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To: Xenia Meier

Subject: RE: WAT60444605 Queen Street, Auckland Central 1010
Date: Tuesday, 15 July 2025 4:17:27 pm
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Hi Xenia,

Thanks — just talked to Karen and we’re fine with the requested timeframes based on the reasons provided.
I noticed | didn’t have it on file, can you please confirm by reply that:

Watercare proposes this suite of consent conditions as part of the application to manage the proposal’s adverse
effects.

I've attached the conditions with all previous track changes resolved, plus some corrections to Conditions 1-4 (there are references
to a WAT and DIS but only a WAT applies here).

After which | can save the correspondence, and we can finalise the reports and send to the Duty Commissioner.

Nga mihi nui,

Thomas Trevilla
Senior Project Consultant - Planning

O +64 9 303 0311
M +64 20 400 06702
E thomas.trevilla@slrconsulting.com

SLR Consulting New Zealand Limited
201 Victoria Street West, Auckland, New Zealand 1010

This e-mail is intended only for the addressee. Its use is limited to that intended by the author at the time and it is not to be distributed without the author's consent. Unless otherwise
stated, SLR accepts no liability for the contents of this e-mail except where subsequently confirmed in writing. The opinions expressed in this e-mail are those of the author and do
not necessarily represent the views of SLR. This e-mail may be subject to a claim of legal privilege.

SLR is committed to the responsible and ethical use of relevant technologies including artificial intelligence (Al). If you have any questions or concerns, please contact us directly.

If you have received this e-mail in error, please notify the author and delete this message immediately.

From: Xenia Meier <Xenia.Meier@water.co.nz>

Sent: Tuesday, 15 July 2025 2:24 pm

To: Thomas Trevilla <thomas.trevilla@slrconsulting.com>
Subject: WAT60444605 Queen Street, Auckland Central 1010

Kia ora Thomas

Following on from our quick conversation on the phone, | can confirm that Watercare are asking for a 15 year consent duration and
a 10 year lapse date for both WAT60444605 and the Mayoral Drive alignment consent (and the next one, P6).

This is because of current programme pathway is heavily dependent on other infrastructure providers working in the CBD at the
moment. For WAT60444605, this shaft is dependent on works Vector is contemplating along Marmion Street and for Mayoral
Drive, we may need to defer a section of the works (the shafts along Vincent/Cook streets) until Auckland Transport has completed
a proposed busway project.

| don’t expect we will need 15 years but it’s not unheard of either. Thanks. Xenia

Xenia Meier | Environmental Manager — Central Interceptor
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[bookmark: _Hlk1390580]

Consent Conditions:

Queen Street Wastewater Diversion Project; P3-P6 Link (WAT60444605)



Conditions

Under sections 108 and 108AA of the RMA, these consents are subject to the following conditions:

General conditions

These conditions apply to all resource consents.

1. [bookmark: _Hlk1128554]These consentsThis consent must be carried out in accordance with the documents and drawings and all supporting additional information submitted with the application, detailed below, and all referenced by the council as resource consent numbers WAT60444605

Application Form and Assessment of Environmental Effects prepared by WSP New Zealand Limited (Dated 28 February 2025):

		Report title and reference

		Author

		Rev

		Dated



		Construction Methodology

		Fulton Hogan

		04

		15 November 2024



		Assessment of Dewatering Effects 

		WSP

		R2

		28 February 2025



		Dewatering and Settlement Assessment – Addendum Detailing Site Investigations 

		WSP

		R0

		19 February 2025



		Statutory Assessment

		WSP

		2.2

		17 December 2024



		Groundwater and Settlement Monitoring Contingency Plan

		WSP

		3

		25 June 2025



		Drawing title and reference

		Author

		Rev

		Dated



		Queen Street Wastewater Diversions Proposed Part 6 Main Works and Cross Connections General Arrangement Plans, Appendix B

		Watercare

		2

		20 December 2024





[bookmark: _Hlk1128576]

		Other Documents

		Author

		Rev

		Dated



		

		

		

		





Advice Note:

The engineering assessment of this resource consent is limited to an effects-based assessment allowed by the Unitary Plan.  Plans approved under Resource Consent do not constitute an Engineering Plan Approval. A separate engineering approval will be required for the design of any infrastructure that is to vest in council.



2. Under section 125 of the RMA, these consents lapse ten 10 years after the date they areit is granted unless:

a) The consents are is given effect to; or

b) The council extends the period after which the consents lapses.

3. This water permit (WATXXX) and discharge permit (DISXXX) expires 15 years after the date they areit is issued unless they have lapsed, been surrendered or been cancelled at an earlier date pursuant to the RMA.

4. [bookmark: _Hlk1057994]The consent holder must pay the council an initial consent compliance monitoring charge of $X,XXX 792 (inclusive of GST), plus any further monitoring charge or charges to recover the actual and reasonable costs incurred to ensure compliance with the conditions attached to these consents. 

Advice note:

The initial monitoring deposit is to cover the cost of inspecting the site, carrying out tests, reviewing conditions, updating files, etc., all being work to ensure compliance with the resource consent(s). In order to recover actual and reasonable costs, monitoring of conditions, in excess of those covered by the deposit, should be charged at the relevant hourly rate applicable at the time. The consent holder will be advised of the further monitoring charge. Only after all conditions of the resource consent(s) have been met, will the council issue a letter confirming compliance on request of the consent holder. 

Modifications approval

5. In the event that any modifications to the preliminary design are required, that will not result in an application under section 127 of the RMA, the following information must be provided at least five working days prior to implementation:

a) Plans and drawings outlining the details of the modifications; and

b) any necessary supporting information.

All information must be submitted to, and certified by council (within five working days), prior to implementation. 

Advice Note: 

All proposed changes must be discussed with council, prior to implementation.

Ground Dewatering (Take) and Groundwater Diversion Conditions

Definitions

		Alarm Level

		Specific levels at which actions are required as described in the relevant conditions



		Alert Level 

		Specific levels at which actions are required as described in the relevant conditions



		Bulk Excavation

		Includes all excavation that affects groundwater excluding minor enabling works and piling less than 1.5m in diameter



		Commencement of Dewatering

		Means commencement of Bulk Excavation and/or the commencement of the taking or diversion of groundwater, other than for initial state monitoring purposes



		Completion of Dewatering

		Means, in the case of tunnels and shafts, when the tunnel and shafts have been constructed and effectively no further groundwater is being taken/diverted for the construction of the tunnel and shafts in accordance with the design



		Commencement of Excavation

		Means commencement of Bulk Excavation or excavation to create shafts



		Completion of Excavation

		Means the stage when all Bulk Excavation has been completed and all foundation/footing excavations within 10 meters of the perimeter retaining wall have been completed.



		Condition Survey

		Means an external visual inspection or a detailed condition survey (as defined in the relevant conditions)



		Damage

		Includes Aesthetic, Serviceability, Stability, but does not include Negligible Damage. Damage as described in the table below



		External visual inspection

		A condition survey undertaken for the purpose of detecting any new external Damage or deterioration of existing external Damage. Includes as a minimum a visual inspection of the exterior and a dated photographic record of all observable exterior Damage



		GSMCP

		Means Groundwater and Settlement Monitoring and Contingency Plan



		Monitoring Station

		Means any monitoring instrument including a ground or building deformation station,  groundwater monitoring bore, retaining wall deflection station, or other monitoring device required by this consent



		RL

		Means Reduced Level



		Season Low Groundwater Level 

		Means the annual lowest groundwater level – which typically occurs in summer



		Services

		Include fibre optic cables, sanitary drainage, stormwater drainage, gas and water mains, power and telephone installations and infrastructure, road infrastructure assets such as footpaths, kerbs, catch-pits, pavements and street furniture. 





		SQEP

		Means Suitably Qualified Engineering Professional



		SQBS

		Means Suitably Qualified Building Surveyor







[bookmark: _Hlk141966629]Building Damage Classification

Note: In the table below, the column headed “Description of Typical Damage” applies to masonry buildings only and the column headed “General Category” applies to all buildings.

		Category of Damage

		Normal Degree of Severity

		Description of Typical Damage



(Building Damage Classification after Burland (1995), and Mair et al (1996))

		General

Category



(after Burland – 1995)



		0

		Negligible

		Hairline cracks.

		Aesthetic

Damage



		1

		Very Slight

		Fine cracks easily treated during normal redecoration. Perhaps isolated slight fracture in building. Cracks in exterior visible upon close inspection. Typical crack widths up to 1mm.

