378 0118
P O Box 165 www.taupo.govt.nz
TAUPO

File Number:

0095 0020
Dear James

SUBDIVISION CONSENT (DISCRETIONARY ACTIVITY) APPLICATION: RM060328
MERCURIAL HOLDINGS LIMITED -~ 20 MATIPO STREET, TAUPO

I wish to advise that on the 27% September 2006 the Taupo District Council granted

.consent to your application for subdivision. A copy of the decision is enclosed. Please note
that this consent lapses five years after the date of commencement uniess the consent is
given effect to before the end of that period.

Pursuant to Section 357 of the Resource Management Act 1991, the applicant/s may within
15 working days of receiving this decision, object in writing to Council in respect of the
decision. Having assessed such an objection, Council may dismiss the objection or uphold it
wholly or in part.

The consent holder is advised that this resource consent relates to the proposal outlined in
the application. Should the proposal alter in terms of character, intensity or scale, then the
consent authority and affected neighbours are required to be advised of any variation and
is subsequently required to assess the proposal under the Resource Management Act 1991.

Please note that all archaeological sites are protected under the Historic Place Act whether -
or not they have been recorded or registered. If evidence of any historic site is found on
the property, the Act requires that the Hlstonc Places Trust be advised of the situation.

Q'he fee for processing your application was $812.30; therefore the balance owing is $62.30.

[$812.30 - $750.00]. This fee includes the Plannlng and Works Division costs. An invoice
for $812.30 is also enclosed.

Yours faithfully

Shelley Dunham
ENVIRONMENTAL CONSENTS OFFICER




Subdivision Consent File: 0095 0020
Mercurial Holdings Limited RM: 060328
20 Matipo Street, Taupo

Advice Notes:

1. The resource consent shall lapse five years after the date of consent unless:
a. itis given effect to before the end of that period or
b. upon application made prior to the expiry of that period, the Council fixes a longer
period.

2.  All earthworks shall be managed so that silt and dust do not create a nuisance beyond
the site boundaries. A dust nuisance is deemed to have occurred when particles are
visible in the air.

3. Pursuant to Section 208 of the Local Government Act 2002, a development
contribution is payable prior to the issue of a Certificate under Section 224(c) of the
Resource Management Act 1991. The contribution shall be recalculated if not paid
within 12 months of the issue of invoice.

GRANTED ON THE 27™ DAY OF SEPTEMBER 2006 BY WAY OF DELEGATED
AUTHORITY DATED 7" SEPTEMBER 2006 TO THE PLANNING MANAGER:
ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES, PURSUANT TO SECTION 34A OF THE RESOURCE
MANAGEMENT ACT 1991.

)

/ 7

Gareth Green
PLANNING MANAGER: ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES
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Check list for S88 S92 - A85569



RM [00222] | File: fooms -90 ]

: R BB

‘»rovided Adequate  CHECK LIST FOR SECTIONS 88 & 92 RMA 991

S88 S92 s

Eyj Eﬁ Description of Activity (Consent Type: Land pse/Subdlvnsmn
/Unit Title/ Variation to Consent Condition/Outline Plan/Xlease)

Location (legal description/valuation number/maps)

Certificate of Title

Lodgement Fee

AEE: Statement made regarding effects, consultation
letters/affected persons consent forms etc

- “Site plans: Rd / legal desc / North point / scale

Allotment plan: bouz/daries /e::iz/ting & proposed buildings / i
distances to boundariés / uses of the site/ utility services / vehicle

parking & dccess/contours
Earthworks: Statement made if required (Qty )

N

" Floor plan: use of all areas / number of floors
Elevations: max height / daylight plane / natural ground level

External appearance of building ie building materials / photo of
relocated dwelling

Subdivision: existing easements / right of ways / covenantfr{
building line restrictions / numbers, areas & dimensions of % hOstf'»/
proposed roads, service lanes, accessways with relevant width

gradient / proposed easements / Rural: water supply apd-waste
i disposal / service providers - electricity/phone/gas/enwronment

waikato .
Application Accepted OR [ ] Application rejected

Application Accepted OR [ _|  Further Information Required |

0 0000 BR AERA,
SAEN

0 0000

Jd




Consent subdivide - A85570



— District Council . B
72 Lake Terrace, Taupo, New Zealand Private Bag 2005, Taupo
(branches aiso at Turangi and Mangakino) Taupo Main Phone: (07) 376-0899
Taupo Main Fax: (07) 378-0118
pare: 279 0 6
Fax: <) L4 T FROM: Fax: (07) 378-0114
5 g Q q’ Phone: (07) 376-0752
SENT TO: SENT BY/FROM:
Anchwe)\ : | N Sl

ATTENTION: OUR REF: D60 32.% .
TOTAL PAGES INCLUDING THIS SHEET: 6
SUBJECT:

/4’“’ A A Aceex
—_—

(onserds 4o culodimd, 72 Matipe 2 rinidandil
. 1(\

P
C

CONFIDENTIALITY

If this fax has been sent to you by mistake, please ring us with the details, then destroy the fax. The fax may contain
confidential and/or privileged information which may not be used in any way if you are not the intended recipient.
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Ff.-mvr"

RESOURCE CONSENT PEER-REVIEW CHECKLI%T G

Date of Report: ‘ /Q‘ 06 .
Consent Number: _ O SO 223 \ e i,
Applicant: .0 Ned N=Y=l MU e Hold V\{)))

v’ or N/A
Author Peer Review

General

Application read from Cover to Cover ~

Spelling and Grammar correct 7

Correct Applicant Details e

Correct Site Details -

Decision

Resolution under Section 93 & 94 -

Resolution under Section 104 ~

ctivity Status Referenced p

Correct District Plan Reference(s) s

Does decision reflect what was applied for? / /
-
v
.

(Consent can not be granted for things not applied for)

Are Conditions enforceable?

Is reference made to “approved plans”, including who

prepared them, reference number (and issue) and date.

Is an advice note required for Development Contributions?
i . o

:Iaa_sr?an Advice Note been added re. Archaeological Sites & % N/‘\“ f‘/‘“

Have issues relating to notable trees/archaeological _ ‘

sites/height restrictions/consent notices/hazard areas etc I\J/PV / N \‘3\

been addressed? o

Affected Parties

Have all affected parties been identified?

Has written approval been obtained from all affected

Administration Requirements
Time recorded correctly e
Monitoring Requirements recorded o
Further Information Requests recorded
35(1A) uplifted if applicable

~ P

.‘arties? . . v MR
ave Plans been signed by affected parties? v rJ\f\
7,

4

&

Comments:

Signhed: %\\_‘; SN Date: ’/ 7‘95 (Planner)

v
Signed: 0—}\&\ 0 Date: l M (Ob (Reviewer)

I:\Planning\Kylie\Proceedures Manual\Decision Peer Review Checklist.doc
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“Taupo
District Counci

72 Lake Terrace, Taupo 3330
Private Bag 2005 -

28th AUQUSt 2006 Taupo Mail Centre, Taupo 3352
New Zealand
Telephone 07 376 0899

J Hunter ‘ Facsimile 07 378 0118

Cheal Consultants www.taupo.govt.nz

P O Box 165

TAUPO File Number:

: - 0095 0020

Dear Sir / Madam

PROCESSING OF RESOURCE CONSENT APPLICATION: RM 060328
‘lERCURIAL HOLDINGS LIMITED - 20 MATIPO STREET, TAUPO

Further to our letter dated 1% August 2006, please provide the following information under
Section 92A of the Resource Management Act

e Please provide evidence of two car parks on the proposed (Lot One) under the
controlled subdivision rules, if a dwelling exceeds 80 metres squared in floor area
two car parks are required. Please identify on the proposed lot one where these are
to be located.

In accordance with Section 92A (1) you must, within 15 working days of this request either

1. provide this information, or

2. advise the Council in writing that the information will be provided and a date for its
provision, or

3. advise Council in writing that the information will hot be provided.

» q_liease be advised that under Section 92A (3) of the Resource Management Act, Council

ay decline the application if the above timeframes are not met or the information is not

provided, and Council considers that it has insufficient information to enable it to determine
the application.

Yours faithfully

¥,

Jamie Torrance
ENVIRONMENTAL CONSENTS PLANNER




Provide evidence two car parks - A85573
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1 T 00AS aoRo
Dale McKavanagh B i e

From: Jamie Torrance

Sent: Friday, 25 August 2006 11:56 a.m.

To: Stacey Fairweather; Dale McKavanagh; Shelley Dunham
Subject: 060328, 92 further info request.

could i please send this letter, thanks
92 request more info

Please provide evidence of two car parks on the proposed (Lot One) under the controlled subdivision rules, if
a dwelling exceeds 80 metres squared in floor area two car parks are required. please identifly on the
proposed lot one where these are to be located.

Jamie Torrance
Environmental Consents Officer
Environmental Services

TAUPO DISTRICT COUNCIL
72 Lake Terrace

Private Bag 2005

Taupo

ph: 07 376 0814

fax: 07 378 0114

mobile: 0274 163 650

e~-mail: jtorrance@taupo.govt.nz
web: hitp://www.taupo.govt.nz

28/08/2006
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District Council®
RUXODZRE File:ooAs COQO
MEMORANDUM
To DEVELOPMENT ENGINEER
proM - JEeos (PLANNER)

SUBJECT | PROPOSED SUBDIVISION/LANDUSE: RM

Please find attached correspondence as received for the above
application for you comment and report.

Please note that under the Resource Management Act 1991 we
have 20 working days to deal with this. Therefore your comment is

required by _jigh~ A psh QocCk .

If the attached application relates to any of the following please
circulate to Engineering Officer: Stormwater

[l Stormwater Assets

[0 sStormwater / Drainage Easements
[[] Potential flood hazard areas

[] Other

If the attached application relates to any of the foliowing please
circulate to  Engineering Officer: Roading

[] Located in the CBD

[J Located on a State Highway or Arterial Route
[0 sites with Historic parking problems

[ Other

If the attached application involves any Cash in lieu for parking
Please forward to Manager: Works Division



PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT PROJECTS
ENGINEERING ASSESSMENT COST

DEVELOPER

LOCATION

TYPE OF PROJECT

FILE NO

REF NO

Works KM
Manager

RESE | KM | AreaE | KM
ADE

KM

KM

KM

KM

Initial
Approval

Research

om

Site Visit

30 mlﬂ

Report
Writing

wo v’

Report
Checking

g

Other
Council

Total
Hours

Hourty
Rate Base
X 150%

\ SN

A0 NG

Total $

FORWARD TO PLAN

DEPT

RECOVERY RECEIVED

NON-CHARGEABLE TIME

Documents

Recovery Code

Code

Code

Code

Total Cost to Recover

DATE

$
$
$
$
$

[GST Excl]

DATE

W[Div]ACC

HOURS

W 5 A A A

~

Total
Km @
50¢

GST Indl]

TYPE OF WORK




Engineering report - A85575



4

0095 0020 & RM 060328

SUBDIVISION
20 MATIPO STREET, TAUPO
MERCURIAL HOLDINGS LIMITED
ENGINEERING REPORT

PREAMBLE

This proposal is for an urban residential subdivision and seeks
consent to subdivide Lot 10 DPS 207 to create 2 residential Lots.
Proposed lot sizes are: Lot 1 539 m? and Lot 2 486 m?. There is an
existing dwelling located on the proposed Lot 1. The site slopes down
from the access on Matipo St, resulting in the proposed Lot 2 being in
the rear and at a lower elevation than the existing dwelling on Lot 1.
A retaining wall is required along the southern boundary and the area
behind this will be filled.

ROADING & ACCESS

Both proposed lots will share a vehicle access onto Matipo Street. The
existing vehicle crossing must be removed, and the berm and kerbs
reinstated to a standard acceptable to TDC. Provide a new shared
vehicle crossing to TDC requirements. A Right of Way easement (A)
shall be granted in favour of Lot 1 over Lot 2. A Right of Way
easement (B) shall be granted in favour of Lot 2 over Lot 1.
Stormwater runoff on the Right of Way easements (A and B) shall be
collected and disposed of on ‘on-site’.

The degraded berm outside the existing property shall be filled to a
standard berm cross-fall and re-grassed. This damage has resulted
from long-term berm parking from the residents of this property.

WATER SUPPLY

A water connection to the public main on Matipo Street currently
exists for the dwelling on Lot 1. A new water connection to the TDC
mains is required for the proposed Lot 2, with a visible Toby box. A
private water easement is proposed in favour of Lot 2 over Lot 1.



4 SANITARY SEWERAGE

Individual sewer connections are required for each lot. A public sewer
runs along the western boundary to which the existing dwelling on Lot
1 has a connection. Lot 1 shall have the existing sewer re-laid, clear
of the likely building area on Lot 2, to a new sewer connection point
on the public main. A private easement (C) shall be granted over the
alignment of the new Lot 1 sewer where it crosses Lot 2. Lot 2 shall
utilise the existing sewer connection to the abovementioned TDC
public sewer main.

5 STORMWATER

All stormwater shall be collected and disposed of within the respective
lots so as to avoid inundation or erosion of any other land.

6 _UTILITY SERVICES

A new separate power connection point is required for Lot 2. Create a
private services easement in favour of Lot 2 over Lot 1.

