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A. Introduction

Following the magnitude 7.1 earthquake that occurred just west of Christchurch on the 4"
September 2010 Lewis Bradford were engaged to carry out a visual inspection of
structural damage to The Press Heritage Building and an initial structural evaluation and
hazard assessment report dated September 2010 was completed.

At the request of our client Ganellan this report has been prepared to document the
extent of the damage to the structure and to include suggested repair works for the
structural damage.

The visual inspection work was carried out on during September and October 2010

B. Background

The Press Heritage Building has been located on the north east side of Cathedral Square
since 1906 and is a listed heritage building.

The building consists of four suspended concrete floors, with a concrete basement
carpark and a concrete roof. Typical floor beams are a combination of steel angles and
concrete with numerous iron or steel beams and cast iron columns. Thick brickwork walls
wrap the perimeter of the building to the north, east and across the centre with a
combination of reinforced concrete, brickwork and stonework frames to the south and
west walls. A large brick and stonework turret is located in the southwest corner
extending above roof level.

The original brick and stonework parapet extending above roof level was reduced in
height in the 1970’s, along with the installation of structural steel securing works, to the
south and west wall parapets. It is thought that this is the only strengthening work
undertaken to this building since it was built. No existing structural documentation has
been found following extensive searching by Ganellen.

C. Investigations Carried Out

The initial visual inspections and photographic work were undertaken by Geof Wilson of
Lewis Bradford and Associates on the 10" and 14™ September 2010. A further visual
inspection following localised removal of claddings to specific areas of structure was
completed by the undersigned, along with Michael Doig and Nick Jennings of Ganellen
on the morning of the 14" September 2010.

A further inspection to view damage to the upper level brick walls was completed on the
17" September 2010 by the undersigned, Craig Lewis, Nick Jennings and Michael Doig.
Further photographic work was completed on 12 October 2010 by the undersigned and
Geof Wilson.

A full survey and photographic inspection of the perimeter stonework was completed by

EPR Construction in early October 2010 which has been used in this report and forms
the basis for the repair works to the perimeter stonework elements.

' 110117 October 2010
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D. Nature of Structural Damage
Refer to Appendix A for floor plans and photograph layout.
Refer to Appendix B for repair schedule for structural damage only.

Refer to Appendix C for detailed description of visible damage to the various areas at the
various levels. Refer to Appendix B for repair schedule.

Refer to Appendix D for the photographs which correlate with the Appendix C notes and
Appendix B repair schedule.

Refer to Appendix E for the full perimeter stonework survey undertaken by EPR
Construction.

Refer to Baker Kavanagh Architects dilapidation report dated September 2010 for
damage to non-structural elements.

Every effort has been made to view as much of the structural elements up the height of
the building as possible. However given the presence of partitions, linings and a large
number of sensitive areas, not all areas were accessible for this review.

As can be seen from the detailed description of damage and the photographs in the
Appendices, significant damage has occurred to the upper level brick walls to the north
and east and to the stonework to the south and west perimeter frames. This is due to the
primary direction of the magnitude 7.1 earthquake being north-south with the stiff eastern
walls taking a large portion of the seismic loads and the resulting twist on the building
racking the north wall and the perimeter frames.

Numerous cracks were also noted to other areas of the building specifically in the ground
floor to the south and the eastern brick wall at basement level. Due to the age and
condition of the building a number of these cracks appear to be existing ones that have
opened up following the earthquake and now require repair.

E. Repair Recommendations

Repair work required to return the damaged areas to a similar, acceptable, standard in
line with before the earthquake will be significant and disruptive for the occupants.
Ideally with the existing tenants moving into a new building in the near future the repair
work may be able to take place when the building is empty.

The repair schedule is detailed in Appendix B and includes recommendations for repairs
to stonework, brickwork and concrete elements. It is assumed that the superficial
elements such as plasterboard linings, timber framed elements, paintwork and the like
are repaired, restopped and repainted as per the architect's recommendations.