		



		2

		Slight

		Cracks easily filled. Redecoration probably required. Several slight fractures inside building. Exterior cracks visible, some repainting may be required for weather-tightness. Doors and windows may stick slightly. Typically crack widths up to 5mm.

		



		3

		Moderate

		Cracks may require cutting out and patching. Recurrent cracks can be masked by suitable linings. Brick pointing and possible replacement of a small amount of exterior brickwork may be required. Doors and windows sticking. Utility services may be interrupted. Weather tightness often impaired. Typical crack widths are 5mm to 15mm or several greater than 3mm.

		Serviceability

Damage



		4

		Severe

		Extensive repair involving removal and replacement of walls especially over door and windows required. Window and door frames distorted. Floor slopes noticeably. Walls lean or bulge noticeably. Some loss of bearing in beams.  Utility services disrupted. Typical crack widths are 15mm to 25mm but also depend on the number of cracks.

		



		5

		Very Severe

		Major repair required involving partial or complete reconstruction. Beams lose bearing, walls lean badly and require shoring. Windows broken by distortion. Danger of instability. Typical crack widths are greater than 25mm but depend on the number of cracks.

		Stability

Damage





Notice of Commencement of Dewatering

6. The Council must be advised in writing at least 10 working days prior to the date of the Commencement of Dewatering.




Design of Dewatering and Retention Systems

7. The design and construction of the dewatering and retention systems for the shaft must be undertaken in accordance with the specifications contained in the reports referenced in Condition 1. 

Excavation Limit

8. The Bulk Excavation must not extend below 14.8 m RL.

Groundwater and Settlement Monitoring and Contingency Plan (GSMCP)

9. At least 20 days prior to the Commencement of Dewatering, a Groundwater and Settlement Monitoring and Contingency Plan (GSMCP) prepared by a SQEP, must be submitted to the Council for certification. Any later proposed amendment of the GSMCP must also be submitted to the Council for certification.

The overall objective of the GSMCP must be to set out the practices and procedures to be adopted to ensure compliance with the consent conditions and must include, at a minimum, the following information:

a) A monitoring location plan, showing the location and type of all Monitoring Stations. The monitoring plan must be based on the plan titled “Marmion Shaft – GSMCP monitoring locations and layout” contained in Appendix B of the approved GSMCP referenced in Condition 1, or in the certified GSMCP. In any case where the location of a Monitoring Station differs substantively from that shown on the plans referenced above, a written explanation for the difference must be provided at the same time that the GSMCP is provided. 

b) Final completed schedules B to E (as per the conditions below) for monitoring of groundwater, ground surface and building settlement and retaining wall deflection (including any proposed changes to the monitoring frequency) as required by conditions below.

c) All monitoring data, the identification of Services susceptible to Damage and all building/Service condition surveys undertaken to date and required by conditions below.

d) A bar chart or a schedule, showing the timing and frequency of condition surveys, visual inspections and all other monitoring required by this consent, and a sample report template for the required two monthly monitoring.

e) All Alert and Alarm Level Triggers (including reasons if changes to such are proposed). 

f) Details of the contingency actions to be implemented if Alert or Alarm Levels are exceeded.

10. All construction, dewatering, monitoring and contingency actions must be carried out in accordance with the certified GSMCP. No Bulk Excavation (that may affect groundwater levels) or other dewatering activities must commence until the GSMCP is certified in writing by the Council.  




Performance Standards

Damage Avoidance

11. All dewatering systems, retention measures and works associated with the diversion or taking of groundwater, must be designed, constructed and maintained so as to avoid damage to buildings, structures and services on the site or adjacent properties. 

Alert and Alarm Level Actions

12. The activity must not cause any settlement or movement greater than the Alarm Level thresholds specified in Schedule A below. Alert and Alarm Levels are triggered when the following Alert and Alarm Trigger thresholds are exceeded:

		Schedule A: Alarm and Alert Levels 



		

Movement

		Trigger Thresholds (+/-) 



		

		Alarm 

		Alert 



		a)

		Differential vertical settlement between any two Ground Surface Deformation Stations (the Differential Ground Surface Settlement Alarm or Alert Level)

· G1-G6

		





1:700

		





1:1,000





		b)

		Total vertical settlement from the pre-excavation baseline level at any Ground Surface Deformation Station (the Total Ground Surface Settlement Alarm or Alert Level):

· G1 & G3

· G2,G4-G6

		





11 mm



10 mm

		





8mm 



7mm



		c)

		Differential vertical settlement between any two adjacent Building Deformation Stations (the Differential Building Settlement Alarm or Alert Level)

· B1-B6

		





1:700

		





1:1,000



		d)

		Total vertical settlement from the pre-excavation baseline level at any Building Deformation Station (the Total Building Settlement Alarm or Alert Level)

· B1-B6

		





10mm 

		





7mm 



		e)

		Total lateral deflection from the pre-excavation baseline level at any retaining wall deflection station (the Retaining Wall Deflection Alarm or Alert Level):

· B-RW1 & B-RW2

		





10mm 

		





7mm 



		f)

		Distance below the pre-dewatering Seasonal Low Groundwater Level and any subsequent groundwater reading at any groundwater monitoring bore (the Groundwater Alert Levels 1 & 2):

· PZ24/03

		





N/A

		





1. 16.06m bgl

2. 16.56m bgl







Note: The locations of the Monitoring Stations listed in Schedule A are shown on the plan titled “Marmion Shaft – GSMCP monitoring locations and layout” contained in Appendix B of the approved GSMCP referenced in Condition 1, or in the certified GSMCP. 

Note: These levels may be amended subject to approval by the Council as part of the Groundwater Settlement Monitoring and Contingency Plan (GSMCP) certification process, and, after the receipt of pre-dewatering monitoring data, building condition surveys and recommendations from a suitably qualified engineering professional (SQEP), but only to the extent that avoidance of Damage to building, structures and Services can still be achieved.  

There are conditions below that must be complied with when the Alert and Alarm Level triggers are exceeded. These include actions that must be taken immediately including seeking the advice of a SQEP. 

Alert Level Actions

13.  In the event of any Alert Level being exceeded at any ground deformation pin or retaining wall deflection pin Monitoring Station the consent holder must: 

a. Notify the Council within 24 hours of the exceedance. 

b. Re-measure all Monitoring Stations within 20 metres of the affected monitoring location(s) to confirm the extent of apparent movement 

c. Ensure the data is reviewed, and advice provided by a SQEP on the need for mitigation measures or other actions necessary to avoid further deformation. Where mitigation measures or other actions are recommended those measures must be implemented. 

d. Submit a written report prepared by the SQEP responsible for overviewing the monitoring, to the Council within 5 working days of Alert Level exceedance. The report must provide an analysis of all monitoring data (including wall deflection) relating to the exceedance, actions taken to date to address the issue, recommendations for additional monitoring (i.e., the need for increased frequency or repeat condition survey(s) of building or structures) and recommendations for future remedial actions necessary to prevent Alarm Levels being exceeded. 

e. Measure and record all Monitoring Stations within 20 metres of the location of any Alert Level exceedance every two days until such time the written report referred to above has been submitted to the Council. 

Alarm Level Actions 

14.  In the event of any Alarm Level being exceeded at any ground deformation pin, building deformation pin or retaining wall deflection Monitoring Station the consent holder must: 

a. Immediately halt construction activity, including excavation, dewatering or any other works that may result in increased deformation, unless halting the activity is considered by a SQEP to likely be more harmful (in terms of effects on the environment) than continuing to carry out the activity. 

b. Notify the Council within 24 hours of the Alarm Level exceedance being detected and provide details of the measurements taken. 

c. Take advice from the author of the Alert Level exceedance report (if there was one) on actions required to avoid, remedy or mitigate adverse effects on ground, buildings or structures that may occur as a result of the exceedance.  

d. Not resume construction activities (or any associated activities), halted in accordance with paragraph (a) above, until any mitigation measures (recommended in accordance with paragraphs (d) above) have been implemented to the satisfaction of a SQEP. 

e.  Submit a written report, prepared by the SQEP responsible for overviewing the monitoring, to the Council, on the results of the visual inspections, the mitigation measures implemented and any remedial works and/or agreements with affected parties within 5 working days of recommencement of works

Pre-Dewatering Building and Structure Survey

15. No more than 6 months prior to the Commencement of Dewatering, a detailed condition survey of buildings and structures as specified in Schedule B below must be undertaken by a SQEP or SQBS and a written report must be prepared and reviewed by the SQEP responsible for overviewing the monitoring. The report must be submitted for certification by the Council.  

