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1 Context

Neil Charters is representing the Taylors Mistake Association, and his brief is to provide geotechnical
advice to the association only for those baches that have been unscheduled.

Don Macfarlane is representing the Christchurch City Council, and his brief is to confirm the
geotechnical hazards that exist at the baches.

This conferencing considered only those baches at Boulder Bay and Taylors Mistake that are currently
not scheduled (i.e. those that are currently proposed to be removed).

2 Areas of Agreement

For ease of reading, this document will deal with each of the unscheduled baches in turn, moving from
the east (Boulder Bay) to the west (Taylors Mistake).

1 and 2 Boulder Bay

We agree that:

o Both baches are subject to essentially the same hazard.

o Although there is cracking in the ground at the head of the slope, the hazard at these
baches is dominated by rockfall

o RHMA2 is an appropriate zoning for both of these baches.

4 Boulder Bay

We agree that:

o This bach is located on the margins of the GNS cliff collapse model.

o The bach is subject to rockfall hazard, and may be treated as such for planning
purposes because the cliff to the rear of the structure is less than 10 m high and
appears in good condition.

o Consequently, RHMA2 is an appropriate zoning for this bach.

8 and 9 Boulder Bay

We agree that:

o Because the cliff behind them is in generally good condition, both baches are subject
to rockfall hazard rather than cliff collapse hazard.
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o The rockfall hazard at these baches could be mitigated.

o Site specific assessment is required to assess the hazard and mitigation works
required.

10 Boulder Bay

We agree that:

o The cliff collapse hazard at this bach is significantly greater than that at Boulder Bay 8
and 9.

o There is both recent (Canterbury Earthquake Sequence) and historic evidence of
rockfall from the cliff behind the bach.

o The cliff is made up of pyroclastic basalt with fractures defining overhangs and
potentially unstable blocks up to approximately 1.5 m3.

o While mitigation work may be possible, it is likely to be prohibitively expensive.

o The cliff collapse hazard zoning (CHMA2) is appropriate for this bach.

30 Taylors Mistake

We agree that:

o The rockfall hazard is sourced from the adjacent outcrop, and may be mitigated
relatively easily.

o RHMA2 is an appropriate zoning for this bach.

31 and 32 Taylors Mistake

We agree that:

o Both baches are subject to essentially the same hazard.

o Further detailed assessment is required to assess what mitigation work is needed to
allow continued occupancy of the baches.

o It is likely that relatively limited mitigation works will be required to enable future
occupancy of the baches.

o RHMA2 is an appropriate zoning for these two baches.

3 Areas of Disagreement

We did not record any areas of disagreement.