7 ___APPROVAL CONDITIONS

1 The existing vehicle crossing must be removed, and the berm and
kerbs reinstated to a standard acceptable to TDC. Provide a new
shared vehicle crossing to TDC requirements. Create private Right
of Way easements a necessary. Stormwater runoff on the Right of
Way easements (A and B) shall be collected and disposed of ‘on-
site’.

2 The degraded road berm outside the existing property shall be
filled and levelled to a standard berm cross-fall and re-grassed.

3 A new water connection to the TDC mains is required for the
proposed Lot 2.

4 Individual sewer connections are required for each lot. Lot 1 shall
have the existing sewer re-laid, clear of the likely building area on
Lot 2, to a new sewer connection point on the public main. A
private easement (C) shall be granted over the alignment of the
new Lot 1 sewer where it crosses Lot 2.

5 Provide confirmation that the Soakholes for the existing dwelling
are contained within the Lot 1 boundaries.

6 A separate power connection point is required for Lot 2. Create a
private services easement in favour of Lot 2 over Lot 1.



7 Al work shall comply with Council’'s Code of Practice for
Development of Land, unless otherwise specifically approved by
the TDC Development Engineers.

Report Prepared By:

@A - Date: zoca -08-0%
Micheflelgtiglingh
ASSISTANT DEVELOPMENT ENGINEER

Approved for Submission:

(]‘ &%M Date: oy{%/oé

Roger Stokes
DEVELOPMENT ENGINEER
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Warning:
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precise survey plan,
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condition to cover such vanations.
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Designed
Drawn $5 May ‘06
Checked JH May '06
Approved
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Taupo =

District Counci

72 Lake Terrace, Taupo 3330
Private Bag 2005

Taupo Mail Centre, Taupo 3352
New Zealand

1 August 2006

Telephone 07 376 0899
Facsimile 07 378 0118

J Hunter www.taupo.govt.nz
Cheal Consultants
P O Box 165
TAUPO
File Number:
0095 0020
Dear James

”ROCESSING OF RESOURCE CONSENT APPLICATION RM060328
MERCURIAL HOLDINGS LIMITED - 20 MATIPO STREET ,TAUPO

Your application for resource consent for the proposal at the above address was lodged
with Taupo District Council on 31 July 2006.

Having checked the application for content required under Section 88 and 92 of the
Resource Management Act 1991, the application has been formally received.

Your application will now be processed by Environmental Consents Planner Jamie Torrance.
I acknowledge receipt of your $750 lodgement fee, and advise that an invoice will be issued

following the Taupo District Council Decision. Should the actual cost of processing exceed
the lodgement fee already paid you will be advised.

‘Yours faithfully
Shelley Dunham
ENVIRONMENTAL CONSENTS OFFICER




Resource consent application - A85577



OUR REF 2006-88L3

27 July 2006

Taupo District Council
Private Bag 2005
Taupo Mail Centre
TAUPO 3352

ATTENTION: GARETH GREEN

Dear Gareth,
MERCURIAL HOLDINGS LIMITED : 20 MATIPO STREET, TAUPO
APPLICATION FOR RESOURCE CONSENT

Please find enclosed an Application for Resource Consent for Subdivision. We
include the following information:

Cheque for $750 being Council's fee

Form 9 Resource Consent Form

Development Contributions information Form

Report containing an Assessment of Environmental Effects
Scheme Plan 2006-088-002A
Long Section Drawing 2006-088-003A '
Location Plan

Certificate of Title

Correspondence received from Unison Networks Limited
Correspondence received from Telecom NZ Limited
Affected parties consent form.

LJ L] L] -* L ] -* L] L] L] L[] L]

Would you please place this proposal before the appropriate Council Planner for
approval at your earliest convenience. If there are any queries, please do not
hesitate to telephone or email.

ENVIRONMENTAL PLANNER
Email: jamesh@cheal.co.nz

i

cheal.co.nz
into@cheal.co.nz

P GF 37B 4405 F. 07 378 5447
70 Ruapetns St PO Box 165 . Tavpso



' ooas LD
QY\ %an'%gioni-mos

Postal address R e
s Form 9 Resource Consent Form
Taupo, New Zealand

Application for Resource
Ph:07-376 0899 Section 88 and the Fourth Schedule,
Fax:07-3780114 Resource Management Act 1991

FOR OFFICE US

File No:

| This form is to be used for an application as required under Section 88 of the Resource Management Act 1991

and must be accompanied 8y the fee listed on the schedule provided, together with plans and other supporti
information, '

ywe ... Mercurial Holdings Limited

{Full name of applicant)

The location of the proposed activity is as follows tindude legal descrigtions

20 Matipo Street, Taupo

(street address and/or legal description of application site}

-~ Description of the proposed activity .

Subdivision of the subject site into two fee-simple lots. The proposed subdivision transgresses the

. Maximum earthworks permitted within the front and side building setback and Access

requirements of the Proposed District Plan.

Have you applied for a Project information Memorandum (PIM) or a building consent for this project?

If so, what is the BC/PIM number? |:| I:I |:| D D |:| D

Postal address of applicant  Tracey Bell Telephone 021638 242 Mobile

PO Box 1585, Taupo Facsimile

E-mail
Consultant/Representative and address for service itdifferent Telephone 3736405 Mobile
Cheal Consultants Ltd, PO Box 165, Taupo Facsimite 378 6447

C/o - James Hunter , .
IN.B. Please note, that all correspondence will be sent to the identified address for service) E-mail ameSh @cheal co.nz




RESOURCE MANAGEMENT ACT 1991

RESOURCE CONSENT
CHECKLIST

District Council &

www.taupo.govt.nz

All Applications

1. Activity Status -  Controlled, Restricted Discrefionary

Where more than one activity status, the more stringent status applies.

Discretionary, Non-Complying

v or NfA

Applicant
Check

Council

g

C mpleted application form*; (Form 9)
Ensure all personal detalls are completed, signed & dated

4

Check

Application Fee: DepositPayable: $ 350-00__ *

Completed Development Contribution Information Form*

4x Coples of Landuse Applications / 5x Coples of Subdivision
Full Set of Plans (min. 4x full sets + 1x reduced A4 set)*

Plans to scale: 1:50, 1:100, 1:200* (Photos can be used to support)

All plans are referenced with a unique pian No. & dated

Site Plan showing:

- Accurate Lot and Certificate of Title boundaries*

- Legal Description on plans®

- Daylighting

- North point*

- Any existing buildings*

- AnyProtected Trees (Incl. dripline)

- Parking & On-site Manoeuvring

- Access Amangements - pedestrian & vehide

- Landscaping (induding identification of plant species) & fencing - existing & proposed.
- Significant features — waahi tapu, archaeological, heritage, topographical

- Ground levels referenced to Moturiki Datum* (sea level)

- On sloping sites — Contours including heights referenced to Moturiki Datum (sea leved)
- Location of Service connections / Pipes through property*

Existing easements / rights of ways / covenants / building line restrictions*’

Floor Plan showing:
- Areas dedicated to each activity on the slte {internal & extemal)*

Elevations showing:
- Appearance of any building*
- Photographs may be used but should also be supported by scale plans

Other Plans (where relevant) showing:

- Signage - wording, dimensions, method of attachment
- Location and area of hazardous substances storage

- Car parking provision

Certificate of Title: Current - less than 3 months old*

Aftached details of any restrictions — Buikding Line, Covenants, Consent Notices,
Easements*”

G to Dovidopment Engineer ange eecsd sl by Coundl




Assessment of Environm ntal Effects - appropriate to the scale of the proposal

Cover Letter*

Examples:

- Amenity + character

- Traffic Generation

- Noise

- Signage

- Relevant District Plan Rules not met

Written Approvals of Affected Persons: Unconditional

Proposal Outlined on the prescribed form

_Signed plans & elevations — Clear signatures, printed name, address & date

Specified Owner or Occupier — where different (i.e. tenant) both signatures are required

All Owners or authorised representative to sign on behalf of Specified

Owner or Occupier (including Trustees).
Tangata Whenua Consultation:

Relevant Iwi & Hapu identified?

Views sought & addressed?

- if not, written explanation given why

or site of signiﬁcance to Maori, or sitefitem listed in the Hen'wge Rggisber

10.

Details of consultation for land affected by or adjoining land containing an archaeological site

Consultation with Other Parties:

Council Asset Managers

Environment Waikato

NZ Historic Places Trust

Department of Conservation

Transit New Zealand

Other (Please list):

1.

Expert Assessments: Submitiod |  Required

Geotechnical’

Traffic Engineer
Landscape

Arborist

Cultural

Other (i.e. Geothermal)

12.

Other Consents Required:

Building Consent

Liquor License

Environment Waikato / Environment Bay of Plenty

Other (Please list):

DISCLAIMER - The completion of this form does not comprise any type of Council approval under
the RMA. Nor does the completion of the form in any way prevent Coundil from making a request
pursuant to Section 92 of the Resource Management Act 1991 for additional information required
for processing the application.

fadd Lo Developmrnt Enginssr onos recsived by Coungl




Development Contributions Information Form

Residential Applications

The following form will need to be completed when you apply for a resource
consent, building consent or service connection to allow for the calculation of
your development contribution:
COUNCIL REFERENCE gc or RM
(If known)

General Details

1. Where is the development - address?
20 Matipo Street, Taupo

2. What is the name, address and contact phone number for service?
Cheal Consultants Limited

P O Box 165

Taupo 3351

Attention: James Hunter

Telephone: 07 378 6405

Fax: 07 378 6447

Email: jamesh@cheal.co.nz

3. What type of consent(s) is being applied for? Please tick
Subdivision v
Land Use - no subdivision
Building Consent

Service connection

Please explain the nature of the work or activity that will be taking place.
Proposed 2 lot subdivision

Existing development
4. What is the existing land use? Please tick
Residential private v
home/apartment
Residential commercial
accommodation
Mixture of uses

5. How many titles (existing) does this development affect?
One




6. Are there any cross lease/unit titles? If yes, attach details NO

7. How many private homes exist on the site?
One

8. Proposed Development
a) What is the proposed land use? Please tick

Residential private v
home/apartment

Residential commercial
accommodation

9. How many titles are proposed in the new development?
Two

10. Are there any cross lease/unit titles? If yes, attach details NO

11. How many private homes are proposed in the new development?
Two

12. Please attach an independent land valuation for the existing
allotment. This valuation is to be less than three months old.
If there is to be subdivision, then a valuation of each proposed
allotment will be required instead of the underlying allotments
value

NB to avoid unnecessary costs, the valuation can be submitted
after a consent is granted.

13. Other

Valuation to be provided after consent approval.

Thank you that is all the information we require for your residential private
home development



PLANMNERS

Application for Resource Consent
under Section 88 of the Resource
Management Act 1991
Subdivision

Mercurial Holdings Limited
20 Matipo Street, Taupo

Preparedby: = /SR A Cheal Consultants Limited

James Hlotér 7/ 70 Ruapehu Street

Environmental Planner P O Box 165
Taupo
New Zealand

Phone: ++64 7 378 6405

Fax: ++64 7 378 6447
Reviewed and Email. info@cheal.co.nz
Approved for . _g/\/\ Website: www.cheal.co.nz
& Bacher

Release by:

Team Leader

Date:.....ooceeeeimiien e, 27 July 2006
Reference............................. 2006-88AP1
Status: ........................ Final 27 July 2006

This document is the property of Cheal Consultants Limited. Any unauthorised employment or
reproduction, in full or part is forbidden.

This document has been prepared for a specific purpose for the above client and shall not be used

for any other unauthorised purpose. Cheal Consuitants Limited does not acknowledge any duty of
care or responsibility to any other party.

© Cheal Consultants Limited



CHEAL

People You Can Trust

APPLICATION FOR RESOURCE CONSENT UNDER
SECTION 88 OF THE RESOURCE MANAGEMENT ACT 1991
(SUBDIVISION RESIDENTIAL)

Consent Authority: Taupo District Council

The Applicant: Mercurial Holdings Limited

Address for Service: Cheal Consultants Limited, P O Box 165, Taupo 3351

Address for Invoice: Mercurial Holdings Limited, c/- T Bel, P O Box 1585,
Taupo 3351.

Site Details:

The details of this property to which this Application relates are:

Street Address: ...............cccc........ 20 Matipo Street

Legal Description:.......................... Lot 10 DPS 207

Certificate of Title:.......................... 1001/237

AF€Q: ..o, 1027m?

ZONING: «..oooioeiiiiiieeeeeiiee Transitional District Plan — Residential B

Proposed District Plan — Residential Environment.

Activity for which Consent is Sought:
Proposed subdivision of Lot 10 DPS 207 into two residential lots as follows:

o  Lot1539m?
. Lot 2 486m>.

The proposed activity is considered Discretionary under the Proposed District Plan.

Mercurial Holdings Limited Application for Resource Consent {Subdivision] 27 July 2006
2006-88AP1 Prepared by Cheal Consultants Limited Page 1 of 17



A

People You Can Trust

1. INTRODUCTION

The subject property contains an existing single storey dwelling located on the front (north
east) of the site.

The subject lot size of 1,027m? provides sufficient area to subdivide and construct a
further dwelling. The proposed subdivision is also consistent with the surrounding
Residential Environment. The proposed rear lot can adequately contain a fully complying
dwelling.