This condition does not apply where written evidence is provided to the Council that the owner of a property has confirmed they do not require a detailed condition survey.

The detailed condition survey must include:

(a) Confirmation of the installation of building deformation stations as required in Schedule B below in the locations shown on the plans titled “Marmion Shaft – GSMCP monitoring locations and layout” contained in Appendix B of the approved GSMCP referenced in Condition 1, or in the certified GSMCP.

(b) A description of the type of foundations.

(c) A description of existing levels of Damage considered to be of an aesthetic or superficial nature.

(d) A description of existing levels of Damage considered to affect the serviceability of the building where visually apparent without recourse to intrusive or destructive investigation.

(e) An assessment as to whether existing Damage may or may not be associated with actual structural Damage and an assessment of the susceptibility of buildings/structures to further movement and Damage.

(f) Photographic evidence of existing observable Damage. 

(g) A review of proposed Alarm and Alert Levels to confirm they are appropriately set and confirmation that any ground settlement less than the Alarm Level will not cause Damage.

(h) An assessment of whether the monitoring frequency is appropriate.

(i) An assessment of whether the locations and density of existing building deformation stations are adequate and appropriate for the effective detection of change to building and structure condition.

		Schedule B: Buildings/Structures that Require Detailed Condition Survey and Installation of Deformation Stations 



		Address

		Legal Description

		Detailed Condition Survey



		Number of building /structure deformation stations required



		345 - 361 Queen Street

A 15m long by 10m wide portion of the basement adjacent to the Marmion Shaft 

		TBC

		Yes

		2No. (B1  & B2) 



		The retaining wall in front of 345-361 Queen Street



		N/A

		Yes

		2No. (B-RW1 & B-RW2)







Pre-dewatering services condition survey

16. Prior to the Commencement of Dewatering, a condition survey of potentially affected stormwater services that can be accessed, must be undertaken in consultation with the relevant service provider. This condition does not apply to any service where written evidence is provided to the Council that the owner of that service has confirmed they do not require a condition survey.

External Visual Inspections 

17. Unless otherwise amended as part of the GSMCP certification process, external visual inspections of the external building fronts facing the excavation, listed below, must be undertaken for the purpose of detecting any existing external Damage or new external Damage or deterioration. 

· A 50 m portion of the building at 345-361 Queen Street

· A 20 m portion of the buildings at 430 Queen Street and 438 Queen Street

Inspections must be carried out prior to and then monthly from the Commencement to Completion of Dewatering. A photographic record must be kept, including time and date, of each inspection and all observations made during the inspection, and must be of a quality that is fit for purpose.

The results of the external visual inspections and an assessment of the results must be reviewed by the SQEP responsible for overviewing the monitoring and must be included in the bimonthly monitoring report for the relevant monitoring period. 

This condition does not apply to any land, building or structure where written evidence is provided to the Council confirming that the owner of the land, building or structure does not require visual inspections to be carried out.

Completion of dewatering – Building, Structure and Service Condition Surveys

18. Between six (6) and twelve (12) months after Completion of Dewatering, a detailed condition survey of all previously surveyed buildings, structures and stormwater pipes must be undertaken by a SQEP or SQBS and a written report must be prepared. The report must be reviewed by the SQEP responsible for overviewing the monitoring and then submitted to the Council, within 1 month of completion of the survey.   

The condition survey report must make specific comment on those matters identified in the pre-dewatering condition survey.  It must also identify any new Damage that has occurred since the pre-dewatering condition survey was undertaken and provide an assessment of the likely cause of any such Damage. 

This condition does not apply to any building, structure or service where written evidence is provided to the Council confirming that the owner of that building, structure, or service does not require a condition survey to be undertaken. 

Additional surveys 

19. Additional condition surveys of any building, structure or service within the area defined by the extent of groundwater drawdown or ground movement (as defined in the WSP reports referenced in Condition 1), must be undertaken, if requested by the Council, for the purpose of investigating any Damage potentially caused by ground movement resulting from dewatering or retaining wall deflection. A written report of the results of the survey must be prepared and/or reviewed by the SQEP responsible for overviewing the monitoring. The report must be submitted to the Council.   

The requirement for any such additional condition survey will cease 6 months after the completion of dewatering unless ground settlement monitoring indicates movement is still occurring at a level that may result in Damage to buildings, structures, or Services. In such circumstances, the period where additional condition surveys may be required must be extended until monitoring shows that movement has stabilised and the risk of Damage to buildings, structures and Services as a result of the dewatering is no longer present. 

Groundwater monitoring 

20. Groundwater monitoring must be undertaken at the groundwater monitoring bore location shown on the plans titled “Marmion Shaft – GSMCP monitoring locations and layout” contained in Appendix B of the approved GSMCP referenced in Condition 1, or in the certified GSMCP. The monitoring frequency must be 15 minutes using automated pressure transducers with or without telemetry systems. Groundwater level monitoring must be undertaken in accordance with Schedule C below.

		Schedule C: Groundwater Monitoring Frequency 



		Bore name

		Location

		Groundwater level reporting frequency (to an accuracy of 10mm)



		

		Easting 

		Northing 

		From bore construction until before Commencement of Dewatering

		Commencement of Dewatering to Completion of Dewatering

		From Completion of Dewatering until 3 months later



		PZ24/03

		1751757

		5919819

		At least 4 weeks prior to dewatering commencing

		Every two weeks

		Once a month







The monitoring frequency may be changed if approved by the Council. Any change must be specified in the GSMCP. In addition, the three-month monitoring period post Completion of Dewatering may be extended, by the Council, if measured groundwater levels are not consistent with inferred seasonal trends or predicted groundwater movement. The consent holder must request termination of groundwater level monitoring from Council, supported with a letter of justification for the termination, prepared by a SQEP.

Advice Note:  

If groundwater level measurements show an inconsistent pattern immediately prior to the Commencement of Dewatering (for example varying more than +/-200mm during a month), then further readings may be required to ensure that an accurate groundwater level baseline is established before dewatering commences. 

Ground Surface and Building Deformation Monitoring 

21. Ground surface markers and building settlement pins must be established and maintained at the locations shown on the plan titled “Marmion shaft – GSMCP monitoring locations and layout”, prepared by WSP, dated 24 February 2025, rev R01, contained in Appendix B of the certified GSMCP referenced in Condition 1. The Monitoring Stations must be monitored at the frequency set out in Schedule D. The purpose of the Monitoring Stations is to record any vertical or horizontal movement. Benchmark positions must be established no less than 20 metres away from the excavated area.



		Schedule D: Ground Surface and Building Monitoring



		

Monitoring Station and Type: 

		Frequency



		

		Pre Commencement of Dewatering

		Commencement to Completion of Dewatering

		Post- Completion of Dewatering



		Ground and Buildings 





		Three times to a horizontal and vertical accuracy of +/-2 mm (achieved by precise levelling) 

		Weekly 

		Monthly for 6 months 







The monitoring frequency may be changed, if approved by the Council. The consent holder must request termination of ground surface settlement and building settlement monitoring from Council, supported with a letter of justification for the termination, prepared by a SQEP.

Retaining Wall Monitoring

22. Two retaining wall deflection stations (B-RW1 and B-RW2), for the measurement of lateral wall movement, must be installed along the top of the retaining walls, as shown on the plans titled “Marmion shaft – GSMCP monitoring locations and layout” contained in Appendix B of the approved GSMCP referenced in Condition 1. Monitoring of the retaining wall deflection stations must be undertaken and recorded in accordance with Schedule E below and must be carried out using precise levelling.

		Schedule E: Retaining Wall Monitoring 



		

Pre-Commencement of Construction Phase Dewatering 

		Frequency



		

		 Commencement of Construction Phase Dewatering to one month after Completion of Excavation 

 

 

		One month after Completion of Excavation to Completion of Construction Phase Dewatering



		Retaining Wall

Deflection Stations

		Retaining Wall Deflection

		Retaining Wall Deflection



		Twice to a horizontal and vertical accuracy of +/- 2mm

		Once for every 2 metres depth (on average) of excavation, and, in any case, at a minimum of once weekly.

		Fortnightly







The monitoring frequency may be changed, if approved by the Council, through the GSMCP. The consent holder must request termination of retaining wall monitoring from Council, supported with a letter of justification for the termination, prepared by a SQEP.

