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APPENDIX 20

CENTRAL CITY REVITALISATION POST EARTHQUAKE PRECINCT MEETINGS
SLIDESHOW - MANCHESTER PRECINCT, 14 DECEMBER 2010
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APPENDIX 21

STATEMENT BY CHARTERED PROFESSIONAL ENGINEER IN RESPECT OF
BUILDING (“CPENG CERTIFICATION FORM”)
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Statement by Chartered Professional Engineer in respect of the building at:

(BUTIAING AQAIESS) . v eicieiieeitie ettt ee et ettt teeeete e e e eb b e sbeesta e e s beesbestbeebeeeeetssabesataabeetbesstsetsena s eareesseesbeereennsos

(BUSINESS NAMIE if GPPHCABIE) ..oveivevviiiviee s et er ettt e ettt e e e e s te e etarve s te s eneensaeeereseeres enteeenesebanesraesseresnresrees

L) et et e s abr e (name), am a Chartered Professional Engineer (No............. 2
with relevant experience in the structural design of buildings for earthquake actions.

I have been engaged to provide advice to the owner on the interim securing / strengthening of the above
building following the earthquake of 4 September 2010.

| am aware of all the measures taken to secure or strengthen the buiiding (the work) which were carried
out by (Name and contact address Of CONTIACLOT). ....oovuvavviieiieei ettt ettt s e enearieaeans

I have inspected the work on completion and am satisfied on reasonable grounds that:

a. Structural integrity and performance. Where the structural integrity and/or structural
performance of the building (or part of the building) was materially affected by the Darfield
earthquake or any aftershocks to date, interim securing measures have been taken to restore
the structural integrity and performance of the building to at least the condition that existed
prior to the earthquake of 4 September 2010.

b. Potentially dangerous features. Potentially dangerous features on the building such as
unreinforced masonry chimneys, parapets and walls have been removed or secured so that
their integrity and level of structural performance is consistent with that generally achieved in
other parts of the building, and so reduces the danger to people’s safety and of damage to
other property.

C. Threat from nearby buildings. (Delete one if not applicable)

° Protective measures installed on the subject buiiding are sufficient in nature and extent
to protect its occupants in the event of collapse of potentially dangerous features on
adjacent or nearby buildings.

° I have identified o/l potentially dangerous features such as unreinforced masonry
chimneys, parapets and walls on all adjacent or nearby buildings that have potentially
dangerous features which threaten the subject building or its occupants.

Buildings which | have identified in the above category are:

e | have advised the owner of the subject building that approval for resumption of
occupancy and use will be subject to Council approval to remove the red or yellow
safety notices from the buildings listed above.

Y74 =Y o U RPN Chartered Professional Engineer

Christchurch City Council Building Evaluation Team - Certification Commercial.doc - Version 1 dated 18 October 2010
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APPENDIX 22

CHRISTCHURCH CITY COUNCIL — RESUMPTION OF OCCUPANCY AND USE
OF EARTHQUAKE DAMAGED BUILDINGS
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APPENDIX 23

BUILDING ASSESSMENT — REQUEST FOR REMOVAL OF PLACARD/CHANGE
OF STATUS RED TO GREEN
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APPENDIX 24

BUILDING ASSESSMENT - REQUEST FOR PLACARD FROM YELLOW TO
GREEN
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