The proposed subdivision will require a retaining wall to be built adjacent to the side
boundary with No.18 Matipo Street and the area behind this will be filled. This will
transgress the Maximum Earthworks criteria of the Proposed District Plan relating to the
amount of fill required within the minimum building setback. It is not envisaged that the
effects of the change in levels on the neighbouring property will result in more than minor
effects.

The proposed access and crossing will be sited 1.5m from the south boundary of the
property and will result in a crossing being sited within 3.0m of the neighbouring crossing
at No.18. This would transgress the 3.0m distance required between crossings however
given the excellent sight visibility from the crossing it is not envisaged that the reduced
access separation distance will result in any significant effects.

2. SITE DESCRIPTION

The property is located on the western side of Matipo Street 100m south of the
intersection with Rangatira Street.

There is an existing single storey dwelling with raised side and rear patio on the front of
the site situated at road level. The site slopes down from the road resulting in the rear
and side of the site being lower than the dwelling.

The existing vehicle access is sited approximately 3m from the south side boundary
leading to a garage at the rear. The access is formed by two concrete strips sloping up to
the road level. Beside the access the site falls away to the south and the neighboring
property (18 Matipo Street). The neighboring dwelling is sited at a distance of 10m from
the side boundary. There is some existing screening provided by trees to the side and
rear of both the subject and adjoining properties.

Mercurial Holdings Limited Application for Resource Consent [Subdivision] 27 July 2006
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DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSAL

It is proposed to subdivide the subject site into two fee simple lots. The existing dwelling
will be contained within proposed Lot 1. Proposed Lot 1 will have an area of 539m>.
Proposed Lot 2 will have an area of 486m?2. A shared access will be formed at least 1.5m
from the side boundary with No.18 Matipo Street. The level of the access will be slightly
higher than that of the existing driveway and will require filling within the front and side
building setback which exceeds the maximum earthworks requirements of the Proposed
District Plan. A retaining wall will be provided within the Applicant’s site to contain the
filled area. A new vehicle crossing will be formed to serve the new access.

4. PHYSICAL DETAILS OF THE PROPOSAL

4.1 Water
There is a public main in Matipo Street with one existing connection to the dwelling on
proposed Lot 1. A new connection will be required for Proposed Lot 2. A services
easement will follow the southern side boundary and provide for electricity, water and
telecommunications in favour of Lot 2.

4.2 Effluent Disposal
A public sewer line runs adjacent to the rear (western) boundary to which the existing
dwelling has a connection. The existing connection will be temporarily capped and used
for the future dwelling on Lot 2. A new connection will be made at the northwest corner to
serve the existing dwelling on Lot 1. An easement will be required in favour of Lot 1 for
the new connection.

4.3 Stormwater
Stormwater will be disposed of by way of soakholes.

4.4 Power and Telephone
Both services are available from Matipo Street.
Telecom NZ Limited’s comments are attached. Telephone reticulation can be provided for
the subdivided lots from the existing network.
Unison Network Limited’'s comments are also attached. Power can be supplied to the
proposed development with an extension to the existing network.

Mercurial Holdings Limited ' Application for Resource Consent {Subdivision] ’ 27 July 2006
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Vehicle Crossings and Access

Currently there is one formed vehicle crossing and access way servicing the existing
residence on proposed Lot 1 from Matipo Street. This is located approximately 3.0m from
the southern boundary.

Use of the existing access is to be discontinued and a new 4.0m wide access will be
provided adjacent to the southern boundary at a distance of 1.5m. The new access will
have a similar, albeit slightly higher profile to the existing driveway which will extend closer
to the boundary and require filing and retaining. As a result the proposed vehicle
crossing will be sited within 3.0m of the neighboring crossing (18 Matipo Street) thereby
transgressing the required separation distance of 3.0m between crossings. Due to the
slope of the existing access the crest of the access will need to be reduced and filling
undertaken further down in order to achieve a complying gradient of 15% (refer to
attached Long Section Plan 2006-088-003).

The proposed access will be split in two with right-of-way easements created over each
part for the benefit of each lot.

The proposed vehicle crossing and access will be formed in accordance with Council
requirements.

Earthworks

No major earthworks are proposed however for the purposes of providing the access
closer to the side boundary a retaining wall is required together with backfilling of the area
to a height slightly above that of the existing driveway. This will transgress the 0.5m depth
of fill allowed within the front and side building setbacks although it is not envisaged that
this would result in more than minor effects on the neighboring property whose approval
has been obtained. The maximum fill depth required will be 0.9m. The topography of the
site will not necessitate any significant silt, dust or stormwater management requirement
during any such earthworks.

Mercurial Holdings Limited Application for Resource Consent [Subdivision] 27 July 2006
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5. STATUTORY CONSIDERATIONS

Resource Management Act 1991
Part Il - Purpose and Principles
5. Purpose -

1. The purpose of this Act is to promote the sustainable management of natural
and physical resources.

2. In this Act, ‘"sustainable management" means managing the use,
development, and protection of natural and physical resources in a way, or at

a rate, which enables people and communities to provide for their social,

economic, and cultural wellbeing and for their health and safety while —

a)  sustaining the potential of natural and physical resources (excluding
minerals) to meet the reasonably foreseeable needs of future
generations; and

b)  Safeguarding the life-supporting capacity of air, water, soil, and
ecosystems;

¢) Avoiding, remedying, or mitigating any adverse effects of activities on
the environment.

The Application is not contrary to the purpose and principles of the Resource
Management Act 1991.

Section 88 — Making an Application

1. A person may apply to the relevant local authority for a resource consent.
2.  An application must —
a) be made in the prescribed form and manner; and
b) include, in accordance with Schedule 4, an assessment of
environmental effects in such detail as corresponds with the scale and
significance of the effects that the activity may have on the environment.

3. If an application does not include an adequate assessment of environmental
effects or the information required by regulations, a local authority may, within
5 working days after the application was first lodged, determine that the
application is incomplete and return the application, with written reasons for
the determination, to the applicant.

4. If, after an application has been returned as incomplete, that application is
lodged again with the relevant local authority, that application is to be treated
as a new application.

5. Sections 357 to 358 apply to a determination that an application is incomplete.

The Application has been created in the prescribed form and includes a full assessment of
effects.

Mercurial Holdings Limited Application for Resource Consent [Subdivision] 27 July 2006
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Section 104 — Consideration of Applications

1. When considering an application for a resource consent and any submissions
received, the consent authority must, subject to Part 2, have regard to —

a) any actual and potential effects on the environment of allowing the
activity; and

b)  any relevant provisions of —

i) a national policy statement:

ij)  a New Zealand coastal policy statement:

i) aregional policy statement or proposed regional policy statement;
iv)  a plan or proposed plan; and

c) any other matter the consent authority considers relevant and
reasonably necessary to determine the application.

2. When forming an opinion for the purposes of subsection (1)(a), a consent
authority may disregard an adverse effect of the activity on the environment if
the plan permits an activity with that effect.

a)  when considering an application affected by section 124, the consent
authority must have regard to the value of the investment of the existing
consent holder.

3. A consent authority must not —

a)  have regard to trade competition when considering an application:

b)  when considering an application, have regard to any effect on a person
who has given written approval to the application:

c)  grant a resource consent contrary to:

i) Section 107 or 107a Section 217,

i) an Order in Council in force under Section 152, or under

iii)  any regulations:

iv) a Gazette notice referred to in Section 26(1), (2) and (5) or the
Foreshore and Seabed Act 2004

d) grant a resource consent if the application should have been publicly
notified and was not.

4. Subsection (3)(b) does not apply if a person has given written approval in
accordance with that paragraph but, before the date of the hearing (if a
hearing is held) or otherwise before the determination of the application, that
person gives notice in writing to the consent authority that the approval is
withdrawn.

5. A consent authority may grant a resource consent on the basis that the activity
is a controlled activity, a restricted discretionary activity, a discretionary
activity, or a non complying activity, regardless of what type of activity the
application was expressed to be for.

As a consequence of the proposed subdivision, an additional dwelling could be
constructed. The creation of an adverse effect on the environment by a second dwelling
may be disregarded as additional dwellings (subject to Coverage Standards) are
Permitted under the Proposed District Plan.

Mercurial Holdings Limited Application for Resource Consent [Subdivision] 27 July 2006
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Section 104B — Determination of Applications for Discretionary or Non Complying
Activities

“After considering an application for resource consent for a discretionary activity or
non complying activity, a consent authority —

a)  may grant or refuse the application; and

b)  if it grants the application, may impose conditions under Section 108.”

The Application is for a Discretionary Activity under the Rules of the Proposed District
Plan. ‘

6. RELEVANT PERFORMANCE STANDARDS
6.1 Transitional District Plan
Subject to Section 19 of the Resource Management Act 1991 the Performance Standards
of the Transitional District Plan are notionally inoperative with the exception of
‘daylighting’.
2.7.2 Daylight -
No part of any building shall exceed a height of 2m plus the shortest horizontal
distance between that part of the building and the nearest side boundary.
Except, in order to allow limited form of zero lot development and for garages to be
attached to a dwelling and erected on a boundary, a part of a building not exceeding
10m in length may be located within 1.5m of a boundary and exceed the daylighting
plane by no more than 0.5m. For the above purposes height shall be measured
from the ground level at the point on the site boundary to which the above
measurement refers.
The proposal complies with the Daylighting Standard of the Transitional District Plan.
Mercurial Holdings Limited Application for Resource Consent [Subdivision] 27 July 2006
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Any subdivision which is not identified as a controlled activity, is a

Performance Standard

Compliance

Comment

i 8m.

—5m.

ii. EXCEPTION: Height Restricted Areas

4a.3.1 - Maximum Building Height: ¥

Full Compliance.

recession plane

4a.3.2 — Maximum Height to Boundary: ™
2.5m height at the boundary with a 45°

Full Compliance.

Ratio:

i. 30% building coverage
ii. 40% plot ratio

iii. 50% total coverage

iv. EXCEPTION: High Density Areas —
50% building coverage, 75% total
coverage, 100% plot ratio, 3m
landscape strip along front boundary

v. EXCEPTION: Low Density Areas —
5% building coverage, 7.5% plot ratio.

4a.3.3 — Maximum Coverage and Plot |Z[

Existing dwelling and deck on
Lot 1 have a building coverage
of 25.2%. Plot ratio and total
coverage also comply.

Lot 2 can accommodate building
coverage of 145.8m*and
complying plot ratio and total
coverage.

i. ~ 5m front boundary

subdivision consent.

jii. 1.5m all other boundaries

iii. Om common wall boundaries.

iv. EXCEPTION: Low Density Areas —
10m all boundaries, unless otherwise
provided for within an existing

v. EXCEPTION: Land adjacent to
Foreshore Protection Area — 5m
foreshore protection boundary

vi. EXCEPTION: Properties fronting Lake
Terrace between Rifle Range Road
and Taharepa Road — 10m front yard.

4a.3.4 — Minimum Building Setback: |

Full Compliance.

Mercurial Holdings Limited
2006-88AP1

Application for Resource Consent [Subdivision}

Prepared by Cheal Consultants Limited
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Performance Standard

Compliance

Comment

4a.3.5 - Maximum Earthworks:

i. 1.5m vertical ground alteration in a
new face of cut and/or fill

ii. 50% disturbance of the allotment at
any one time while redeveloping

iii. 0.5m vertical ground alteration within
the minimum building setback
requirement

iv. No dust or silt nuisance beyond the
boundaries of the allotment

v. EXCEPTION: High Density Areas -
No maximum disturbance percentage
for an allotment

vi. Please note: where activities such as
earthworks and onsite sewage
treatment involve discharges to land,
air and water, a resource consent may
be required from the relevant
Regional Council.

In excess of 0.5m fill required
within front and side building
setback.

4a.3.6 — Maximum Noise:

i. The measurement sample time within
the following time frames shall not
exceed:

» Daytime hours 50 dBA

« Evening hours 45 dBA

 Nighttime hours 40 dBA with a
maximum sound level (L,,) of 70
dBA.

ii. Atthe boundary of other
Environments, the more stringent
'"Maximum Noise' requirement shall
apply

iii. All construction noise shall meet the
requirements of New Zealand
Standard NZS 6803:1999 Acoustics
Construction Noise

iv. To be measured in accordance with
New Zealand Standard NZS
6801:1999 Acoustics Measurement of
Environmental Sound, and assessed
in accordance with New Zealand
Standard NZS 6802:1999 Acoustics
Assessment of Environmental Noise.

Full Compliance.

4a.3.7 - Parking, Loading and Access:
In accordance with Section 6: Parking,
Loading and Access.

3]

Refer to table below.

4a.3.8 - Maximum Vehicle Movements:

i. 24 equivalent vehicle movements.

ii. EXCEPTION: High Density Areas ~
100 equivalent vehicle movements.

16evm

Mercurial Holdings Limited
2006-88AP1
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Performance Standard

Compliance

Comment

4a.3.9 — Maximum Artificial Light
Levels:

8 lux (lumens per square metre) at the
boundary

|

Full Compliance.