: 110117 October 2010
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F. Conclusion

Generally the Press Heritage Building has performed surprisingly well in this earthquake
considering the large floor plates, heavy construction and the age and condition of the
structure. However considerable damage has occurred throughout the building which
varies in type and severity up the building height.

Significant areas of damage are primarily superficial such as cracking to gib linings,
paintwork and windows/partitions. This superficial damage is non-structural but will
require repair work by skilled tradesman. It is understood that a full and thorough
dilapidation report has been prepared by Baker Kavanagh Architects which records the
earthquake damage in detail and this report shall be read in conjunction with the
architectural dilapidation report.

Structural damage appears to have occurred throughout the building with significant
damage occurring in three main areas: the northwest brick wall at Level 3, the northeast
brick wall at Level 3 and the stonework (and minor brickwork areas) to the south and
west perimeter frames. These areas require detailed specific repair work as noted in the
Appendices. Further damage to various other areas of the structure and repair methods
are noted in the Appendices.

Limitation

It is important to note that this report is based on visual walkover inspections and no
detailed assessment work has been completed. It is possible that there are unobserved
issues that may require further remedial work, such issues should be brought to the
attention of the undersigned as soon as possible.

Should you require anything further please contact the undersigned
Kind regards,

Ashley Wilson
ASSOCIATE
110117 Structural Damage Report Oct 2010.doc
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APPENDIX A

Floor Plans and Photograph Layout
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APPENDIX B

Repair Schedule
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The Press Heritage Building — Repair Schedule

This appendix details the repair work required to the existing structural elements that
have been damaged by the 4/9/10 earthquake (and subsequent aftershocks). The repair
schedule describes the work required to return the damaged areas to a similar,
acceptable, standard in line with before the earthquake. Note this schedule includes
damage to structural brickwork, stonework and insitu concrete work only. Refer to
architect for damage to superficial non-structural elements.

Due to the heritage status of the building the repair works described in this report shall be
carefully co-ordinated with the New Zealand Historic Places Trust to ensure the heritage
status of the building is maintained.

Repair Work

Repair N
No repair work necessary

Repair A
Superficial repair work required, non-structural elements.

Brickwork Elements

Repair B1

Significant cracking to existing structural brickwork wall. Carefully prop adjacent floor,
remove damaged full length of brickwork wall, clean off all loose mortar and scabble
existing concrete surfaces. Replace wall with new solid brickwork wall. Wall thickness to
match existing brickwork and to be constructed by experienced bricklayer.

Repair B2

Horizontal cracking to existing brick column elements and vertical cracking to mortar at
each side adjacent to windows. Prop roof beam each side of column, remove top course
of brickwork, remortar and replace brick course by experienced bricklayer. Repair
cracked mortar each side by removing cracked mortar and replacing.

Repair B3

Cracking to existing brickwall element. Carefully clean out crack surface and remove all
loose debris. Locally rake out existing mortar either side of crack for full brick width into
wall on both sides of wall. Remove all loose bricks. Remortar all exposed joints and
replace loose bricks. Point all new mortar surfaces to both sides of wall. All brickwork and
repairwork to be completed by experienced bricklayer.

Repair B4

Minor cracking to existing brickwork element. Carefully rake out existing mortar joints
along crack, blow out all debris and replace mortar. Point all new mortar surfaces. All
brickwork and repairwork to be completed by an experienced bricklayer.

Repair BS
Minor cracking to plasterwork and existing brickwork. Carefully remove paint and
plasterwork locally and rake out existing mortar joints around crack.

110117 October 2010
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Remove all debris and replace mortar to brickwork. Point all new mortar joints, tool and
leave flush. Replace plasterwork and repaint. All brickwork and repairs to brickwork to be
completed by an experienced bricklayer.

Stonework Elements

Repair S$1

Cracking through existing stone block element. Carefully remove paintwork, existing
mortar and existing cracked stone block. Remortar joints with selected mortar to match
stone and existing mortar, install new stone block, repoint mortar and repaint. All
stonework repairs to be by an experienced stonemason.