Access to third-party property 

23. Where any monitoring, inspection or condition survey in this consent requires access to property(ies) owned by a third party, and access is declined or subject to what the consent holder considers to be unreasonable terms, the consent holder must provide a report to the Council prepared by a SQEP identifying an alternative monitoring programme. The report must describe how the monitoring will provide sufficient early detection of deformation to enable measures to be implemented to prevent Damage to buildings, structures or Services. Written certification from the Council must be obtained before an alternative monitoring option is implemented.  

Contingency actions

24. If the consent holder becomes aware of any Damage to buildings, structures or Services potentially caused wholly, or in part, by the exercise of this consent, the consent holder must: 

(a) Notify the Council and the asset owner within 24 hours of the consent holder becoming aware of the Damage.  

(b) Provide a report prepared by a SQEP (engaged by the consent holder at their cost) that describes the Damage; identifies the cause of the Damage; identifies methods to remedy and/or mitigate the Damage that has been caused; identifies the potential for further Damage to occur and describes actions that must be taken to avoid further Damage.  

(c) Provide a copy of the report prepared under (b) above, to the Council and the asset owner within 10 working days of notification under (a) above. 

Advice Note: 

It is anticipated the Consent Holder will seek the permission of the damaged asset owner to access the property and asset to enable the inspection/investigation. It is understood that if access is denied the report will be of limited extent.  

Building, Structure, and Services Surveys and Inspections 

25. A copy of all pre-dewatering building and structure condition surveys, and Service condition surveys and photographic records of external visual inspections required by this consent must be submitted to the Council prior to the commencement of dewatering. All other condition surveys and photographic records required by this consent must be provided to the Council upon request. 

Reporting of monitoring data 

26. At two monthly intervals, a report containing all monitoring data required by conditions of this consent must be submitted to the Council. This report must include a construction progress timeline, the monitoring data (including the results of condition surveys) recorded in that period, and a comparison of that data with previously recorded data and with the Alert and Alarm Levels for each Monitoring Station. 

Upon Completion of Construction, one electronic data file (excel workbook) containing digital data for the groundwater monitoring bore PZ24/03 (or any replacement bore) must be provided to the Council. Data should include the monitoring bore name (PZ24/03), type (monitoring piezometer), location (NZTM 1751757E, 5919819N and ~32 m RL elevation), screened depth for the groundwater monitoring bore (14-17 m bgl) and absolute and relative readings (and their units of measure) and the date/time of each reading. The worksheets should contain data values only (no formulas, circular references or links to other sheets). 

Requirement for close-out report 

27. The final post-construction report must constitute a close-out report and present a summary of overall trends observed on the project and confirmation that monitored readings post-construction (ground movement) have reached steady-state conditions (accounting for seasonal variation).  

Notice of Completion 

28. The Council must be advised in writing within 10 working days of when dewatering has been completed.

General Advice Notes

[bookmark: _Hlk1128948]Any reference to number of days within this decision refers to working days as defined in s2 of the RMA.  

For the purpose of compliance with the conditions of consent, “the council” refers to the council’s monitoring officer unless otherwise specified. Please email monitoring@aucklandcouncil.govt.nz to identify your allocated officer.

If you disagree with any of the above conditions, and/or disagree with the additional charges relating to the processing of the application(s), you have a right of objection pursuant to sections 357A and/or 357B of the Resource Management Act 1991. Any objection must be made in writing to the council within 15 working days of your receipt of this decision (for s357A) or receipt of the council invoice (for s357B).

The consent holder is responsible for obtaining all other necessary consents, permits, and licences, including those under the Building Act 2004, and the Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga Act 2014. This consent does not remove the need to comply with all other applicable Acts (including the Property Law Act 2007 and the Health and Safety at Work Act 2015), regulations, relevant Bylaws, and rules of law. This consent does not constitute building consent approval. Please check whether a building consent is required under the Building Act 2004.

The consent holder is advised that the Auckland Council Community Facilities Urban Forest Specialist has delegated authority to issue a tree owner approval for removal and works to trees growing in the Council Reserve and Road Reserve. A Tree Owner Approval (TOA) from the Community Facilities Senior Urban Forest Specialist will be required prior to works commencing.

Accidental Discovery 

If, at any time during site works, sensitive materials (koiwi/human remains, an archaeology site, a  Māori cultural artefact, a protected NZ object, contamination or a lava cave greater than 1m in diameter) are discovered, then the protocol set out in standards E11.6.1 and E12.6.1 of the Auckland Unitary Plan (Operative in Part) must be followed.  In summary these are:  

a) All works must cease in the immediate vicinity (at least 20m from the site of the discovery) and the area of the discovery must be secured including a buffer to ensure all sensitive material remains undisturbed. 

b) The consent holder must immediately advise Council, Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga and Police (if human remains are found) and arrange a site inspection with these parties.

c) If the discovery contains koiwi, archaeology or artefacts of Māori  origin, representatives from those Iwi groups with mana whenua interest in the area are to be provided information on the nature and location of the discovery. 

d) The consent holder must not recommence works until the steps set out in the above-mentioned standards have been followed and commencement of works approved by Council.

Should the proposed enabling works result in the identification of any previously unknown sensitive materials (i.e., archaeological sites), the requirements of the Accidental Discovery rule [E26.5.5.1.] set out in the Auckland Unitary Plan Operative in part (updated 10 December 2021)) shall be complied with.

Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga Act 2014

The Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga Act 2014 (hereafter referred to as the Act) provides for the identification, protection, preservation, and conservation of the historical and cultural heritage of New Zealand.  All archaeological sites are protected by the provisions of the Act (section 42). It is unlawful to modify, damage or destroy an archaeological site without prior authority from Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga.  An Authority is required whether or not the land on which an archaeological site may be present is designated, a resource or building consent has been granted, or the activity is permitted under Unitary, District or Regional Plans. 

According to the Act (section 6), archaeological site means, subject to section 42(3) – 

any place in New Zealand, including any building or structure (or part of a building or structure), that – 

1) was associated with human activity that occurred before 1900 or is the site of the wreck of any vessel where the wreck occurred before 1900; and 

2) provides or may provide, through investigation by archaeological methods, evidence relating to the history of New Zealand; and 

3) includes a site for which a declaration is made under section 43(1). 

It is the responsibility of the consent holder to consult with Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga about the requirements of the Act and obtain the necessary Authorities under the Act should these become necessary because of any activity associated with the consented works. Contact Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga – 09 307 0413 / archaeologistMN@historic.org.nz. 

Protected Objects Act 1975

Māori artefacts such as carvings, stone adzes, and greenstone objects are considered to be tāonga (treasures).  These are taonga tūturu within the meaning of the Protected Objects Act 1975 (hereafter referred to as the Act).

According to the Act (section 2), taonga tūturu means an object that –

(a) relates to Māori culture, history, or society; and

(b) was, or appears to have been –

i. manufactured or modified in New Zealand by Māori; or

i. brought into New Zealand by Māori; or

ii. used by Māori; and

(c) is more than 50 years old.

The Ministry of Culture and Heritage administers the Act. Tāonga may be discovered in isolated contexts but is generally found in archaeological sites.  The provisions of the Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga Act 2014 about modifying an archaeological site should be considered by the consent holder if tāonga are found within an archaeological site, as defined by the Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga Act 2014. 

It is the responsibility of the consent holder to notify either the chief executive of the Ministry of Culture and Heritage or the nearest public museum, which must notify the chief executive, of the finding of the taonga tūturu, within 28 days of finding the taonga tūturu; alternatively provided that in the case of any taonga tūturu found during an archaeological investigation authorised by Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga under section 48 of the Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga Act 2014, the notification must be made within 28 days of the completion of the fieldwork undertaken in connection with the investigation.

Under section 11 of the Act, newly found taonga tūturu are Crown-owned in the first instance until the Māori Land Court determines ownership. Contact the Ministry of Culture and Heritage – 04 499 4229 / protected-objects@mch.govt.nz. 

Including Unrecorded Archaeological Sites within the Cultural Heritage Inventory 

If any unrecorded archaeological sites are exposed because of the consented work, then these sites should be recorded by the consent holder for inclusion within the Auckland Council Cultural Heritage Inventory.  The consent holder must prepare documentation suitable for inclusion in the Cultural Heritage Inventory and forward the information to the Council within one (1) calendar month of the completion of work on the site.