4a.3.10 - Max:mum Signage:

i. 0.25m? total face area in one sign
per allotment

ii. ~ Must relate to the activity
undertaken on the allotment

iii.  No flashing, reflectorised or
illuminated signs

iv. EXCEPT/ONS High Density Areas
— 4.0m?’ total face area in one sign
per allotment

v. EXCEPTIONS: All Areas — One
temporary sign per allotment,
1.08m? total face area, 4m maximum
height, for the sale of land or
buildings.

]

Full Compliance.

4a.3.11 — Maximum Odour:

There shall be no discharge of offensive

or objectionable odour at or beyond the

boundary of a site.

Notes:

1. In determining whether an odour is
offensive or objectionable, the
Council shall have regard to the
assessment guide contained in 7.8.

2. The Regional Council may also
require the resource consent be
obtained for discharges to air
(including odour discharges).

Full Compliance.

4a.3.12 — Stormwater:

i All stormwater to be disposed of
onsite.

ii.  Exception: Stormwater from
impermeable surfaces can be
disposed of via a primary or
secondary stormwater drainage
system within an area identified on
the Planning Maps as a Stormwater
Disposal Area, provided Council
authorisation has been given.

iii.  Exception: Omori, Kuratau, Pukawa
and Whareroa Stormwater Disposal
Systems (shown on Planning Maps)
- roof water may be disposed of to
the street system.

Soakholes will be used to
dispose of stormwater onsite.

Mercurial Holdings Limited
2006-88AP1

Application for Resource Consent [Subdivision]
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Parking Loading and Access

Performance Standard Compliance | Comment

6.25 Parking Residential Activities IZ[ Sufficient space for parking

* Residential Unit less than 80m® GFA exists on both proposed lots to
- 1 parking space required per meet requirement.

residential unit.

= Residential Unit more than 80m? GFA
- 2 parking spaces required per
residential unit.

6.5.1 Access Sight Distance |Z[ Full Compliance.
50/60km/hr:

= Local Road 40m

6.5.2 Minimum Distance from Road ™ Full Compliance.

Intersection to Vehicle Crossing
50/60km/hr local road 15m

6.5.3 Access Separation Distance New crossing sited within 3.0m
between vehicle crossings of neighboring crossing at
Residential Environment <80km/hr: 18 Matipo Street.

= Local or Collector Roads 3m

6.5.4 Accessways ™M Full Compliance.

Residential Environment — Up to 2

dwellings

Minimum legal access width 4m
Minimum formed carriageway 3m
Maximum gradient 15%

7. ASSESSMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS
7.1 Subdivision
District Wide Assessment Criteria
4e.1 Subdivision —
i Any immediate or potential cumulative effects of the subdivision or subsequent
land use on the quality of Taupo District’s lakes, waterways and aquifers, and

the methods by which such effects can be avoided, remedied or mitigated.

The additional dwelling will connect to public lines for water and sewerage services. No
impact on any waterways will occur.

Mercurial Holdings Limited Application for Resource Consent [Subdivision] 27 July 2006
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ii. Any immediate or potential cumulative effects on the amenity values and
characteristics of the Rural Environment, and the methods by which such
effects can be avoided, remedied or mitigated.

The subject property is surrounded by residential properties and will not impact on the
rural environment.

iii. — Whether the design and layout of the subdivision avoids, remedies or
mitigates any adverse effects on the surrounding environment

No adverse effects will result from the proposed subdivision.

iv. The location and scope of earthworks, including it's movement to, from and on
the site.

Earthworks are required to fill an area between a retaining wall and existing driveway
within the front and side building setback. Fill is required to bring the level of the proposed
access above that of the existing driveway. It is not envisaged this would result in more
than minor effects.

iv. The clearance or planting of vegetation, including its location, species and
maintenance.

No major vegetation clearance is proposed.

V. The potential for financial contributions to avoid, remedy or mitigate any
adverse effects on the environment.

No financial contributions are proposed.

vi. The imposition of conditions in accordance with Sections 108, 220 of the
RMA, 1991.

Standard Conditions for subdivisions are anticipated.
viii.  Any actual or potential effects on areas or features of cultural, historical,
landscape or ecological value, (as identified through the provisions of this

Plan).

No known areas or features such as these exist at the subject property.

Mercurial Holdings Limited Application for Resource Consent [Subdivision] 27 July 2006
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7.2 Parking, Loading and Access

Proposed District Plan Residential Environment

8. Parking, Loading and Access —

I

ii.

Vil

Extent to which the safety and efficiency of the roading network, road

hierarchy or users of the road would be adversely affected.

Whether there will be any adverse effects on the safety of pedestrians using

the allotment, road, footpath or vehicle crossing.

Proposed methods for the avoiding, remedying or mitigation of any potential

adverse effects, and the degree to which they would be successful including:

. measures to improve visibility to and from the vehicle crossing point and
alternative construction, location or design;

. Alternative options for the supply of the required parks.

The proposed access will have a total width of 4.0m and minimum formed carriage width
of 3.0m and will replace the existing access currently located 3.0m from the southern side
boundary of the site. The proposed access will be 1.5m from the side boundary requiring
a retaining wall to be built and sufficient fill provided to achieve a profile with a complying
15% gradient. As a result of this a new vehicle crossing is required which will transgress
the minimum separation distance of 3.0m in relation to the crossing at 18 Matipo Street.
The proposal will provide improved access to the site by reducing the gradient to comply
with the 15% Standard.

There is also excellent site visibility on this straight piece of road it is not considered that
the reduced separation distance will adversely affect pedestrian or traffic safety. The
proposed access and vehicle crossing position has been chosen in order to make the
most efficient use of the of the site area.

7.3 Earthworks

12. Earthworks —

i,
jii.
iv.

Detraction from the amenity of adjoining allotments in terms of such matters

as noise and dust occurring as a result of the earthworks, and the resulting

impact on the use of these allotments.

Potential for the creation of nuisance effects for residents within the area.

Time period for which soil will be exposed.

Proposed methods for the avoidance, remedying or mitigation of potential

adverse effects and the degree to which they would be successful including:

. planned rehabilitation, recontouring and revegetation or the retention of
existing vegetation.

V. Whether there are any Archaeological sites, and the potential effect of the
earthworks on these sites. ’
Mercurial Holdings Limited Application for Resource Consent [Subdivision] 27 July 2006
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The proposed earthworks involving the filling of the area between the existing driveway
and the new retaining wall sited adjacent to the side boundary will transgress the
maximum earthworks permitted within the front and side setbacks due to the depth of fill
exceeding the 0.5m permitted by the Standard. The maximum depth of fill will be
approximately 0.9m.

All proposed filling will be contained behind a retaining wall and given the modest area of
fill and minor nature of the works it is not considered there will be any significant impact on
neighboring amenity or surrounding residential amenity such as noise or dust.

The profile of the driveway will be raised slightly to provide a complying 15% gradient and
the retaining wall will be contained wholly within the applicant’s property. In addition the
neighbouring dwelling is sited at a distance of 10m from the boundary whnich is currently
screened by some trees and shrubs on the neighboring property. The effects of the
proposal are therefore considered to be no more than minor and neighbour’s consent has
been obtained. The works will not require any lengthy period of time (estimated two to
three days) to implement and will not be left exposed as the new access will be formed
and surfaced above. There are no archaeological sites identified within the site.

Conclusion
The proposal creates one additional lot with subsequent development.

As outlined above the proposal transgresses the maximum earthworks within the building
setbacks and the required separation distance (3m) between vehicle crossings
Performance Standards of the Proposed District Plan.

The proposed retaining wall and area of fill within the front and side building setbacks is
not of a scale that will result in any adverse effects on neighbouring amenity and any
effect of this should be disregarded as the consent of 18 Matipo Street has been obtained.

The proposed vehicle crossing is positioned in order to make the most efficient use of the
site. There is excellent sight visibility in each direction and traffic and pedestrian safety
will not be adversely affected.

The proposed lots are of a design and layout compatible with the surrounding area and
will not detract from the existing amenity of the area. The visual impact of the proposal
will also be minimised by the position of the existing dwelling at the front of the property.
Overall the proposal is considered to have no more than a minor effect on the
environment.

Mercurial Holdings Limited Application for Resource Consent [Subdivision] 27 July 2006
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RELEVANT POLICIES AND OBJECTIVES

8.1 Transitional District Plan

The Residential B Zone of the Transitional District Plan states that:

General Policy -

The development of each residential site shall be controlled in such a way so as to
achieve a residential environment that is attractive and provides a pleasant place in
which to live.

Residential B Zone —

The Residential B Zone comprises the well established part of the town and
provides for medium density residential development.

The zone is characterised by detached family dwellings, infill housing and the
redevelopment of sites to provide residential units.

The performance standards for this zone are intended to maintain an attractive
residential environment while allowing for infill housing and redevelopment at higher
densities than that permitted in the Residential A zone.

Appropriate services and facilities servicing the local community are provided for.

Provision is also made for visitor accommodation at a density comparable with
residential development.

The density of the proposal is consistent with the surrounding residential environment and
accommodates a higher density provided for in the Policy. The additional lot is suited to a
number of dwelling designs and site layouts given its size and shape. The visual amenity
offered by the property in its current state will not be compromised as a result of the
proposed development.

8.2 Proposed District Plan
The Objectives and Policies stated under Section 3a.2 of the Proposed District Plan are
as follows:
Objective 3a.2.1 -
The maintenance and enhancement of the character and amenity of the Residential
Environment
Mercurial Holdings Limited Application for Resource Consent [Subdivision) 27 July 2006
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Policies—

i Maintain and enhance the character and amenity of the Residential
Environment by controlling the bulk, location and nature of activities, to ensure
activities are consistent with a residential scale of development, including an
appropriate density and level of environmental effects.

ii. Encourage a wide range of appropriate activities within the Residential
Environment while ensuring any adverse effects are avoided, remedied or
mitigated.

ii. — Protect the character and amenity of the Residential Environment from the
aadverse effects of relocated dwellings.

iv.  Protect notable trees from damage from inappropriate activities and the
adverse effects of development.

V. Maintain Specific Requirement Areas though protecting the established
character of these areas in locations where the resulting amenity is valued.

vi.  Protect the character of the District’s lake and river margins from buildings,
which are visually obtrusive and/or result in the loss of amenity of the
foreshore area, by controlling the scale and location of the structures.

The proposed development is not contrary to Objective 3a.2.1 and is consistent with the
underlying Policies. The scale and nature of the proposal is well suited to the surrounding
residential environment. Vegetation will not be affected by the proposal. The site is not
within a Specific Requirement Area or in the vicinity of any areas or features of cultural,
historical, landscape or ecological value as identified in the Proposed District Plan. There
will be no impact on the character of the District’s lake and river margins as a result of this
Application.

9. CONSULTATION

Resource Management Act 1991

Section 104. Consideration of Applications —

(2) When forming an opinion for the purposes of subsection (1)(a), a consent authority
may disregard an adverse effect of the activity on the environment if the plan
permits an activity with that effect.

A consent authority must not —

(a) have regard to trade competition when considering an application:

(b) when considering an application, have regard to any effect on a person who
has given written approval to the application:

(c) grant a resource consent contrary to the provisions of section 107 or section
127, any Order in Council in force under section 152, or under any regulations

(d) grant a resource consent if the application should have been publicly notified
and was not.

The only party identified as being potentially affected by the proposal is the owner of
No.18 Matipo Street due to the transgression of the maximum earthworks requirement in
relation to the side boundary. As their consent has been obtained the effect of the
proposal on that property should not be considered in accordance with S.104(2)(b) above.

Mercurial Holdings Limited Application for Resource Consent [Subdivision] 27 July 2006
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10. NON NOTIFICATION

11.

Given that all affected parties have provided their approval to the consent, namely
18 Matipo Street, the critical test in this case becomes whether or not the adverse effects
of the proposal on the environment are less then minor. Specifically, Section 93(1)b of the
Resource Management Act 1991 stipulates that a consent must be publicly notified unless
the consent authority is satisfied that the adverse effects of the activity on the environment
will be minor. As established in the application, the potential adverse effects of the
proposal are certainly no more than minor. Therefore, based on both the Resource
Management Act 1991 and the District Plan - irrespective of how it is administered - the
application does not require public notification.

CONCLUSION

The proposed subdivision is not contrary to the Policies and Objectives of either of the
District Plans. No adverse environmental effects will arise as a result of the development.

The subdivision will result in two lots of 539m? and 486m? respectively. The design and
layout of the rear lot allows for a new dwelling to be built in full compliance with the
policies, objectives and performance standards of both District Plans. As outlined in the
Assessment of Environmental Effects, the transgressions in terms of Maximum
Earthworks within the minimum building setback and minimum separation distances
between vehicle crossing points will result in effects that are no more than minor.

We certify that the information contained herein is in accordance with the requirements of
the Resource Management Act 1991 and that the Applicant has a legal obligation to
comply with any Conditions imposed should the Application be approved.

Attached is the $750 lodgemenf fee for a Non Notified Subdivision Consent.