Repair S2

Cracking to existing mortar joints in stonework. Remove all loose mortar and paintwork.
Remortar joint, point the mortar and repaint to match existing. All stonework repairs to be
by an experienced stonemason.

(Note if removal of paintwork and mortar exposes previously undiscovered cracks in
stonework block and/or extremely weak/weathered stonework then use repair S1 noted
above to replace stonework).

Concretework Elements

Repair C1

Significant cracking to existing concrete element. Carefully clean out existing crack and
remove loose debris. Epoxy inject crack in strict accordance with Sika (or similar
approved) specification and details. All epoxy grouting to be by approved contractors
only. Repaint to match existing if required.

Repair C2

Significant cracking to existing concrete element and local spalling of concrete. Carefully
break out all loose concrete. Abrasive clean existing steel reinforcing and coat with Sika
Monotop Primer (or similar approved) for corrosion protection. Epoxy inject the crack in
strict accordance with Sika (or similar approved) specification and details. After epoxy
injection is complete repair all spalled areas of concrete using Sika Monotop Structural
Mortar (or similar approved) in strict accordance with manufacturer's details.

Repair C3
Hairline cracking to existing concrete element. Carefully clean out and epoxy inject as per
type C1 repair.

Repair C4

Spalling of existing concrete from structural concrete element. Carefully remove all
existing loose concrete. Apply Sika Monotop Primer bond coat and Sika Monotop
Structural Mortar (or similar approved) in strict accordance with manufacturer's details.

Roof Slab and Parapet Tanking Membrane

Repair T1

Cracking to existing tanking membrane and paintwork. Carefully remove all cracked and
loose paintwork and membrane back to solid material. Apply new tanking membrane
patch repair in strict accordance with manufacturer’s details. Repaint to match existing.

110117 October 2010
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APPENDIX C

Damage Register
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[X.Y.Z] references photos attached to Appendix D where “X" references the building number, “Y"
refers to the floor level and “X" refers to the photo humber.

[7.1.8] would refer to the 8th photo on the First Floor of Building 7.

[X.Y.Z similar] references a photo of damage very similar to the item mentioned

(Repair X) references the repair schedule in Appendix B

Building 1
Exterior
Western & Southern Elevations

Inspection of the window jambs and window column elements to the western and
southern elevations was carried out by looking out the windows from the interior. Cracks
were discovered at the base of jambs/columns and at the cills in numerous locations.
These start at First floor and continue up to Third floor becoming more frequent and/or
severe as you go up the building. Refer Key Plans for observed crack locations. Refer
also to Appendix E for a full survey description, coverage of observed damage to western
& southern elevations and repair methods.

Eastern Elevation

Vertical cracking/separation of eastern brick wall from adjacent building in south-eastern
corner of lightwell [1.E.1 & 1.E.2] (Repair N)

Vertical cracking/separation of brick wall from adjacent building in north-eastern corner of
lightwell [1.E.3 & 1.E.4] (Repair N)

Cracking to concrete lintel beam above Third Floor in south-western corner of lightwell
[1.E.5] (Repair C1)

Cracking to western brick wall in lightwell at Third Floor [1.E.6] (Repair B3)

Cracking to Third Floor concrete lintel beam to western wall of lightwell [1.E.7]

(Repair C1)

Two diagonal cracks to Third Floor concrete lintel beam to western wall of lightwell [1.E.8
& 1.E.9] (Repair C2)

Cracking to Third Floor concrete lintel beam above wall to western wall of lightwell
[1.E.10] (Repair C3)

Cracking to concrete lintel beam above Third Floor to western wall of lightwell [1.E.11]
{Repair C1)

Cracking to Third Floor concrete lintel beam above wall to western wall of lightwell
[1.E.12] (Repair C3)