The consent holder will be responsible for ensuring all necessary permits, such as Corridor Access Requests (CAR) permits for establishing the construction area, are obtained from Auckland Transport. See Auckland Transport’s website www.aucklandtransport.govt.nz for more information.
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Watercare Services Limited

Mobile: 021 574 585

Customer service line: +64 9 442 2222

Postal address: Private Bag 92 521, Victoria Street West, Auckland 1142, New Zealand
Website: www.watercare.co.nz

Email: xenia.meier@water.co.nz
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From: Thomas Trevilla

To: Xenia Meier
Subject: RE: Section 92 Request - WAT60444605 Queen Street, Auckland Central 1010
Date: Friday, 4 July 2025 1:24:58 pm
Attachments: image001.pnq
image002.png
image003.png

Hi Xenia,

Noted thanks, final bit is the update to the GSMCP section

We consider that the updated draft GSMCP ( dated 11 June 2025, rev 3) is satisfactory, with the exception that we consider that
post construction detailed condition surveys ( described in Section 5.3.1) are required irrespective of whether or not building
settlement alert or alarm levels are triggered. It is standard practice to undertake pre and post construction detailed condition
surveys in order to make a direct comparison of any defects / cracks identified. Section 5.3.1 in the draft GSMCP should be
updated accordingly and an updated report prepared.

Nga mihi nui,

Thomas Trevilla
Senior Project Consultant - Planning

O +64 9 303 0311
M +64 20 400 06702
E thomas.trevilla@slrconsulting.com

SLR Consulting New Zealand Limited
201 Victoria Street West, Auckland, New Zealand 1010

This e-mail is intended only for the addressee. Its use is limited to that intended by the author at the time and it is not to be distributed without the author's consent. Unless otherwise
stated, SLR accepts no liability for the contents of this e-mail except where subsequently confirmed in writing. The opinions expressed in this e-mail are those of the author and do
not necessarily represent the views of SLR. This e-mail may be subject to a claim of legal privilege.

SLR is committed to the responsible and ethical use of relevant technologies including artificial intelligence (Al). If you have any questions or concerns, please contact us directly.

If you have received this e-mail in error, please notify the author and delete this message immediately.

From: Xenia Meier <xenia.meier@water.co.nz>

Sent: Friday, 4 July 2025 12:15 pm

To: Thomas Trevilla <thomas.trevilla@slrconsulting.com>

Subject: RE: Section 92 Request - WAT60444605 Queen Street, Auckland Central 1010

Thanks Thomas. To clarify, | maintain our position that post-construction surveys should not be required if trigger levels are not
exceeded; but, will accept the conditions as proposed.

Have a good weekend. Xenia

From: Thomas Trevilla <thomas.trevilla@slrconsulting.com>
Sent: Friday, 4 July 2025 11:39 am

To: Xenia Meier <xenia.mejer@water.co.nz>
Subject: RE: Section 92 Request - WAT60444605 Queen Street, Auckland Central 1010

Hi Xenia,

Thank you for the response, on this matter:
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Modifications approval

5

In the event that any modifications to the preliminary design are required, that will not
resultin an application under section 127 of the RMA, the following information must be

provided

a)  Plans and drawings outlining the details of the modifications; and
b)  any necessary supporting information
Allinformation must be submitted to, and certfied by council, prior to implementation.

Advice Note:

All proposed changes must be discussed with council, prior to implementation.




Fraser
Thomas

ENGINEERS o RESOURCE MANAGERS® SURVEYORS
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If we do not exceed the permitted activity groundwater dewatering duration, the project overall would be a permitted activity and could have
proceeded without consent.

The proposal requires consent for dewatering and diversion. Even if the dewatering was a PA, the diversion still requires consent
for non-compliance with Standards E7.6.1.10 (3) and (5)(a) which specifically relate to neighbouring properties / buildings. | had a
chat with Richard this morning and confirmed that even if the dewatering aspect was a PA, the diversion non-compliances still
warrant the condition.

From my draft report:

® Standard E7.6.1.10(3) requires the natural groundwater level to not be reduced by more than 2 m on the boundary of any adjoining site. The
proposed excavation will extend approximately 10.4 m below natural groundwater level and reduce the level by more than 2 m on the adjoining
site boundary west of the proposed shaft.

® Standard E£7.6.1.10(5)(a) requires the distance to any existing building or structure (excluding timber fences and small structures on the
boundary) on an adjoining site from the edge of any trench or open excavation that extends below natural groundwater level to be at least equal
to the depth of the excavation. The distance between the proposed shaft edge to the buildings at 345-361, 430 and 438 Queen Street is less than
the 17 m depth of excavation, with the closest building being approximately 8 m away.

On that basis we maintain our position — do you still have concerns or will Watercare agree to the condition?

Nga mihi nui,

Thomas Trevilla
Senior Project Consultant - Planning

O +64 9 303 0311
M +64 20 400 06702

E thomas.trevilla@slrconsulting.com

SLR Consulting New Zealand Limited
201 Victoria Street West, Auckland, New Zealand 1010

]

This e-mail is intended only for the addressee. Its use is limited to that intended by the author at the time and it is not to be distributed without the author's consent.
Unless otherwise stated, SLR accepts no liability for the contents of this e-mail except where subsequently confirmed in writing. The opinions expressed in this e-
mail are those of the author and do not necessarily represent the views of SLR. This e-mail may be subject to a claim of legal privilege.

SLR is committed to the responsible and ethical use of relevant technologies including artificial intelligence (Al). If you have any questions or concerns, please
contact us directly.

If you have received this e-mail in error, please notify the author and delete this message immediately.

From: Xenia Meier <xenia.meier@water.co.nz>

Sent: Thursday, 3 July 2025 4:02 pm

To: Thomas Trevilla <thomas.trevilla@slrconsulting.com>

Subject: RE: Section 92 Request - WAT60444605 Queen Street, Auckland Central 1010

Thanks so much for your thoughtful consideration of our comments. | appreciate your agreement to the timeframe for condition 5.

| acknowledge that the other conditions were not accepted; however, we did offer an alternative suggestion for condition 18 which
| don’t think has been addressed.

If we do not exceed the permitted activity groundwater dewatering duration, the project overall would be a permitted activity and
could have proceeded without consent. Would Council consider waiving the requirement for post-condition surveys if dewatering
was 30 days or less? At this point, this does, in fact, seem like a likely outcome as there has been no dewatering required at our
adjacent shaft at Mayoral Drive.

It would seem reasonable that, should the shaft ultimately fall within the scope of a permitted activity, the project should not be
subject to additional costs and obligations that would not apply to a comparable project proceeding without consent.

As per our earlier comments, if Council disagrees with our position, we will accept the conditions as proposed. However, would
appreciate your further consideration on this one remaining point.

Bests. Xenia
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From: Thomas Trevilla <thomas.trevilla@slrconsulting.com>

Sent: Thursday, 3 July 2025 11:20 am

To: Xenia Meier <xenia.meier@water.co.nz>

Subject: RE: Section 92 Request - WAT60444605 Queen Street, Auckland Central 1010

Hi Xenia,
Please see responses below:

2. With respect to Watercare recently accepting conditions for another shaft. I’'m not sure why that is a valid from a planning
perspective? If a condition is subsequently considered not appropriate for a particular application, agreeing to it for a previous
application does not seem particularly relevant to me.

Would appreciate your thoughts.

| agree with the principle of this. However, | was comfortable with passing on the amended conditions as:

® The specialist was concerned over the appropriateness of some proffered conditions in terms of activity and effects
management.

e The specialist cited the recent consent as an example where the conditions were appropriate, applicable here and had been
formed from agreement between Council and Watercare. That was helpful for me to understand their position and the basis
for their recommended amendments.

On reflection | should have made my position clear in the initial email.

That brings us to Condition 18 —

Condition Surveys and Condition 18

Richard emailed me
We consider that the updated draft GSMCP ( dated 11 June 2025, rev 3) is satisfactory, with the exception that we consider
that post construction detailed condition surveys ( described in Section 5.3.1) are required irrespective of whether or not
building settlement alert or alarm levels are triggered. It is standard practice to undertake pre and post construction
detailed condition surveys in order to make a direct comparison of any defects / cracks identified. Section 5.3.1 in the draft
GSMCP should be updated accordingly and an updated report prepared.