Name [on behalf]: JAMES HUNTER

CHEAL CONSULTANTS LIMITED

Signature [on behalf]: ... 7\ e,

Mercurial Holdings Limited Application for Resource Consent [Subdivision] 27 July 2006
2006-88AP1 Prepared by Cheal Consultants Limited Page 17 of 17
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COMPUTER FREEHOLD REGISTER
UNDER LAND TRANSFER ACT 1952

Search Copy
R.W. Muir
Registrar-General
of Land
Identifier SA1001/237
Land Registration District South Auckland
Date Issued 22 June 1951
Prior References
SA986/111
Estate Fee Simple
Area 1027 square metres more or less
Legal Description Lot 10 Deposited Plan South Auckland
207
Proprietors

Tracey Ann Bell

Interests

Saving and excepting all minerals within the meaning of the Land Act 1924 on or under the land and reserving always to
Her Majesty the Queen and all persons lawfully emtitled to work the said minerals a right of ingress, egress and regress
over the said land

6791747.4 Mortgage to ASB Bank Limited - 17.3.2006 at 9:00 am

Transaction Id 13927677 Search Copy Dated 22/05/06 2:04 pm, Page ] of |
Client Reference  06/88 Mercurial jh Register Only
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Diract Dial; 05 873 9321
Direct Fax: 06 73 6394
Email; maryn.sheel@unison.co.nz

2 June 2006

Cheal Consuitants Ltd
PO Box 168,
TAUPO

ATTENTION: James Hunter

Dear James.

RE: 20 Matipo St-Taupo-Subdivision.

Thank you for your fax dated 31 May 2006,

Unison is able to supply your proposal from its existing network.

There will be costs to your client prior to connection, an indicative cost would be in the
vicinity of $3,800.00 plus GST.

Do not hesitate tg, contact me for more information,

: eam Leader New Connactiobns

T

83134

Unigor Metworks Limited 1101 Omabu Road Box 535 Fasings New Zeslard
PB4 B73 8300 F +64 5878 9311 0BOU 206 470 wWirw. IniSON.CO.02

warking faf vow

38/88  30%d FEIGTEY PEEE-£48-9B-+9 82181 9BBZ/98/73
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[ Telecom

‘ '  TelecoraRet: -
Telecom New Zaaland Limited _ YourRef: . 2006-088 {
Network Defivery o ' S
Telecom Exchange Building : . ;
1199 Hinemoa Street : ' Telephone: 07 3489251 |
Rotorua _ . Facsimile: 07 3agg2s2 - |
Cheaf Consultants
P.O Box 165 :
Taupo

Date: 01/06/06 - -

RE:  Proposed Subdivigion : 20 Matipo S_tréet:?aupéﬁ 2lots -
Location: . -

TELEPHONE NETWORK PROVISIONING

Thank you for your ketter and Sclieme plan for the above subdivision. , 5
Telephons reticulation 1o the above sublfivision can he pm\?i'aed:th_roujgh 'Tetéopm‘s natviork, within standard
provisioning guidefines. Telecom.reserves the right to defer or debline provisloning in exceplional cases,
particidarty where hotwork growth is; in Telecom's assessment, deemed Uneconomic or candot be
accommodatedfor other reasong, = : . R

Connection to the Teletom netwark, Muding_pm\?isi&n- of service. kead-ins, can be aranged at the fequest
of the end custormer. To arranpe for ‘connection, tustomers should ‘phorie 123 then select option 3 then
aption 1, Telecom Residential Sales and Sérvice. - ' : N

Adjustments to the felephonie network may resull in = delay In providing service, particularly ifsubstantial
adjustments ar additions to the network are required. : : o s '

Telecom standard new conpection charges and Natwork é;aension charges -wﬁére ;appzica_bie-. witt appiy to

any new connection mage to this subdivision. Flease contact Telecom Residential Sales and Bervice, by -
phoning 123, then select aption 3 then option 1, for an assessment of these feps. o : .

Yours f’afmfguy

Peter Taft -
Network Deployment Speciatist

: 20 Matipo Street : Taupo : 2 iots
1/06/2006 .

g

48 3ovd ) ) WRHOA0a ¥ M WOD3TAL cSZ6ePELE P1:T1 3B4Z/38/10
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AFFECTED PARTIES CONSENT FORM

To: Taupo District Council

IANe G/&ifT(t ﬁfﬂyy //o STERHMHFF.

/ CRETEL FAMIty 772#:-37‘//

(fult name or name.

being the owner(s) / occupier(s) of the property situated at:

18 MoT /Po CTREET

T Aupo.

{addrjss and/or legal description of your property)

give consent to the proposal by Mercurial Holdings [2006-88 JSH]

to subdivide the property into fwo lots. The proposal transgresses the
maximum earthworks permitted within the front and side building setback as
the depth of fill behind the retaining wall will exceed 0.5m. The minimum
access separation distance {3.0m) required between vehicle crossings will

also be transgressed by the position of the new vehicle crossing.

on the foliowing property 20 Matipo Street, Taupo (Lot 10 DPS 207

as outlined in the application and on the plans signed by me.

.y A/:f/

Date 2/ = ‘7—...-—6 {

LRI

892
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PROPOSED MEMORANDUM OF EASEMENTS
Purpose | Shown | Serv, Tene.] Dom. Tene,
ROW. & !
A Lot | Lot.2
Servces DPS 207
R.O.W. B Lot 2 Lot |
Sewer C Lot 2 Lot |

Proposed Sewer Comn™™—_
Lot |

Bem2

—
——

—
——
—
JENm——

9
=0
oy
©
A
n
(V)

o
P

s

EXISTING HOUSE

Lot | |

539m?2

Water Connection

/ \
A
Exsting I\

Compriaed m: C.T, S5A1001/237

Total Area: 1027m2

Warning:

This m% has been prepared for the purpose of 2
resource consent application only. It 15 not a
precise survey plan,

As areas and dimensions are lkely to vary upon
survey 1t should not be attached to any sale ¢
purchase agreaments without an appropriate
condibion to cover such vanations,

A | 20.6.06 |bsued for Resource Corsent| $s

Rev [ Date Amendment By |App

—
initicls Date Signed

Surveyed CR Mary '04

Designed

Droren 55 Moy 06

Checked JH May '06

Approved

y

70 Rucapehu w:.n.%
P.O. Box 145, Taupo
MNMew Zaealcarma
Phone: (07) 378 6405
Fax: {07) 378 6447

: 7 E-Mail: chbn@cheal,co.nz
e o turven peeear, VEDSHO! www.chedl.conz

-

?.o__mo_ Titte )

MERCURIAL HOLDINGS
20 MATIPO SYREET
TAUPO

o

[Drawing Title
PROPOSED SUBDIVISION
OF
LOT 10 DPS 207
L Sheet 1 of 2 ;

ﬁcaé_:m Status

RESOURCE CONSENT

CAD Fle Name Scale

2006-088_SC002 1200 | A3

Dromwing NMumbier Rev

2006-088-002 | A,

nauthorised use of reproduction in part of in ful is forbiciden.

| (© COPYRIGHT. This drawing and its contents remain the property of Cheal Consultants Lid. Any u
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A 20604 Issued for Resorce Consent 35 JH
Rey Date Arnandmen| By App
7
o -~
Injtiak Dale Signed

Survayac CR

Dresigned CR June '0d

Direpwen 5% Junm 08

Checkmd H June ‘06

Approved

70 Ruapehu m:.m.m:J
P.Q. Box 165, Taupo
New Zaealarnd
Phone: (07) 378 4405
Fax: (07) 378 46447

CHEAL

CONSULEANTS E-Maill; chbn@cheal.co.nz

Wabsite: www.chedl.co.nz
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TAUPO
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Drawing Title )

PROPOSED DRIVEWAY
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Drawing Murmiber Rav
2006-088-003 A

@COPYRIGHT, This drawing and its contents remain the property of Chaal Consullan)s Lid. Any uncuthorsed use or reproductionin pad or in full is forbicden.




PROPOSED MEMORANDUM OF FASEMENTS
Purpose | Shown [ Serv. Tene.| Dom. Tene,
ROW. ¢

Services A lot | lot 2
ROW, B Lot 2 ot |
Sewer C Lot 2 Lot |

Lot |

— Proposed Sewer Cor

]
DPS 207

DFS 207

EXISTING HOUSE

\ Comprised in:

A Total Area:

Existing
Crossing

C.T. 5A1001/237

1027m?

Warring;:

15 plan has been prepared for the purpose of a
resource consent application only. [t 1a not a
precise survey plan,

As areas and dimensions are likely to vary upon
survey it should not be attached to any sale &
purchase agrezments wthout an appropriate
condition to cover such vanations.

r

A ] 20.6.06 |Issued for Resource Consent | $S

Rev | Date Amendment By |App
-

Initicls Date Signed

Surveyed [l ] Moy 06

Designed

DOrerwn 55 May 08

Checked JH May 06

Approved

it 70 Ruapehu Street
n- ] P.O. Box 165, TaAupo
AL . New Zealand
K ' Prhone: [07) 378 6405

n_l_m>_l Fox: [07) 378 4447

COMSULTAMTE E-Mail: chbn@cheaal.co.nz
. Website: www.cheal.co.nz

HEQIARIL ¢ TG YT e 3

o

Project Title
MERCURIAL HOLDINGS
20 MATIPO STREET
TAUPO

A

[Drawing Title
PROPOSED SUBDIVISION
OF
LOT 10 DPS 207
Sheet 1 of 2

Drowing Status

RESOURCE CONSENT

.

CAD File Marme Joake

2006-088_5C002 1:200 A3

Drawing Numiber Rev

2006-088-002 | A

J

COPYRIGHT. This drawing and its contents remain the property of Cheal Consultants Lid. Any unauthorised use or reproduction in part or in full is forbidden.

&,

E0.Cheal Consultantsh, 2006420060884 C 4D Land DevelopmihPlanning  2004-088_SCO02,dwg. 26/07/2004 £:28:29 a.
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Application cover letter - A303074
























Application for resource consent - A303075













































Certificate of title - A303076









Certificate of title - A303077









Approved subdivision consent Copy of RM060328 - A303078















Affected parties 22 Matipo - A303081















Affeced parties 1/23 Rotokawa - A303083












Affected parties - A303085












Affected parties - A303086












Affected parties - A303087












Location plan - A303088






Aerial Photo - A303089






Photos of site - A303092















Site plan - A303094









New Environmental Planning Assessment - Landuse - A304443



ENVIRONMENTAL PLANNING ASSESSMENT

LANDUSE CONSENT

Lodged:

DESCRIPTION OF ACTIVITY:

Lodgement Fee:

APPLICANT NAME: Mercurial Holdings Ltd
ADDRESS/LEGAL DESCRIPTION: 20 Matipo Street, Taupo

Activity Status:

Site Plan Elevations Floor Plans Location Plan
4 Copies CT Copy sent to DE y | Copy sent to DC y
PDP Environment: TDP Zone: SRA?

PROPOSED DISTRICT PLAN REQUIREMENTS

PERFORMANCE STANDARDS

PARKING LOADING & ACCESS REQUIREMENTS

COMPLIANCE | COMPLIANCE
(If FI is required then Y N AEE 92 (If FI is required then please detail AEE 92
please detail below) OK? below) OK?

Max Building Height

Number of parks sufficient for the
activities undertaken on site

Daylighting

Parks provided - onsite, have
manoeuvring space, appropriate
layout, marked and sealed

Building Coverage

Are parks in access or front yard

Total Coverage

Is reversal onto streets required

Plot Ratio

Loading Spaces (e.g.
Industrial/School etc)

Min Building Setback

Sight distance - check this
(depends on road type and speed)

Max Vehicle
Movements

Separation between Xing and
Intersections Main Road (depends
on road type and speed)

Max Signage

Separation between two crossings
of at least 3m & max width 6m

Max Earthworks

Min formed carriage way is wide
enough (depends on # of users)

Stormwater

Max Noise

Further Information Required:




TRANSITIONAL DISTRICT PLAN REQUIREMENTS

COUNTY? BOROUGH? ZONE:
COMPLIANCE | COMPLIANCE
AEE AEE
Y [N |ok? |?? ok? | 22
Activities List Rule Min Building Setback (Rural -
Identified as: all types)
Max Building Height
(Industrial & Rural - all
zones)
SPECIFIC ENVIRONMENT REQUIREMENTS
TOWN CENTRE ENVIRONMENT ONLY RURAL ENVIRONMENT ONLY
COMPLIANCE | COMPLIANCE
AEE AEE
Y |N OK? 92 OK? 92
3m Landscaping Strip Rural Effects Area Radius
Shop Frontage Nominal Allotments
Verandahs Planted Tree Vegetation
Vehicle Crossings (no .
new) Water Supply (Ash Filter)
DISTRICT WIDE REQUIREMENTS
COMPLIANCE | COMPLIANCE
AEE AEE
Y |N oK? 92 OoK? —
Subsidence
Hot Ground See Geothermal Hazard Map
Flood Hazard Landslide Hazard Area
Fault Hazard Lines Surface of the Water
High Voltage Power Archaeological or Historical Site
Lines (See Sch 7)
Foreshore Protection EX|st|_n_g Consents - Check Financial
Conditions
Notable/Amenity EW - Land/Air/Water
Trees Discharges to or Withdrawal from
Landscape/Natural
Values (OLMA/LAMA) EW Consent (Wastewater)
Hazardous Substances Certificate of Title - Check Consent
(Contaminated Sites) Notices etc
Network Utilities
(Powerlines Masts Designated Site
etc)
Is the AEE sufflc!ent_to Yes No
process the application?
Affected Parties Sign-off . .
- d S Signh-o Owners Occupiers Extras Required
provided from:

Owners Approval Match Rates (If postal of owners different from physical)




(Choose one of the following)

Sec 88 Rejected Sec 88 only Accepted
Section 88 Accepted,
92 requires further info Sec 88 & 92 Accepted

Notes:




Memo to DC's officer - A304446



Taupo &z

District Council ® \‘(

MEMORANDUM

T0 Development Contributions Officer

FROM (PLANNER)

SUBJECT | PROPOSED LANDUSE: RM080076

Development Contributions info form attached:

Please find attached correspondence as received for the above
application for you comment and/or calculation.