Existing cracking to concrete lintel beam at roof level to western wall of lightwell has
opened up [1.E.13] (Repair C1)

Cracking to Second Floor concrete lintel beam to western wall of lightwell [1.E.14]
(Repair C3)

Hairline cracking to northern brick wall of lightwell adjacent to vertical pipes [1.E.15 &
1.E.16] (Repair B4)

Cracking to north-eastern brick wall [1.E.17 & 1.E.18] (Repair B1)

Cracking to north-eastern brick wall [1.E.19] (Repair B1)

Cracking to north-eastern brick wall [1.E.20] (Repair B1)

Cracking to north-eastern brick wall [1.E.21] (Repair B1)

Cracking to north-eastern brick wall [1.E.22] (Repair B1)

Cracking to north-eastern brick wall (upside down “V") [1.E.23 & 1.E.24} (Repair B1)
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Northern Elevation

Horizontal cracking to top brickwork course under concrete lintel beam in eastern corner
[1.E.25] (Repair B2)

Vertical separation of brick and mortar in eastern corner [1.E.26] (Repair B2)
Horizontal cracking to top brickwork course under concrete lintel beam to two eastern
most window jambs/columns [1.E.27 & 1.E.28] (Repair B2)

Vertical separation of brick and mortar to western side of window jamb/column [1.E.29]
(Repair B2)

Minor hairline cracking to top brickwork course to three western square brick window
jambs/columns [1.E.30 typical] (Repair B4)

Major structural damage to north-western brick corner (refer also T25) [1.E.31]
(Repair B1)

Basement Level

B1

B6

B7

B10

B11

Historic cracking to western side of northern concrete wall — appears to have
widened/lengthened with earthquake [1.B.1] (Repair C2)

Historic cracking to north-western concrete floor in bike storage area no movement
observed [1.B.2] (Repair N)

Historic cracking to southern concrete wall at ceiling level — appears to have
widened/lengthened with earthquake [1.B.3, 1.B.4 & 1.B.5] (Repair C2)

Cracking to concrete door lintel in eastern storage area [1.B.6] (Repair C1)
Hairline cracking to tops of two northern most brick columns on eastern wall in eastern
storage area [1.B.7 & 1.B.8] (Repair B4)

Vertical historic crack in eastern wall of eastern storage area appears to have
widened/lengthened with earthquake [1.B.9] (Repair C1)

Historic cracking to southern brick wall — appears to have widened/lengthened with
earthquake (observed from B1) [1.B.10] (Repair B3)

Numerous cracks to basement floor were observed but no movement was noted.

Haitline cracking to western end of northern concrete wall at concrete ceiling level
[1.B.11] (Repair C3)

Hairline cracking in northern concrete beam in eastern end of northern wall [1.B.12]
(Repair C3)

Historic cracking to existing ceiling to southern side of central wall which appears to have
widened/lengthened with earthquake [1.B.13] (Repair C2)

Historic cracking at north-eastern corner at concrete wall and ceiling interface appears to
have widened/lengthened with earthquake [1.B. 14, 1.B.15, 1.B.16 & 1.B.17] (Repair C3)
Historic cracking at eastern end of southern concrete wall and ceiling interface appears to
have widened/lengthened with earthquake [1.B.18] (Repalr C3)

Historic cracking at western end of southern concrete wall and ceiling interface appears
to have widened/lengthened with earthquake [1.B.19 & 1.B.20] (Repair C2)

Historic cracking at southern end of western concrete wall and ceiling interface appears
to have widened/lengthened with earthquake [1.B.21, 1.B.22, 1.B.23 & 1.B.24]

{Repair C2)

Historic crack in ground floor concrete slab over in south-western corner appears to have
widened/lengthened with earthquake [1.B.25 & 1.B.26] (Repair C2)

Historic vertical cracking in two locations to eastern concrete wall and brick column
appears to have widened/lengthened with earthquake [1.B.27 to 1.B.33] (Repair C1/B4)