He also requested Marija’s opinion, who said:
Thanks very much for sending that through. | have read the amended Condition 18 and do not support the proposed
change. The requirement for pre-and post-construction detailed condition surveys are part of our standard suite of
dewatering consent conditions, and are considered appropriate in this case. The completion of both pre- and post-
construction surveys allows us to identify any potential damage as a result of the consented works, and to make a direct
comparison of any defects / cracks identified. This protects both the potentially affected parties and the consent holder
itself.

| have discussed this with Richard.

| agree with the amendments — this is based on two expert opinions before me and their concerns about effects management, not
because the wording standard practice.

I've attached the draft conditions set with Richard’s comments on Condition 18. I'm ok with the amendment to Condition 5 to add
a timeframe.

Hope we can come to a final agreement over the conditions. If we can resolve this and get the updates done, Richard should be
able to get his draft memo signed off fairly quickly and | too can then send my reports to Karen.

Thanks

Nga mihi nui,

Thomas Trevilla

Senior Project Consultant - Planning

O +64 9 303 0311
M +64 20 400 06702
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E thomas.trevilla@slrconsulting.com

SLR Consulting New Zealand Limited
201 Victoria Street West, Auckland, New Zealand 1010

This e-mail is intended only for the addressee. Its use is limited to that intended by the author at the time and it is not to be distributed without the author's consent.
Unless otherwise stated, SLR accepts no liability for the contents of this e-mail except where subsequently confirmed in writing. The opinions expressed in this e-
mail are those of the author and do not necessarily represent the views of SLR. This e-mail may be subject to a claim of legal privilege.

SLR is committed to the responsible and ethical use of relevant technologies including artificial intelligence (Al). If you have any questions or concerns, please
contact us directly.

If you have received this e-mail in error, please notify the author and delete this message immediately.

From: Thomas Trevilla <thomas.trevilla@slrconsulting.com>

Sent: Thursday, 26 June 2025 4:38 pm

To: Xenia Meier <Xenia.Meier@water.co.nz>

Cc: Ireland, Emily <emily.ireland@wsp.com>

Subject: RE: Section 92 Request - WAT60444605 Queen Street, Auckland Central 1010

Thanks Xenia, | received both emails from yesterday:

On P3-P6, I'll call Richard tomorrow as he’s back from leave. | forwarded the latest info to him.
On Mayoral, I'm liaising the specialist teams on the upcoming application and lodgement timeframe.

Nga mihi nui,

Thomas Trevilla
Senior Project Consultant - Planning

O +64 9 303 0311
M +64 20 400 06702
E thomas.trevilla@slrconsulting.com

SLR Consulting New Zealand Limited
201 Victoria Street West, Auckland, New Zealand 1010

This e-mail is intended only for the addressee. Its use is limited to that intended by the author at the time and it is not to be distributed without the author's consent.
Unless otherwise stated, SLR accepts no liability for the contents of this e-mail except where subsequently confirmed in writing. The opinions expressed in this e-
mail are those of the author and do not necessarily represent the views of SLR. This e-mail may be subject to a claim of legal privilege.

SLR is committed to the responsible and ethical use of relevant technologies including artificial intelligence (Al). If you have any questions or concerns, please
contact us directly.

If you have received this e-mail in error, please notify the author and delete this message immediately.
From: Xenia Mejer <Xenia.Meier@water.co.nz>

Sent: Wednesday, 25 June 2025 5:15 pm
To: Thomas Trevilla <thomas.trevilla@slrconsulting.com>

Cc: Ireland, Emily <emily.ireland@wsp.com>
Subject: Section 92 Request - WAT60444605 Queen Street, Auckland Central 1010

Kia ora Thomas

Our further response to the section 92 queries relating to WAT60444605
1. The updated GWS MCP
2. An update to the conditions. You will note
a. | have added a timeframe for Council review as per my email of 16 June.
b. We have accepted the conditions as they relate to conditions previously accepted by Watercare; although,
i. I'd still appreciate your planning assessment of that as per my email of 16 June; and,
ii. We have added a proviso around post-condition surveys. | think it’s reasonable that, if we do not
dewater for more than 30 days, we should be considered a permitted activity and monitoring should not be
required (refer condition 18)
3. The updated response tracker

Appreciate your assistance with this. Thanks. Xenia
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From: Xenia Meier <xenia.meier@water.co.nz>

Sent: Wednesday, 25 June 2025 9:23 am

To: Thomas Trevilla <thomas.trevilla@slrconsulting.com>

Subject: RE: Section 92 Request - WAT60444605 Queen Street, Auckland Central 1010/PRR00042530

Good morning

The GSWMCP for WAT60444605 should be with you today or tomorrow.

| also now have all the documents for the Mayoral Drive alignment. This includes:

The AEE

Appendix B: General Arrangement Plans
Appendix C: Construction Methodology
Appendix D: Statutory Assessment
Appendix E: AUP Planning Maps
Appendix F: PSI/DSI

Appendix G: Noise and Vibration
Appendix H: Archaeological Assessment
Appendix I: Arboricultural Assessment
Appendix J: Dewatering Assessment
Appendix K: Flooding Assessment
Appendix L: ESCP

Under PRRO0042530, can you able to reach out to the relevant Queen Street reviewers and let them know to expect the
application this time next week? This application relates to a new pipeline from Greys Avenue carpark to Vincent Street as per the
snip below. If any of the reviewers are keen for a walkover, I'd be happy to facilitate. The consent triggers are -

Consent is required for the following land use activities (s9 RMA) under the provisions of the AUP:
Rule E25.4.1 (A2) Construction noise and vibration activities that do not comply with all the relevant permitted
activity standards (RD)
Rule E26.4.3.1 (A88) Works within the protected root zone not otherwise provided for (RD)

Consent is required for the following regional activities (s14 RMA) under the provisions of the AUP:

Rule E30.4.1 (A6) Discharges of contaminants into air, or into water, or onto or into land not meeting permitted
activity Standard E30.6.1.2 (C)
Rule E7.4.1 (A20) Take and use of groundwater for dewatering (RD)
Rule E7.4.1 (A28) Diversion of groundwater caused by any excavation (including trench) or tunnel that does not
meet the permitted activity standards (RD)

Consent is required under Regulation 5 (7) of the National Environmental Standard for assessing and managing

contaminants in soil to protect human health (NES-CS) for disturbing soil as a Restricted Discretionary activity. The overall
bundled activity status for these consents is Restricted Discretionary.

(<]

From: Thomas Trevilla <thomas.trevilla@slrconsulting.com>

Sent: Thursday, 19 June 2025 2:06 pm

To: Xenia Meier <xenia.meier@water.co.nz>

Subject: Section 92 Request - WAT60444605 Queen Street, Auckland Central 1010

Thanks Xenia, you too.

Nga mihi nui,

Thomas Trevilla


mailto:xenia.meier@water.co.nz
mailto:thomas.trevilla@slrconsulting.com
https://urldefense.com/v3/__http:/26.4.3.1__;!!JcuPmubLuqHOewrctw!E4-x0rhkp5XqIJ19Yy6Mr3YcjWQWcvKBGqJ6cZ57YpCnXz-zcZDJdrXqUgl7bF8IUaPZxhMxRWM0g1xfRbr7mz7lCzjsfaBwggX7iA$
https://urldefense.com/v3/__http:/30.6.1.2__;!!JcuPmubLuqHOewrctw!E4-x0rhkp5XqIJ19Yy6Mr3YcjWQWcvKBGqJ6cZ57YpCnXz-zcZDJdrXqUgl7bF8IUaPZxhMxRWM0g1xfRbr7mz7lCzjsfaDmd-HC0g$
mailto:thomas.trevilla@slrconsulting.com
mailto:xenia.meier@water.co.nz

Senior Project Consultant - Planning

O +64 9 303 0311
M +64 20 400 06702
E thomas.trevilla@slrconsulting.com

SLR Consulting New Zealand Limited
201 Victoria Street West, Auckland, New Zealand 1010

This e-mail is intended only for the addressee. Its use is limited to that intended by the author at the time and it is not to be distributed without the author's consent.
Unless otherwise stated, SLR accepts no liability for the contents of this e-mail except where subsequently confirmed in writing. The opinions expressed in this e-
mail are those of the author and do not necessarily represent the views of SLR. This e-mail may be subject to a claim of legal privilege.

SLR is committed to the responsible and ethical use of relevant technologies including artificial intelligence (Al). If you have any questions or concerns, please
contact us directly.

If you have received this e-mail in error, please notify the author and delete this message immediately.