Please note that under the Resource Management Act 1991 we
have 10 working days to deal with this. Therefore your comment is
required by: 17/3/08

Thank you.

TO Environmental Consents Co-ordinator

FROM Development Contributions Officer

Development Contribution required: NO

Financial Contribution required for Water:
Wastewater:
Comments:
Retrospective landuse consent for earthworks to a newly subdivided

lot. S224c for the associated subdivision d consent was issued in
November of last year.

Assessed by: Stacey Cox
Date: 3/03/08

Reviewed by: Abi Milnes
Date: 3/03/08



Section 88 and 92 Checklist - A304453



RMO080076 File:

CHECK LIST FOR SECTIONS 88 & 92 RMA 1991
Provided Adequate

S88 S92

Y Description of Activity (Consent Type: Land Use/Subdivision
/Unit Title/ Variation to Consent Condition/Outline Plan/Crosslease)

Y Location (legal description/valuation number/maps)

Y Certificate of Title

Y
Lodgement Fee

Y AEE: Statement made regarding effects, consultation
letters/affected persons consent forms etc

Y Site plans: Rd / legal description / North point / scale

Allotment plan: boundaries /existing & proposed buildings /
Y distances to boundaries / uses of the site/ utility services / vehicle
parking & access/contours

Earthworks: Statement made if required (Qty )

Floor plan: use of all areas / number of floors

Elevations: max height / daylight plane / natural ground level

External appearance of building ie building materials / photo of
relocated dwelling

Subdivision: existing easements / right of ways / covenants /
building line restrictions / numbers, areas & dimensions of all lots /
proposed roads, service lanes, accessways with relevant width &
gradient / proposed easements / Rural: water supply and waste
disposal / service providers - electricity/phone/gas/environment
waikato




S88 y Application Accepted - Acknowledgement Letter Sent

S88 Application Rejected - Require Section 92 Check before Letter Sent

Environmental Consents Officer: Shelley Dunham

Date: 03/03/08



RM 080076 Site Photos - A306803



From: Todd Whittaker <t.whittaker@harrisongrierson.com>

Sent: Wednesday, 5 March 2008 4:50 p.m.

To: Alexandra Hare

Subject: RM 080076 Site Photos

Attachments: P3050003.JPG; P3050001.JPG; P3050002.JPG

<<P3050003.JPG>> <<P3050001.JPG>> <<P3050002.JPG>>
Todd Whittaker

Office Manager/Senior Associate

Harrison Grierson Consultants Limited

Level 1 NZ Post Building 86 Ruapehu Street Taupo
P O Box 1910 Taupo New Zealand

Ph: 64 7 376 7350 Mob: 021 676 375

Fax: 64 7 376 7351

Email:_t.whittaker@harrisongrierson.com
Website: www.harrisongrierson.com

Harrison Grierson, WINNER of the 2007 INGENIUM EXCELLENCE AWARD
(category: large infrastructure projects, click here for more details)

This email message and any attached files may hold confidential information. If you are not the
intended recipient any use, disclosure or copying of this email is unauthorised. If you have received
this email in error please notify the sender immediately by reply email.

A person using Harrison Grierson Consultants Limited's drawings and other data accepts the risk of:
* Using the drawings and other data in electronic form without requesting and checking them for
accuracy against the original hard copy version;

* Using the drawings or other data for any purpose not agreed to in writing by Harrison Grierson
Consultants Limited.












P3050001 - A306826






P3050002 - A306838






P3050003 - A306848






FW- Matipo Street - A308018



From: Todd Whittaker <t.whittaker@harrisongrierson.com>

Sent: Wednesday, 12 March 2008 9:09 a.m.
To: Alexandra Hare

Subject: FW: Matipo Street

Attachments: matipo st.pdf

From: Todd Whittaker

Sent: Wednesday, 12 March 2008 9:08 a.m.
To: 'Helen Pickles'

Subject: Matipo Street

<<matipo st.pdf>>
Hi Helen,

We have struck a bit of a problem with Matipo Street. As discussed, I went to check with Council on
the neighbouring property on Rotokawa Street. As it turns out the property has a unit title tenureship
(I have attached a unit title plan from Council). Around the units is common area which is where we
have a problem as this essentially means that all unit owners have a common interest or ownership of
the property immediately adjacent your clients site. Council has discussed this at their team meeting
and have ruled that approval from all unit title owners must be obtained in order to continue with a
non-notified approval. This may seem a bit harsh, however I believe they are technically correct.

The other option is to make a case that the neighbouring site is not affected at all, however when I
spoke to Council, they said that it is unlikely that they would accept the neighbouring property as not
being affected.

Would you be able to obtain the additional owners approvals? If this is a problem we will need to
discuss any other options you have.

I am not intending on sending a formal letter, however I can do this if required. We will need to put
the application on hold while this matter is addressed.

Regards

Todd

Todd Whittaker

Office Manager/Senior Associate

Harrison Grierson Consultants Limited

Level 1 NZ Post Building 86 Ruapehu Street Taupo
P O Box 1910 Taupo New Zealand

Ph: 64 7 376 7350 Mob: 021 676 375

Fax: 64 7 376 7351

Email:_t.whittaker@harrisongrierson.com
Website: www.harrisongrierson.com

Harrison Grierson, WINNER of the 2007 INGENIUM EXCELLENCE AWARD
(category: large infrastructure projects, click here for more details)



This email message and any attached files may hold confidential information. If you are not the
intended recipient any use, disclosure or copying of this email is unauthorised. If you have received
this email in error please notify the sender immediately by reply email.

A person using Harrison Grierson Consultants Limited's drawings and other data accepts the risk of:
* Using the drawings and other data in electronic form without requesting and checking them for
accuracy against the original hard copy version;

* Using the drawings or other data for any purpose not agreed to in writing by Harrison Grierson
Consultants Limited.






Engineering Comment - A310714



From: Stephen Boyd

Sent: Thursday, 20 March 2008 3:51 p.m.
To: ‘Todd Whittaker'

Subject: 20 Matipo

Hi Todd,

Just confirming that | don't see any engineering issues with this retrospective application for earthworks. The free -
standing embankment that is at the rear of the site can be further supported by hydro-seeding the cut face, plus other
exposed areas of cut, as you suggested, to minimise the effect of dust and/or erosion.

Regards
Stephen



Further information - received 11/04/08 - A319156













































Affected parties - 4/23 Rotokawa Street 17/4/08 - A321800


















FW: 08/066 Mercurial Holdings Amended Further Information - A326816



From: Todd Whittaker <t.whittaker@harrisongrierson.com>

Sent: Monday, 28 April 2008 8:43 a.m.
To: Alexandra Hare
Subject: FW: 08/066 Mercurial Holdings Amended Further Information

From: Pauline Jenkins [mailto:PaulineJ@cheal.co.nz]

Sent: Wednesday, 23 April 2008 3:43 p.m.

To: Todd Whittaker

Subject: FW: 08/066 Mercurial Holdings Amended Further Information

Good afternoon Todd

With regard to our conversation this afternoon please find our responses below:
1. Cut on the boundary- With regard to the earthworks on the boundary please refer to Application
Document Section 3 — Description of Proposal.

a. Paragraph 1 which states: “On the common boundary between Lots 1 and 2, a retaining wall of
2.2m has been constructed and will be referred to as ‘RW 2. Earthworks exceeding 0.5m cut
within the building setback of all boundaries of Lot 2 were undertaken”

b. Paragraph 2 which states “Adjacent to the boundary of Lot 2 DPS 21989 (EW 3) the ground has
been excavated by 0.8m and a retaining wall (RW 1) of 1.1m constructed adjacent the boundary.”

2. Height of fence above natural ground level - Additional fence on top of the retaining wall could be
over 2.4 m. — We amend our application to apply for the fence above the retaining wall. The
description of the activity in Section 3 — Description of Proposal states “A retaining wall has been
constructed along the common boundary (RW 2) in the set back to a maximum height of 2.2m and
retains the filled area of Lot 1. As the retaining walls are greater than 2m high they are considered as
buildings and therefore infringe the minimum building setback standard.” Please amend our
application to include the fence above the retaining wall along RW2. The application applied for this
setback infringement and therefore the assessment provided in the application is considered
sufficient.

We trust that this satisfies your request and that a decision will be forthcoming.
Kind regards

Pauline Jenkins

Environmental Planner

PaulineJ@cheal.co.nz




chedl.co.nz

4 Horomotongi Streef P OT 378 6405
'O Box 145 F. 07 378 6447

Taupo

CAUTION! This message contains information that is confidential and may be subject to legal privilege. If you are not the intended recipient,
you must not peruse, use, disseminate, distribute or copy this message. If you have received this message in error, we apologise and ask that
you notify us immediately and destroy the message from all locations. We do not accept responsibility for any changes to this email or its
attachments after its transmission from Cheal Consultants Ltd.

This email message and any attached files may hold confidential information. If you are not the
intended recipient any use, disclosure or copying of this email is unauthorised. If you have received
this email in error please notify the sender immediately by reply email.

A person using Harrison Grierson Consultants Limited's drawings and other data accepts the risk of:
* Using the drawings and other data in electronic form without requesting and checking them for
accuracy against the original hard copy version;

* Using the drawings or other data for any purpose not agreed to in writing by Harrison Grierson
Consultants Limited.



FW: 08/066 Mercurial Holdings Amended Further Information2 - A326819



From: Todd Whittaker <t.whittaker@harrisongrierson.com>

Sent: Monday, 28 April 2008 8:42 a.m.

To: Alexandra Hare

Subject: FW: 08/066 Mercurial Holdings Amended Further Information
Attachments: img-4241654-0001.pdf

From: Catriona Eagles [mailto:CatrionaE@cheal.co.nz]

Sent: Thursday, 24 April 2008 4:12 p.m.

To: Todd Whittaker

Cc: Pauline Jenkins

Subject: RE: 08/066 Mercurial Holdings Amended Further Information

Todd
The maximum depth of fill is between 1m — 1.44m. The total volume of fill is approximately 15m3.

The fence on top of the 2.2m retaining wall completes a structure of approximately 3m above ground level ie 2.2m
retaining wall plus fence. This structure is a building within the set back and therefore the application should be for
both set back and daylight infringements of the District Plan. The fence provides security and safety from falling for
Lot 1 and there is sufficient space within Lot 2 for any effects from shading to be mitigated. In addition, the fence is
on the eastern side of the site therefore there is sufficient northern and western sunlight exposure to provide for
pleasant residential amenity.

| trust that these are the remaining outstanding matters and a consent will be forthcoming soon.

Catriona

From: Todd Whittaker [mailto:t.whittaker@harrisongrierson.com]
Sent: Thursday, 24 April 2008 2:46 p.m.

To: Catriona Eagles

Subject: RE: 08/066 Mercurial Holdings Amended Further Information

Hey Catriona,

I actually pre-empted your email and sent an amended report down to Gemma this morning. She has
come back and said the statement below was definitely required but also that the applicant should
provide some indication of the amount of fill that has been added. By my assessment, it is about
1.2m. Can you please confirm.

The top fence (on the retaining wall) will breach the height to boundary plane, and I thought this was
covered by Pauline's email yesterday, however Gemma said that the email refers to building set back
and not to height to boundary. She has a point so could you please acknowledge this as well.
Obviously it would be good to get this one 'out the door' and I think we are just about there.

Regards

Todd



From: Catriona Eagles [mailto:CatrionaE@cheal.co.nz]

Sent: Thursday, 24 April 2008 1:34 p.m.

To: Todd Whittaker

Subject: FW: 08/066 Mercurial Holdings Amended Further Information

Good afternoon Todd
As per our recent telephone discussion we respond as follows:

Fill on the other side of the Retaining Wall 2 — Whilst not included specifically in Section 6 of the application, the
fill behind RW 2 is mentioned in Section 3 Description of proposal and Sections 7.1, 7.2 & 7.3. Therefore to
confirm the areas of infringement we confirm that the fill behind RW2 will infringe the District Plan. We note that
this infringes the 0.5m vertical fill performance standard of the Residential Environment in the District Plan. We
refer to Scheme Plan 2006-088-004-A.

Regards

Catriona

This email message and any attached files may hold confidential information. If you are not the
intended recipient any use, disclosure or copying of this email is unauthorised. If you have received
this email in error please notify the sender immediately by reply email.

A person using Harrison Grierson Consultants Limited's drawings and other data accepts the risk of:
* Using the drawings and other data in electronic form without requesting and checking them for
accuracy against the original hard copy version;

* Using the drawings or other data for any purpose not agreed to in writing by Harrison Grierson
Consultants Limited.

This email message and any attached files may hold confidential information. If you are not the
intended recipient any use, disclosure or copying of this email is unauthorised. If you have received
this email in error please notify the sender immediately by reply email.