Vertical crack in eastern concrete wall [1.B.34 & 1.B.35] (Repair C1)
Historic cracking at southern concrete wall and ceiling interface appears to have
widened/lengthened with earthquake [1.B.36 & 1.B.37] (Repair C2)
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Ground Floor Level

G8

G9

G20

Historic cracking to concrete ceiling — appears to have widened/lengthened with
earthquake [1.G.1] (Repair C2)

Note: water/moisture was noted in mezzanine area (bathrooms F5 & F6 are above)
Historic cracking to concrete ceiling appears to have widened/lengthened with
earthquake — similar in extent to basement photos [1.B.25 & 1.B.26 similar] (Repair C2)

concrete spalling to concrete eastern door jamb/column — may be historic [1.G.2]
(Repair C4)

First Floor Level

F3

F5

F6

F7

F12
F14

F20

Venrtical crack in southern wall at junction between concrete and timber framed walls
[1.1.10] (Repalir A)

Cracking to plaster on brick in north-eastern corner [1.1.11] (Repair B5)

Crack in north-eastern corner of lobby [1.1.1] (Repair A)

Cracks in north-eastern & south-eastern brick wall corners of lobby [1.1.2 & 1.1.3]
(Repair B5)

Crack in south-eastern brick wall of furthermost toilet [1.1.4] (Repair B5)

Full height vertical crack in northern wall at junction between concrete and timber framed
walls [1.1.5] (Repair A)

Horizontal crack to linings over door lintel through to F13 [1.1.6] (Repair A)
Vertical cracked/swollen linings to northern window column element [1.1.7] (Repair A)

Vertical crack in eastern end of southern brick wall in linings only [1.1.8 & 1.1.9]
(Repair A)

Second Floor Level

§3

S6
s7
S9

S11

812

§13

§18

Vertical crack central in southern brick wall at junction between concrete and timber
framed walls[1.2.1 & 1.2.2] (Repair A)

Vertical crack to plaster over brick lintel above door [1.2.3] (Repair B5)

Vertical crack to plaster over brick lintel above window [1.2.4] (Repair B5)

Vertical crack to western side of central timber window jamb [1.2.5] (Repair A)

Vertical cracks to both timber window jambs [1.2.6] (Repair A)

Portion of wall lining removed for further structural investigation. No structural damage
observed to brickwork. Refer Appendix E for stonework damage. [1.2.7] (Repair A)
Vertical crack to western side of western timber window jamb [1.2.8] (Repair A)
Vertical crack to two timber window jambs on southern wall [1.2.9 & 1.2.10] (Repair A)
Portion of wall lining removed for further structural investigation. No structural damage

observed to brickwork. Refer Appendix E for stonework damage. [1.2.11] (Repair A)

Ceiling tiles removed to examine concrete ceiling/wall interface on northern end — no
apparent damage or cracking {1.2.13 & 1.2.14] (Repair N)
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Cracked linings to brick wall lintel above door through to $20 [1.2.12] (Repair A)

Building Maintenance Co-ordinator George Pipe to remove lining to portion of eastern
wall and advise as to whether cracking in brick is evident. (refer also to Exterior notes in
north-eastern corner of building)

Cracking of paintwork/wallpaper and hairline cracking to plaster over brick wall at ceiling
level of eastern wall [1.2.15 & 1.2.16] (Repair B5)

Vertical cracking at timber framed wall in north-eastern & south-eastern corners [1.2.15 &
1.2.16] (Repair A)

Third Floor Plan

T3
T9

T10

T11

T14
T24

T25

T29

Cracked linings to southern wall [1.3.1] (Repair A)

Portion of wall lining removed for further structural investigation. No structural damage
observed to brickwork. Refer Appendix E for stonework damage [1.3.2] (Repalir A)

Portion of wall lining removed for further structural investigation. No structural damage
observed to brickwork. Refer Appendix E for stonework damage [1.3.3] (Repair A)