From: Xenia Meier <xenia.meier@water.co.nz>

Sent: Thursday, 19 June 2025 12:37 pm

To: Thomas Trevilla <thomas.trevilla@slrconsulting.com>

Subject: RE: Section 92 Request - WAT60444605 Queen Street, Auckland Central 1010

Thanks Thomas. Short weeks are not all good! Happy Matariki.

From: Thomas Trevilla <thomas.trevill Irconsulting.com
Sent: Thursday, 19 June 2025 10:04 am

To: Xenia Meier <xenia.meier@water.co.nz>
Subject: RE: Section 92 Request - WAT60444605 Queen Street, Auckland Central 1010

Hi Xenia,

Sorry for the late reply — been a hectic week, I'll review and respond to this next week.
Nga mihi nui,

Thomas Trevilla

Senior Project Consultant - Planning

O +64 9 303 0311

M +64 20 400 06702

E ila@ )

SLR Consulting New Zealand Limited
201 Victoria Street West, Auckland, New Zealand 1010

This e-mail is intended only for the addressee. Its use is limited to that intended by the author at the time and it is not to be distributed without the author's consent.
Unless otherwise stated, SLR accepts no liability for the contents of this e-mail except where subsequently confirmed in writing. The opinions expressed in this e-
mail are those of the author and do not necessarily represent the views of SLR. This e-mail may be subject to a claim of legal privilege.

SLR is committed to the responsible and ethical use of relevant technologies including artificial intelligence (Al). If you have any questions or concerns, please
contact us directly.

If you have received this e-mail in error, please notify the author and delete this message immediately.

From: Xenia Meier <xenia.meier@water.co.nz>
Sent: Monday, 16 June 2025 8:58 am

To: Thomas Trevilla <thomas.trevilla@slrconsulting.com>
Subject: RE: Section 92 Request - WAT60444605 Queen Street, Auckland Central 1010
Morena Thomas

A couple of questions from me from a planning perspective.

1. Re. condition 5 — can we please update with a timeframe on this? We recently had a piling rig idle for 12 days while waiting
for Council certification even though it was clear that the proposed change was a reduction in scope.
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2. With respect to Watercare recently accepting conditions for another shaft. I’'m not sure why that is a valid from a planning
perspective? If a condition is subsequently considered not appropriate for a particular application, agreeing to it for a
previous application does not seem particularly relevant to me.

Would appreciate your thoughts.

BTW — we are currently finishing up the Mayoral Drive application and hoping to get it to you late June/early July. Thanks!

Bests. Xenia

From: Thomas Trevilla <thomas.trevilla@slrconsulting.com>

Sent: Friday, 13 June 2025 10:32 am

To: Xenia Meier <xenia.meier@water.co.nz>

Subject: FW: Section 92 Request - WAT60444605 Queen Street, Auckland Central 1010

Hi Xenia,
Please see response from Richard.

Nga mihi nui,

Thomas Trevilla
Senior Project Consultant - Planning

O +64 9 303 0311
M +64 20 400 06702

E thomas.trevilla@slrconsulting.com

SLR Consulting New Zealand Limited
201 Victoria Street West, Auckland, New Zealand 1010

This e-mail is intended only for the addressee. Its use is limited to that intended by the author at the time and it is not to be distributed without the author's consent.
Unless otherwise stated, SLR accepts no liability for the contents of this e-mail except where subsequently confirmed in writing. The opinions expressed in this e-
mail are those of the author and do not necessarily represent the views of SLR. This e-mail may be subject to a claim of legal privilege.

SLR is committed to the responsible and ethical use of relevant technologies including artificial intelligence (Al). If you have any questions or concerns, please
contact us directly.

If you have received this e-mail in error, please notify the author and delete this message immediately.
From: rsimonds@ftl.co.nz <rsimonds@ftl.co.nz>

Sent: Thursday, 12 June 2025 9:24 am
To: Thomas Trevilla <thomas.trevilla@slrconsulting.com>

Cc: 'Marija Jukic' <marija.jukic@aucklandcouncil.govt.nz>
Subject: RE: Section 92 Request - WAT60444605 Queen Street, Auckland Central 1010

Good Morning Thomas,

We have reviewed the responses to our s92 queries and consider that they are Partially Satisfactory and are accepted in principle
— however the updated draft GSMCP is required to fully satisfy our s92 response.

In relation to the conditions, by way of background, the set of draft conditions that we sent for the Applicant’s review were based
on the attached conditions, which were provided by the Applicant dated 27 February 2025 and were informed by the recent
r fter much deliberation hed Water Permit ( WAT6043717. nditions for the shaft in Alberon Reserve, Parnell.
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Our review comments on the proposed changes to the conditions are attached.
Please forward our comments to the Applicant for their consideration.

Once the conditions have been agreed, and the date of the draft GSMCP updated in Condition 1 - please request a full clean copy
of the agreed conditions as a word document

If you have any queries — please let me know

Kind Regards,
Richard Simonds — Principal Engineering Geologist

www.fraserthomas.co.nz
p 09 278 7078 - ext. 7857 — m 021 939259
Auckland: Level 1, 21 El Kobar Drive, East Tamaki, PO Box 204006, Highbrook, Auckland 2161, NZ

Christchurch | Hawkes Bay | Tauranga | Nelson | Blenheim

From: Thomas Trevilla <thomas.trevilla@slrconsulting.com>
Sent: Wednesday, 11 June 2025 1:04 pm

To: rsimonds@ftl.co.nz
Subject: FW: Section 92 Request - WAT60444605 Queen Street, Auckland Central 1010

Hi Richard,
Please see below and attached responses from WSL on the conditions and GSMCP comments.

They said that an updated GSMCP will aim to be provided tomorrow but if they can’t meet that then it can wait until you’re back
from leave.

Nga mihi nui,

Thomas Trevilla
Senior Project Consultant - Planning

O +64 9 303 0311
M +64 20 400 06702

E ila@ .

SLR Consulting New Zealand Limited
201 Victoria Street West, Auckland, New Zealand 1010

(2]

This e-mail is intended only for the addressee. Its use is limited to that intended by the author at the time and it is not to be distributed without the author's consent.
Unless otherwise stated, SLR accepts no liability for the contents of this e-mail except where subsequently confirmed in writing. The opinions expressed in this e-
mail are those of the author and do not necessarily represent the views of SLR. This e-mail may be subject to a claim of legal privilege.

SLR is committed to the responsible and ethical use of relevant technologies including artificial intelligence (Al). If you have any questions or concerns, please
contact us directly.

If you have received this e-mail in error, please notify the author and delete this message immediately.
From: Xenia Meijer <Xenia.Meier@water.co.nz>

Sent: Wednesday, 11 June 2025 11:31 am
To: Thomas Trevilla <thomas.trevilla@slrconsulting.com>
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Cc: Ireland, Emily <emily.ireland@wsp.com>
Subject: Section 92 Request - WAT60444605 Queen Street, Auckland Central 1010

Morena Thomas

See attached for our response to the comments raised by the Council’s groundwater and settlement reviewer on 20 May,
specifically:
1. Comments on proposed conditions (Tab 1). We have asked the reviewer to reconsider his position on a few of the
conditions:

a. to assist us with implementation; and,

b. to reflect the scale of the project. The conditions appear the same as the Point Erin Tunnel which is a 1.5km, 4.5
internal diameter tunnel, a 20m deep control chamber and 30m deep shaft and adit connection compared to this
project which is a 17m deep shaft that will be dewatered for <50 days

However, if the reviewer disagrees with our position(s), we are generally open to accepting the changes but it would be
helpful if we could understand the reasoning behind the disagreement.

2. Comments on draft GWS MCP (Tab 2).
We will make the changes requested; however, we note that this plan is a draft and the amendments requested may be

more appropriate during the final plan review process. We will aim to get the updated plan to you tomorrow; otherwise, it
can wait until Richard is back from leave.