A person using Harrison Grierson Consultants Limited's drawings and other data accepts the risk of:
* Using the drawings and other data in electronic form without requesting and checking them for
accuracy against the original hard copy version;

* Using the drawings or other data for any purpose not agreed to in writing by Harrison Grierson
Consultants Limited.






FW: 08/066 Mercurial Holdings Amended Further Information3 - A326820



From: Todd Whittaker <t.whittaker@harrisongrierson.com>

Sent: Thursday, 24 April 2008 9:30 a.m.
To: Alexandra Hare
Subject: FW: 08/066 Mercurial Holdings Amended Further Information

From: Pauline Jenkins [mailto:PaulineJ@cheal.co.nz]

Sent: Wednesday, 23 April 2008 3:43 p.m.

To: Todd Whittaker

Subject: FW: 08/066 Mercurial Holdings Amended Further Information

Good afternoon Todd

With regard to our conversation this afternoon please find our responses below:
1. Cut on the boundary- With regard to the earthworks on the boundary please refer to Application
Document Section 3 — Description of Proposal.

a. Paragraph 1 which states: “On the common boundary between Lots 1 and 2, a retaining wall of
2.2m has been constructed and will be referred to as ‘RW 2. Earthworks exceeding 0.5m cut
within the building setback of all boundaries of Lot 2 were undertaken”

b. Paragraph 2 which states “Adjacent to the boundary of Lot 2 DPS 21989 (EW 3) the ground has
been excavated by 0.8m and a retaining wall (RW 1) of 1.1m constructed adjacent the boundary.”

2. Height of fence above natural ground level - Additional fence on top of the retaining wall could be
over 2.4 m. — We amend our application to apply for the fence above the retaining wall. The
description of the activity in Section 3 — Description of Proposal states “A retaining wall has been
constructed along the common boundary (RW 2) in the set back to a maximum height of 2.2m and
retains the filled area of Lot 1. As the retaining walls are greater than 2m high they are considered as
buildings and therefore infringe the minimum building setback standard.” Please amend our
application to include the fence above the retaining wall along RW2. The application applied for this
setback infringement and therefore the assessment provided in the application is considered
sufficient.

We trust that this satisfies your request and that a decision will be forthcoming.
Kind regards

Pauline Jenkins

Environmental Planner

PaulineJ@cheal.co.nz




chedl.co.nz

4 Horomotongi Streef P OT 378 6405
'O Box 145 F. 07 378 6447

Taupo

CAUTION! This message contains information that is confidential and may be subject to legal privilege. If you are not the intended recipient,
you must not peruse, use, disseminate, distribute or copy this message. If you have received this message in error, we apologise and ask that
you notify us immediately and destroy the message from all locations. We do not accept responsibility for any changes to this email or its
attachments after its transmission from Cheal Consultants Ltd.

This email message and any attached files may hold confidential information. If you are not the
intended recipient any use, disclosure or copying of this email is unauthorised. If you have received
this email in error please notify the sender immediately by reply email.

A person using Harrison Grierson Consultants Limited's drawings and other data accepts the risk of:
* Using the drawings and other data in electronic form without requesting and checking them for
accuracy against the original hard copy version;

* Using the drawings or other data for any purpose not agreed to in writing by Harrison Grierson
Consultants Limited.



Land Use Consent - A327135



File: gA47518

¢ RM: 080076
District Council
REPORT TO THE PLANNING MANAGER: ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES
LANDUSE CONSENT - DISCRETIONARY ACTIVITY
APPLICANT: MERCURIAL HOLDINGS LTD
LOCATION: 20 MATIPQ STREET, TAUPO
LEGAL DESCRIPTION: LOTS 1 AND 2 DP 3892398
VALUATION NO: 0732165201
) E:
PERFORMANCE STANDARD CONSENT
TAUPO DISTRICT PLAN To gain retrosbective gonsent  for
RESIDENTIAL ENVIRONMENT earthworks to formm a level building
platform on a newly subdivided lot
Rule: 4a.3.2 - Height to Boundary (maximum cut 1.8m), the construction of
Rule: 4a.3.5 - Maximum Earthworks retaining walls within the yards on Lot 2
(i) 1.5m vertical ground aiteration (maximum height 2.2m), construction of a
(i) 50% ground disturbance boundary fence which exceeds the height
(iii) 0.5m vertical ground alteration in in relation to boundary standard by 0.5m,
yard setback and placement of fill within the side yard
Rule: 4a.3.4 — Minimum Building Setback on Lot 1 (maximum height 1.44m} and
(N 1.5 metre side boundary ground disturbance over Lot 2.

PURSUANT TO SECTIONS 93 & 94A-D TAUPO DISTRICT COUNCIL DETERMINED THAT THE
PROPOSAL BY MERCURIAL HOLDINGS LTD TO GAIN RETROSPECTIVE CONSENT FOR
EARTHWORKS, RETAINING WALLS AND A BOUNDARY FENCE AT 20 MATIPO STREET,
TAUPO, BEING LOTS 1 AND 2 DP 389398 IS DEEMED NOT TO REQUIRE PUBLIC
NOTIFICATION OR SERVICE FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS:

The proposed activity will have no more than minor adverse environmental effects on the
surrounding and wider environment, primarily given that the scale of earthworks is minor.

The retaining walls on Lot 2 retain the adjacent properties with the subject site cut down to form
a level building platform. It is noted that the site level will be retained in the middle of the site
and the earthworks are only required along the boundary areas which will not present a
significant change to the overall contour of the site. The retaining walls therefore do not establish
a higher or more intrusive building platform on Lot 2.

The ‘internal’ boundary fence between Lot 1 and Lot 2 DP 389398 and fill undertaken on Lot 1
primarily affects the consent applicant who is the owner of both sites and the adjoining side
neighbour, Mr Tong, has also provided written approval.

The written approval has also been provided by all other neighbouring property owners who are
the only parties potentially affected by the proposal.

There are no wider effects or effects of a special nature that would warrant notification in this
instance.




Land Use Consent File: gA 47518
Mercurial Holdings Ltd RM: 080076
20 Matipo Street, Taupo

EVALUATION UNDER SECTION 104 AND 104B OF THE RESOURCE MANAGEMENT ACT 1991:

Proposal and Site Description

A retrospective consent Is sought in relation to site works, which have been undertaken at 20 Matipo
Street. The subject property has recently been subdivided with an existing house focated on the front
of the site (Lot 1). A new ot (Lot 2) has been subdivided at the rear of the site and this is currently
unoccupied.

The works which have been undertaken and which are the subject of this consent application are as
follows:

« Earthwork cuts along the south western and south eastern boundaries to a maximum
depth of 1.8m,

» A retaining wall to 2.2m in height along the north eastern boundary {(common boundary
with front site),

+ A retaining wall to 1.1m in height along the north western boundary,

¢ An exposed ground coverage of more than 50 percent of the site at any one time.

« A fence immediately on top of the internal retaining wall, which exceeds 2.5m in height
from natural ground level.

e Backfill of the retaining wail on Lot 1 DP 389398, which provides a ground aiteration
within the side yard of more than 0.5m. The maximum height of the fill is 1.44m and the
volume is approximately 15 cubic metres.

The site is located in a suburban area and is surrounded by established dwellings and residential
property. The land contour through the subject site and the adjoining properties is uneven with the
subject site falling away from the road level and also towards the south of Lot 2.

Plan Requirements

The works do not comply with the District Plan provisions relating to earthworks (three parts of Rule
4.a.3.5, the retaining walls do not comply with the provision for building within the side yard {(Rule
4.a.3.4) and the boundary fence does not comply with the height to boundary rule, Rule 4.a.3.2i.

In accordance with Rule 4a.1.8, the application is a Discretionary Activity.

The District Plan provides assessment criteria in Section 4a.2 of the District Plan, which are
relevant to the activity and are addressed below.

Assessment

The scale of the works will have less than minor effects on the wider residential environment as they
provide only minor works for a rear-building site and some additional outdoor area for an existing
dwelling. The most significant structure is the retaining wall and boundary fence, which is on the
common boundary between the subject allotments.

The site does not adjoin a reserve or foreshore protection area and the ground level is cut down
which will not provide for any additional bulk or dominance over the adjoining properties or wider
neighbourhood. The final house design has not been completed for Lot 2, however the District Plan
standards in relation to bulk and location will apply and therefore the ‘lowered’ ground level is not
considered to provide any additional height allowance that would materially affect the residential
environment. :

Given the location and scale of the retaining wall structures and boundary fence, these works will
have only a very limited impact en the neighbouring property owners and the overall site
development is in keeping with the residential character of the area. The site has been exposed for
some time, and it is considered appropriate that the site be hydro-seeded to prevent any potential
dust nuisance.




Land Use Consent File: qA 47518
Mercurial Holdings Ltd RM: 080076
20 Matipo Street, Taupo

Although, it is unlikely that archaeological sites will be uncovered during any site works, a standard
condition has been imposed to address any possibility that sites may be uncovered.

There may be positive benefits by allowing a more usable building site for Lot 2 DP 389398, which
may facilitate a lower overall building form than what may have otherwise been proposed for the
site,

Overall, with respect te the assessment criteria, it is considered that the scale and nature of the
earthworks does not adversely affect the amenity of the surrounding properties or create any
nuisance or potential effects, which cannot be addressed through conditions of consent.

The neighbouring property owners on all external boundaries have provided written approval and
there are no other affected parties. Approvals have been provided from;

J and L Beetsma Owner 18 Matipo Street
G Qosterhoff QOwner 18 Matipo Street
M Tong Owner 22 Matipa Street
M Hardy Owner 1/23 Rotokawa Street
J and C Mitchell Owner 2/23 Rotokawa Street
M Small Cwner 3/23 Rotokawa Street
Petker Limited Owner 4/23 Rotokawa Street
J and ] Beal Owner 5/23 Rotokawa Street

These property owners may be potentially affected by additional building development and
privacy/amenity issues associated with the change in site contours. Any effects on these parties may
be disregarded and it is considered that there are no other affected parties. It is noted that after the
application was lodged, the application was modified to include additional non-compliances in
relation to the District Plan standards. This did not affect the scale or nature of the proposal and
given that all works were completed prior to the neighbours’ approvals being obtained, it is
considered that the approvals are valid and are specific to the application as presented to Councit.

The applicant owns both Lot 1 and Lot 2 DP 389398 and both lots form pért of the subject site. As
such written approval is not required in relation to the retaining wall and fence located along the
commeon boundary.

Tt is therefore considered that the scale and nature of the earthworks, retaining wall, boundary fence
and back filled areas is minor, that any effects can be addressed through appropriate consent
conditions, and that the written approvals from the adjoining neighbours substantially negates the
consideration of any adverse effects from the activity.

Other Matters For Consideration

There are no relevant structure plans or other policy documents considered to be relevant to the
assessment of this proposal. The proposal is not considered to be inconsistent with the Regional
Policy Statement or Plan.

Conclusion

It is considered the proposal meets the intent of the Objectives and Policies of the District Plan and
that any effects on. the wider environment will be less than minor and that written approval has been
obtained from all potentially affected parties. The proposal is considered to be consistent with the
purpose and principles of the Resource Management Act 1991. The application is therefore
recommended for approval.




Land Use Consent RM: 080076
Mercurial Hoidings Ltd
20 Malipo Streef, Taupo

RECOMMENDATION:

PURSUANT TO SECTIONS 104, 104B AND 108 OF THE RESOURCE MANAGEMENT ACT 19591,
TAUPO DISTRICT COUNCIL GRANTS RESOURCE CONSENT BY WAY OF A NON-NOTIFIED
APPLICATION TO MERCURIAL HOLDINGS LTD TO GAIN RETROSPECTIVE CONSENT FOR
EARTHWORKS, RETAINING WALLS AND A BOUNDARY FENCE AT 20 MATIPO STREET,
TAUPO, BEING LOTS 1 AND 2 DP 389398.

THIS CONSENT IS GRANTED SUBJECT TO THE FOLLOWING CONDITIONS:
1. The activity shall be undertaken in accordance with:

a. The application prepared by Cheal Consultants dated 25 February 2008 (Ref 2006-
88AP2), and formally received by Taupo District Council on 5 March 2008,

b. The plans prepared by Cheal Consultants (Ref 2006-088-004 dated 5/02/08 and 2006-
(088-005 dated 4/02/08).

C. The emails from Cheal Consultants dated 23 April, 24 April (two)} and 1 May 2008

Subject to any legal requirements of the Police, Historic Places Act 1993, Antiquities Act 1975
and any other governing legislation, should a Waahi Tapu or archaeological site be uncovered
during earthworks or other construction work, work in the affected area shall stop immediately
and the consent holder shall seek advice from Tangata Whenua, the Historic Places Trust and/or
the Police (as appropriate} to determine what further actions are appropriate to safeguard the
site or its contents before work recommences.

The consent holder shall ensure that the exposed ground and cuts shall be hydroseeded and
ground cover maintained within four weeks of this consent being issued.

In accordance with Section 36(1)(c) of the Resource Management Act 1991, the consent hoider
shall pay the Council's costs of any monitoring that may be necessary to ensure compliance with
the conditions specified.

The consent holder is responsible for ensuring that contractors are made aware of the conditions
of this consent and shall ensure compliance with these conditions.

dvice N :
1.