Portion of wall lining removed for further structural investigation. Cracking observed to
upper section of wall. [1.3.4 & 1.3.5] (Repair B3)

Cracking to linings over brick wall at door lintel location through to T16 [1.3.6] (Repair A)

Major structural damage to northern brick wall with temporary securing steelwork in place
[1.3.7, 1.3.8 & 1.3.9] (Repair B1)

Major structural damage to north-western brick corner (refer alse T24) [1.3.10]
(Repair B1) .
Cracking to concrete roof slab in south-western corner [1.3.11] (Repair C3)

Vertical crack to timber window jamb and linings in north-eastern corner [1.3.12]
(Repair A)

Stair 1 (main stair from main entrance to building)

First floor cracking in linings to northern side (refer also F12) [1.81.1] (Repair A)
Second floor cracking in linings to northern side (refer also $19) [1.51.2 & 1.51.3]
(Repair A)

Third floor cracking to western door jamb to plaster linings over northern brick wall
[1.81.4 & 1.51.5] (Repair B5)

Third floor cracking in plasterwork over brick wall to northern side (refer also T14)
[1.81.6 & 1.51.7] (Repair B5)

General cracking to linings in timber framed wall at eastern end of stair

General cracking to linings in timber framed wall to southern side between Second &
Third floors.

No other apparent damage elsewhere
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Stair 2 (secondary stair)

Roof

R2/R7

R6

Cracking in brick or concrete wall corners on the north-western and south-western sides
from roof level tapering off with damage terminating at First floor.

South-western corner photos from top to bottom [1.52.1 to 1.52.8] (Repair A)
North-western corner photos from top to bottom [1.52.9 to 1.52.17] (Repair A)

No other apparent damage elsewhere to stairs or internal corners of stairwell

Membrane cracking at base of parapet [1.R.1] (Repair T1)

Hairline cracking to membrane at top of parapet [1.R.2] (Repair T1)

Cracking to brick linte! [1.R.3] (Repair B3)

Hairline cracking to stonework capping to turret [1.R.4] (Repair $2)

Membrane cracking to parapet [1.R.5] (Repair T1)

Vertical membrane cracking to parapet [1.R.6] (Repair T1)

Moss evident in cracking to top of PFC [1.R.7]

(Repair T1 — though not caused by earthquake)

Membrane cracking to parapet [1.R.8] (Repair T1)

Membrane cracking to parapet [1.R.9] (Repair T1)

Membrane cracking to parapet [1.R.10] (Repair T1)

Membrane cracking to parapet [1.R.11] (Repair T1)

Cracking to membrane over roof slab [1.R.12] (Repair T1)

Cracking to brickwork parapet and membrane [1.R.13] (Repair T1 & B3)
Cracking to parapet brickwork [1.R.14] (Repair B3)

Brickwork condition [1.R.15] (Repair N)

Horizontal cracking to joint in tanking membrane [1.R.16 & 1.R.17] (Repair T1)
Membrane cracking to parapet [1.R.18] (Repair T1)

Existing membrane cracking [1.R.19 & 1.R.20}

(Repair T1 — though not caused by earthquake)

Membrane cracking to parapet [1.R.21] (Repair T1)

Cracking to brickwork parapet and membrane [1.R.22] (Repair T1 & B3)
Cracking to brickwork parapet and membrane [1.R.23] (Repair T1 & B3)
Horizontal cracking to joint in tanking membrane approximately 10m long [1.R.24]
{Repair T1)

Membrane cracking to parapet [1.R.25] (Repair T1)

Membrane and wall cracking around corner steelwork [1.R.26 & 1.R.27]
(Repair T1 & B3)

Membrane cracking to parapet [1.R.28] (Repair T1)

Horizontal and vertical membrane cracking to parapet [1.R.29 & 1.R.30] (Repair T1)
Cracking to stonework/brickwork parapet and membrane [1.R.31] (Repair T1 & B3 & S2)
Vertical cracking to membrane at junction with R8 [1.R.32] (Repair T1)
Membrane cracking to parapet [1.R.33] (Repair T1)