Thanks. Xenia

Xenia Meier | Environmental Manager — Central Interceptor

Watercare Services Limited

Mobile: 021 574 585

Customer service line: +64 9 442 2222

Postal address: Private Bag 92 521, Victoria Street West, Auckland 1142, New Zealand
Website: www.watercare.co.nz

Email: xenia.meier@water.co.nz


mailto:emily.ireland@wsp.com
https://urldefense.com/v3/__http:/scanmail.trustwave.com/?c=2838&d=xIjV3TbrkrZ4wxs6IAp-BpqfGc-WNWmMSFbQoGA-dQ&u=http:*2f*2fwww.watercare.co.nz*2f__;JSUl!!JcuPmubLuqHOewrctw!DMqXTrRP8j6bG13CRMP8hp_AbOsRkpbS-tTIiaMx4JoujLPKKui5WO8zubGfxKeLj71p7WvhJZ2tuLSNg3O82ntfU4cj9p37WwpFZQ$
mailto:%20xenia.meier@water.co.nz

B
g

Council Response (20-05-25)

(10-06-25)

Fraser Thomas Response 12-06-25

Applicant's response (25-06-25)

1 |Added condition 7 Accept Accept
The design and construction of the dewatering and retention systems for the shaft must be
undertaken in accordance with the specifications contained in the reports referenced in Condition 1.
2 [Added condition 8 Accept Accept
The bulk excavation must not extent below...
3 |Changed condition 9 - Disagree. The Standard Council condition is Accept; however, have requested a planning view on requesting a
Groundwater and Settlement Monitoring and Contingency Plan (GSMCP) The original condition proposed by the Applicant (Condition 7 within the V3_27th Feb Condition comprehensive and appropriate and | change to a condition agreed on during a previous application
document) reflects the table of contents for the approved Part 3 GSMCP as well as the draft GSMCP | was recently accepted by Watercare for |process
Council has returned to the standard Council condition. provided for this P3-P6 project. Therefore, compliance with the Council's standard condition has Shaft 14 in Alberon Reserve.
already been confirmed. The Applicant appreciates that the wording proposed by Council is a (WAT60437176 - Condition 34)
standard condition but suggest the change proposed is easier to implement and is, therefore, an
improvement.
However, if the Council disagrees with the above, the Applicant will accept returning to the standard
condition.
4 [Condition 11 - Damage Avoidance Disagree. Agreed Noted and "land" has not been included in subsequent condition set
There i no clear definition of 'damage to land" and therefore adding the term ‘land' creates ambiguity
|Adding “land” to the condition under the heading “Damage Avoidance” a5 to what constitues damage . The objective of the GSMCP is to provide for monitoring and
mitigating damage to buildings and man-made structures such as kerbs and footpaths.
The term 'land' was not added to damage avoidance within Condition 53 of the Decision
(BUNG0422974) for the Part 3 Queen Street works. The applicant does not consider it justified to
include this term under this consent.
5 |Changed condition 12 Accept Accept
Deleting reference to RW1-RW4 in Schedule A.
6 |Changed condition 12 Accept Accept
Adding the notes under Schedule A
7 | Changed condition 14: Accept Accept
The changes “In the event of any Alarm Level being exceeded
at any ground deformation pin, building deformation pin or retaining wall deflection Monitoring
station the consent holder must
8 |Changed condition 15: Disagree. Not accepted. Pre-dewatering detailed | Accept; however, have requested a planning view on requesting a
The Applicant proposes to maintain the original condition, wherein external visual inspections of condition surveys are required of the | change to a condition agreed on during a previous application
Requirement for pre-dewatering building and structure condition survey prior to dewatering buildings fronts be undertaken prior to and then monthly from the commencement to completion of [ portion of the building at 345-361 process
commencing dewatering (Condition 13 within the V3_27th Feb Condition document). External visual inspections | Queen Street and the retaining wall as
are appropriate for this low level of isk and due to the minor infringement of permitted activity described in Schedule B. Futhermore a
standard E7.6.1.6 (Marmion Shaft wil be dewatered for approx 50 days; permitted standard allows  |similar condition was recently accepted
for 30 days). by Watercare for Shaft 14 in Alberon
Reserve. (WAT60437176 - Condtion
1)
9 [changed condition 17: Accept Accept
Changed location and some
10 | Changed condition 18: The Applicant proposes to maintain the original condition, wherein a detailed condition survey is Not accepted. Post-dewatering detailed | Have added that this condition applies to dewatering exceeding 30
provided 6-12 months after completion of the excavation, contingent upon the exceedance of alarm  [condition surveys are required of the |days.
Between six (6) and twelve (12) months after Completion of Dewatering, a detailed condition survey  [levels during dewatering. same portion of the building at 345-361
of all previously surveyed buildings, structures and stormwater pipes must be undertaken Queen Street and the retaining wall as
Requiring a detailed condition survey of all previously surveyed buildings, structures and stormwater | described in Schedule B. Futhermore a
pipes when settlement alarm levels have not been exceeded during the construction phase is ot [similar condition was recently accepted
considered commersurate with the level of effect. by Watercare for Shaft 14 in Alberon
Reserve. (WAT60437176 - Condition
Should the above proposal not be accepted by the Council, the Applicant suggests that a detailed [45)
condition survey should not be required if the dewatering period does not exceed 30 days, in
accordance with permitted activity standard £7.6.1.6.
11 | Changed condition 19: Accept Accept
Deleting “New Zealand Limited” after WSP in the additional survevs section
12 | Changes to conditions 20-22 Disagree with following Condition 20 (groundwater monitoring) addition: Not accepted. The same paragraph after | Accept
Schedule C was recently accepted by
The changes in “Groundwater Monitoring, "The monitoring frequency may be changed if approved by the Council. Any change must be Watercare for Shaft 14 in Alberon
“Ground Surface and Building Deformation Monitoring ..”, “Retaining Wall Monitoring” specified in the GSMCP. In addition, the three-month monitoring period post Completion of Reserve. (WAT60437176 -Condition 47)
Dewatering may be extended, by the Council, if measured groundwater levels are not consistent
with inferred seasonal trends or movement.”
The next part of the condition already states that the "consent holder must request termination of
groundwater level monitoring from Council.” Given the limited scale of dewatering, if groundwater
levels do not recover within the three month period, the likely cause would be another dewatering
project.
The Applicant would suggest a more appropriate amendment would be for the SQEP to review the 3-
month post-construction monitoring data to determine if continued monitoring is necessary.
However, the Applicant is prepared to accept the Council's proposed change if the Councilis not
comfortable with the above proposed approach.
13 |Additional comments Applicant proposes to delete the "Completion of Construction” definition. Accepted Accept
There is no CCC requirement for the works and this definition s generally not included in a Tunnels
and Underground Programme (‘TUP’) project.
Additional comments c of excavation m: of Bulk Excavation Accepted Accept




Council (19-05-25)

Applicant's r (10-06-25)

Table 5 in the draft GSMCP is not clear — Alert Level No. 1

and Alert Level No.2 are not given. Please provide a sketch of the standpipe piezometer showing
the proposed excavation level, the proposed Alert Levels No.s 1 and 2 in both m bgl and mRL and
updated Table 5 accordingly.

Groundwater monitoring is still underway.

Half year of groundwater level monitoring onsite is required before the start of project. In theory,
the lowest possible groundwater level could still occur within this period. Hence, these levels cannot
be confirmed yet. These will be confirmed at kick-off meeting with compliance officer before
breaking ground.

Applicant accepts Table 5 could be made clearer and will update the table. The applicant will also
add a diagram below Table 5 to assist with interpretation.

N

There are two ground settlement pins labelled G4 on the monitoring plan, please update the plan
with G3 and G4

Agree. Will be updated

w

In Section 5.5 of the draft GSMCP ( last paragraph)

we note that alert and alarm trigger levels are given for the “monitoring of services” however the
monitoring plan does not show any settlement monitoring markers. The total and differential
settlement between ground markers is given in Table 6. Please provide clarification.

To accommodate this, we will specify that total settlement will be confirmed with G1, G4, G5 and G6
markers. And two pairs of ground settlement markers will be monitored for assessing differential
settlement:

-G1-G4

-G5-G6

Applicant will also add a column with a pairing marker in the settlement trigger level table to
indicate how triggers for differential settlement will be confirmed.

IS

The approximate extent of the frontage of the building that are to have detailed condition surveys,
pre-and-post construction is to be shown on the monitoring plan.

This will be done, although it is specified as well in the text.

Applicant will add a polygon to the drawing to better identify.

5

The approximate extent of the public
services that are to have CCTV survey, pre-and-post construction is to be shown on the monitoring
plan

Applicant will include a 20 m buffer to indicate where services will be checked (may not be exactly
known)

Applicant will make terminology consistent throughout document

Applicant will amend Section 6.1 second bullet to read:

—The Contractor will increase the groundwater level, ground settlement and building deflection
monitoring frequency to daily at the location of exceedances. This monitoring frequency will
continue if a ground settlement or buildin g deflection trigger level has been exceeded. If no
exceedances occurred the frequency reverts back to weekly.
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