The resource consent shall lapse five years after the date of consent unless:
a. it is given effect to before the end of that period or
b. upon application made prior to the expiry of that period, the Council fixes a longer period.

Report Reviewed By:

Witinll,

T Whittaker Heather Wallis
SULTANT PLANNER PRINCIPAL PLANNER: RESOURCE CONSENTS




RM: 080076

Taupo

District Counci

RESOURCE CONSENT
LANDUSE CONSENT —DISCRETIONARY ACTIVITY

APPLICANT: MERCURIAL HOLDINGS LTD
LOCATION: - 20 MATIPQ STREET, TAUPO
LEGAL DESCRIPTION: LOT 1 AND 2 DP 389358
VALUATION NO: 0732165201
SCHEDULE:
PERFORMANCE STANDARD CONSENT
TAUPO DISTRICT PLAN To gain retrospective consent for
RESIDENTIAL ENVIRONMENT earthworks to form a level huilding
platform on a newly subdivided lot
Rule: 4a.3.2 - Height tc Boundary (maximum cut 1.8m), the construction of
Rule: 4a.3.5 - Maximum Earthworks retaining walls within the side yard
(iv) 1.5m vertical ground aiteration {maximum height 2.2m), construction of a
(V) 50% ground disturbance boundary fence which exceeds the height
(vi)  0.5m vertical ground alteration in in relation to boundary standard
yard setback {maximum height 3m), and placement of
Rule: 4a.3.4 — Minimum Building Setback fill within the side yard {maximum height
(i} 1.5 metre side boundary 1.44m) and ground disturbance.

The proposal as described above and in the application is granted under Sections 104 and 104B of
the Resource Management Act 1991. The following conditions are imposed under Section 108 of the
Resource Management Act 1991 and must be complied with when exercising this resource consent.

TH ONSENT IS GRANTED SUBJECT TO THE FOLLOWIN ONDITIONS:
1. The activity shall be undertaken in accordance with:

a. The application prepared by Cheal Consultants dated 25 February 2008 (Ref 2006-
88AP2), and formally received by Taupo District Council on 5 March 2008, and

b. The plans prepared by Cheal Consultants (Ref 2006-088-004 dated 5/02/08 and 2006-
088-005 dated 4/02/08).

c.  The emails from Cheal Consultants dated 23 April, 24 April {two) and 1 May 2008

2.  Subject to any legal requirements of the Police, Historic Places Act 1993, Antiquities Act 1975
and any other governing legislation, should a Waahi Tapu or archaeological site be uncovered
during earthworks or other construction work, work in the affected area shall stop immediately
and the consent holder shall seek advice from Tangata Whenua, the Historic Places Trust
and/or the Police {as appropriate) to determine what further actions are appropriate to
safeguard the site or its contents before work recommences.




Land Use Consent : RM: 080076
Mercurial Holdings Ltd
20 Matipo Street, Taupo

3. The exposed ground and cuts shall be hydoseeded and ground cover maintained within four
weeks of this consent being issued.

4. In accordance with Section 36{1){c) of the Resource Management Act 1991, the consent holder
shall pay the Council's costs of any monitoring that may be necessary to ensure compliance
with the conditions specified.

5. The consent holder is responsible for ensuring that contractors are made aware of the
conditions of this consent and shall ensure compliance with these conditions.

Advice Notes:

1. The resource consent shall lapse five years after the date of consent unless:
a. it is given effect to before the end of that period or
b. upon application made prior to the expiry of that period, the Council fixes a longer period.

GRANTED 7 MAY 2008 BY WAY OF DELEGATED AUTHORITY DATED 7™ SEPTEMBER 2006 TO
THE PLANNING MANAGER: ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES, PURSUANT TO SECTION 34A OF
THE RESOURCE MANAGEMENT ACT 1991.

A

(g\'ar“?d Greaves o
NNING MANAGER: ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES




g AL S

J Ar LY Rt

LY P b GOADIEL W PURLIL LA

“HERPAC) S 1Ty U110 GG W LOUTNDaIds) 0 a5 [asuGUiRoun Ay "B] SIUDY)

L9 gut (L0) g
S0r¥ BLE (/0] ;oWoud
PUID| e T AN
odnoL 'g9 X0d CF

@ T
w - -~ "

Y ¥00-880 900¢ AlLZO| BBy P

m aby 1aqunn Bumoig .

Fley! o5zt #0005 GR0-900T LE2M1001Y5 °L'D i paasducy

m. SOy IDH 2 GYD :

2 NOILYMIOANI 36N0H NLLSTG

a\ S5 Buig ) -

g £ 10§ {994s e

SAOM HiNVI T L0740 yJieD JO do]
M NY¥1d A%
£4LGELD € 107

£ | bt ot ™) £0e 54

P 4 aSHOE 4da
| Qdnve 0

a 1TRALS OdILYW 0T Oe
m SONKTIOH YN

=4 P i)

Al

__.Mcdu,_uﬂco.is_..f imEgeM hndttie
e DaYDALOYT oW-F J(«Mm oU

r.—ﬂu._um rAgedony QL
fis] (e Fie] pasoxidy
Ll A3 ] PIAIIVD
L) &0, g3 hlal i |
U pauGisag ZWI "GO = e}
E=] w0 Movy 4> padonng JGcH ONLLSHT
o a0g oy
. o
b
L Sdv | A8 JLAEUOUSLL Y 00 | sed
(D |t | IrACHddY HOH 0INSS [EOAZONSE ¥
Hi=z
,%-.W Jiem Buinesaa
I W . dgawn w2
! J % %\ LOZ 540
NNE LZADD € U Tk\h _ _
Paloxdde vt oupe RuAwes b steoand .N &l

1 WG Al 23 papryle 39 10U pROe 3
:&;h!ﬂf.nnncﬂuhnﬂn:
-vel Aaadrg

£ 300 417 “Auo uwnendde yrooers

¢ g FRcdand B 10y PRIRdiud v Gy ud




21 IRALT {0 AR DT S| Lo e T e eos ) pus Bubwoup UL CIHDRASOD

L b g e L WA VAR LIS VLA, L L U PRLE LS | T ) L LT WL i e

N ALY P 5

UAPEILKY S P ULES BOd W upySnp i@ ain

@j

(v| 500-880-9002 | a-a NOILDIS
. sty Bk SR T e - e e e - -
e st S00DS ARC-900T o AT N
o=l WO A0 0¥ SEOF . . *Tmmow M - J—1
WO yna oo —_——
NOILYWYO4NI e R § b e T T
- 501045 Sgmesa | FQOv SN y -
S e
" s o o ..&.\‘\hf\\.ﬁf\fﬁ..ff — R e =
Zio g 1eals A_ ShOr | RN
Yagvy N2 Z 101 2 /
HINOYHL SNOLLDAS S5C0UD [ , - e
£AL45%E 1D C LD S0k
L it B |
GoIeA Jubray
i 3 g Ay HE?
odnvL m
13318 QdILYW 02 2 .
SONIOIOH TYIMNDMEW UIU Zo_l_'oum
. AL Ao ) e e o o . - .
0
(e — = SR .
TFOCADOLPRUALD o3 L1 FLIAGNG 2 - — — o8 g'E0F
WD T 2§l
Lire @i {£0) Oy - Rl 23 1
Sr? 84 |/D] euoyd - P ¢ eer s et e memeae et s e e A ) Y A 8 -.rl_u =—Hfg— -
BUBDIC&aT ASh Pl pae|dued ¥or
OdneL HE1 KoE Ord
| IS8 osEeny o7 ) - 7 =
4 —— e P . e —— b e ek s = e e ——
Eie) ST Fu] pascukiy Kiepunog
EW\ H it it us g BueEa
NS S0FZ0/M0 W [ Jdaquusg yBy w (-
(f e
Ca] [ BRABAING
- #og HOURY
\, o -
, a-g NOILOIS
o] 1 R g | eoy I T T T - cob
N O O S R o G o oG Rt O A e
L2 | W | NOIVROINI 404 danss B0RING ¥ s P AT ﬁ.,\v..\.\.vx.\/_/\\w,\%n.wx\w»w\\?w“‘w\M/\\/V%QWWW\W\\/VWMV\V%@M\\M»_
TE —— .- E—— —— - P Ry - e
== e
T~ puncb poiduios g ~ Y
e v e e _.\\/...W.\ P
— %3 X PO¥
N —~ 3 SRR
) — . SR .
r y u| —_—— .f/\..\\‘fx\. Svov
el Q T puncib cnovasd &% )
. mad <ib
SILEA

Jued yyiee




Land use letter to applicant (30-05-08) - A337974



30 May 2008

Catriona Eagles
Cheal Consultants
P O Box 165
TAUPO

File Number:

QA47518
Dear Catriona

LAND USE CONSENT (DISCRETIONARY ACTIVITY) APPLICATION: RM 080076
MERCURIAL HOLDINGS LIMITED - 1/20 & 2/20 MATIPO STREET, TAUPO

I wish to advise that on the 7 May 2008 the Taupo District Council granted consent with regard to
your application to gain retrospective consent for earthworks and the consent certificate is enclosed.
Please note that this consent lapses five years after the date of commencement unless the consent
is given effect to before the end of that period.

The consent holder is advised that this resource consent relates to the proposal outlined in the
application. Should the proposal alter in terms of character, intensity or scale, then the consent
authority and affected neighbours are required to be advised of any variation and is subsequently
required to assess the proposal under the Resource Management Act 1991.

Please note that all archaeological sites are protected under the Historic Place Act whether or not
they have been recorded or registered. If evidence of any historic site is found on the property, the
Act requires that the Historic Places Trust be advised of the situation.

Pursuant to Section 357 of the Resource Management Act 1991, the applicant/s may, within 15 days
of receiving this decision, object in writing to Council in respect of their decision. Having assessed
such an objection, Council may dismiss the objection or uphold it wholly or in part.

Please also note that this Resource Consent is issued subject to conditions. You should read the
consent document carefully and take time to ensure that you fully understand the conditions and
limitations of the consent. Failure to abide by the conditions of the consent places you, the Consent
Holder, in breach of the Resource Consent, and liable to enforcement action.

As Consent Holder, you are also responsible for the actions or omissions of any
Contractors/Subcontractors, Consultants or other agents employed during the course of the exercise
of this consent. You should ensure that any such persons are aware of the conditions of this consent,
in order to avoid any compliance issues.

To partially cover the cost involved in the monitoring of this consent you have been charged a non-

refundable fee of $100. The cost of processing your application was $1,372.75, therefore, the
balance owing is $872.75 [$1,372.75 - $500.00]. An invoice is also enclosed.

Yours sincerely

Dale Rutgers
Environmental Consents Officer



Monitoring - A337976



From: Dale Rutgers

Sent: Friday, 30 May 2008 11:39 a.m.

To: Glenn Johnson

Subject: Monitoring RM 080076: Mercurial Holdings Limited - 1/20 & 2/20 Matipo Street,
Taupo

Attachments: ObjRef.obr

Please find attached a reference to a consent for monitoring.

Cheers,
Dale :)



A327135



New Street Address 4-12-2007 - A292646



04 December 2007

Mercurial Holdings Limited
Attention: Tracey Bell

P O Box 1585

Taupo

Dear Tracey, File Number: 00950020
NEW STREET ADDRESS

The recent subdivision of 20 Matipo Street, Taupo - Lot 10 DPS 207 has resulted in the creation of
new properties requiring street addresses. The new details for the properties created are:

Address Legal Description
20 Matipo Street, Taupo Lot 1 DP 389398
20 Matipo Street, Taupo Lot 2 DP 389398

Taupo District Council will advise the following agencies of the new addresses:
Land Information New Zealand
Electoral Office
Post Office
Quotable Values
Emergency Services
TDC's own records, rates, property files

The street addresses are allocated according to the Australia and New Zealand Standard, Geographic
Information — Rural and Urban Addressing. If you have any queries regarding your address please
contact myself in the Land Information Department on 3760647.

Yours faithfully

Jarrod Alty
LAND EFF DMINISTRATOR



Asbuilt - Toby Connection - A291307



Contract No. 530

Water Supply Maintenance 2003 - 2006
Asset Identifier HEB Contractors Fid

Taupo District Council W30 0122
;’;itaat:eﬁ_rig;g:‘-" DRAINAGE OR WATER SERVICE 527 0094

T2 o PIPELINE ENTER E @
Date of Call  30/04/2007 Scheme Taupo Work Order No. 27010

Pipe Type and Joint Description

Soil Type and Loading Description

System FaultNo

Description of Action:

Laid new service

Pipe Sample Taken ] Nominal Internal Diameter 0 mm
Visual Condition Assessment
Pipe Class Top of Pipe Depth 0 m
Operating Pressure 0 m 0 kpa
Sample Length 0 500mm
How Pipe was Repaired Year Pipe Instalted
Location of Sampte: Suburb / Villa Taupo
House No. 20
| 2om
' 0.6 m < >
Service
04 m
/ Beundary
Street Name Matipo Street
RESPONSE PERFORMANCE DATA
[ Nofified | _Actioned o Completed T
Date Time Date Time _ Date Time L
30/04/2007 [8:00am. | (15052007 8:00am)  [15/05/2007 |  12:00 pm.|
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