Cracking above steelwork [1.R.34] (Repair T1)

Extensive cracking to capping stones [1.R.35, 1.R.36, 1.R.37, 1.R.38 & 1.R.39]
(Repair S1 & S2)

Emergency remedial steelwork to support parapet [1.R.40]

Plasterwork damaged [1.R.41 & 1.R.42] (Repair A)
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APPENDIX D

Photographs
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APPENDIX E

South and West Wall Stonework Survey

110117
The Historic Press Building Structural Damage Report
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The Press Heritage Building —
South and West Wall Stonework Survey

This appendix includes the full photographic survey and review of the existing stonework
to the south and west walls, The work was undertaken by EPR Construction during early
October 2010.

Included in this Appendix are the full photographic records, elevations showing
photograph locations and the notes taken during the survey.

The repair work required for the damage to the stonework is typically (Repair S2).
However due to cracks through existing stone blocks (Repair S1) is required in a number
of locations which are marked up on the photographs. Refer to Appendix B for repair
schedule.

Should any further cracking be discovered during the course of repairs please notify the
undersigned to allow inspection. Also allow to coordinate with the architect and New
Zealand Historic Places Trust as required.

110117 October 2010
The Historic Press Building Structural Damage Report Page: 11
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MATERIAL TESTING BRIEF

To: Michael Doig

Company:  Goanellen

Project No: 105849

From: Alistair Boys

Date: 22 December 2010 Pages 4
Subiject: Press Building

32 Cathedral Square, Christchurch

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

"The project involves the seismic strengthening of the Press Building at 32
Cathedral Square, Christchurch.

Holmes Consulting Group will be performing a nonlinear time histoty analysis to
establish the current seismic performance of the proposed building modifications
This will also be used to determine the required strengthening to satisfy current
statutory requirements.

SCOPE OF WORK

To build the computer model that will be used for the analysis, the composition
and shear strength of the existing unreinforced masonry walls and the thickness,
strength and reinforcing of the in-situ floor slabs are requited. These shall be
established via testing with the prefetred locations illustrated on the attached floor
plans. Alternative locations along each wall line or floor level may be may be used
in otdet to minimise the impact of the tests.

The following investigations and testing are to be conducted:
FLOOR SLAB INVESTIGATION

Investigation of the in-situ concrete floot slab shall include a
Ferroscan in at least three locations at each level to determine the
typical spacing of the reinforcing bars. Significant variation (greater
than 100mm) of reinforcing spacing will require an additional three
tests minimum.

A minimum of three core samples shall be taken at reinforcing
locations to determine the reinforcing bar diameter.

SYIINIONIT 1IAI1D ONY IVINLONYLS

Christchurch

Telephone

64 3 366 3366

Facsimile

64 3 379 2169

Internet

www holmesgroup.com

Level 5

123 Victoria Street

PO Box 25355

Christchurch 8144

New Zealand

Offices in

Auckland

Hamilton

Wellington

Queenstown

San Francisco
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BASEMENT PLAN
Ferroscan and Core Sample 'Cavity Core Sample *Masonry Shear Test
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REPORT

Press Building

Preliminary Seismic Assessment Report
PREPARED FOR

Ganellen

22 December 2010

Executive Summary

The Press Building is a 100 year old category 1 heritage structure that has
undergone minor remedial works in the 1970’s. These included the removal of the
upper portion and bracing of the retained parapets, and steel bracing of the towet
in the south-west cotnet.

Introduction

Holmes Consulting Group have been engaged by Ganellen to undettake a seismic
assessment of, and provide a retrofit solution for the Press Building located at 32
Cathedral Square Christchurch.

Scope of Work

The scope of work for this preliminary report included the following:

1. Review existing documentation of the Building held by the
Christchurch City Council.

2. Walkdown the building to familiarise our engineers with the
structutes, visually assess their condition, observe important structural

and seismic characteristics, and note obvious deficiencies.

3. Assess the likely seismic performance of the buildings, based on Non-
linear Time History Analysis modelling of the structure.

4. Brief material testing consultant on non-destructive in-situ testing on
the existing masonry walls and concrete walls, beams and floots.

5. Provide conceptual plans of recommended seismic strengthening,

6. Report on our findings and recommendations.

SYIINITONIT TI1AI1D ANV TVINLDONALS

Auckland

Telephone

+64 9 965 4789

Facsimile

+64 9 965 4780

Internet

www.holmesgroup com

level 1

39 Market Place

PO Box 90745

Viaduct Basin

Auckland

New Zealand

Offices in

Hamilton

Wellington

Christchurch

Queenstown

San Francisco
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Limitations

Findings presented as a patt of this project are for the sole use of the clent in its
evaluation of the subject properties. The findings are not intended for use by
other parties, and may not contain sufficient information for the purposes of other
patties or other uses. Our professional services are performed using a degree of
cate and skill normally exercised, under similar circumstances, by reputable
consultants practicing in this field at this time. No other warranty, expressed or
implied, is made as to the professional advice presented in this report.

Building Description

The Press Building consists of four levels above a partially submerged basement.
The floors are constructed of in-situ conctete with unknown quantities of steel
reinforcing. The floots are suppotted internally on secondary concrete ‘arch’
beams, spanning between ptimary stecl beams which are supported by cast iron
columns. The floors have perimeter beams which appear to tie the floor diaphragm
to the vertical suppott structure of the perimeter walls.

The Notth and East walls are constructed of unteinforced masonry (URM) which
reduces in thickness up the height of the structure. The fagade walls on the West
and South faces of the building are a mixture of URM and stonework.

The southeast corner of the building has a partially protruding tower that rises
approximately 8m above the adjacent roof parapet. The parapet and tower toof
have undergone previous strengthening during the 1970’s.

The Lateral load resisting system is provided ptimarily by the cast, north and
central east-west masonty/concrete walls. The fagade walls on the west and south
faces of the structure do not contribute significantly to the lateral resistance but
have a moderate level of ductility during seismic events.

Building Performance

Out evaluation of the building has been based on existing drawings, the seismic
actions developed in accordance with NZS7170.5:2004 Structural Design Actions,

and the Initial Evaluation Procedure in accordance with the “Assessment and
Improvement of the Structural Performance of Buildings in Farthquakes”,
NZSEE (2006). This document limits the allowable strength of masonty to a lower
bound value that may be incteased with material testing, which is likely to improve
the assessed performance of the building.

The petrformance of the proposed reinstatement of the original configuration has
significant implications for the retrofit of the northern masonry wall. As can be see
from the left figure below illustrating the northern wall, the panels between the
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PAGE 3

windows from the ground floor to the second floor sustain significant damage
(shown in red) at an earthquake level cotresponding to 33% of current National
Building Standard (NBS). The right figure below illustrates the damage sustained
by the north wall in the current configuration at an earthquake corresponding to
50% of current NBS.

Associated with the damage to the northern wall under the proposed configuration
is an increase in damage to the remainder of the structure. However if the integrity
of the wall is maintained via an approptiate retrofit solution the performance of
the Press Building in the cutrent configuration is such that collapse is unlikely
during a seismic event cortesponding to 50% current NBS.
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Remedial strengthening of the north wall will be necessary and ate also likely to be
required in other locations in order to bring the building up to the target strength
of 67% NBS. These will be mote readily identified when the actual material
strengths are known and will depend on the redistribution of loads associated with
the integrated remedial solution. A summary of the required and likely proposed
remedial details is provided in the following section.



BUI.CAT032.0010.327

Remedial Strengthening Solutions



uoBulnsunsawdH

dn~

BUI.CAT032.0010.328

MEMORANDUM

To: Michael Doig

Company:  Ganellen

From: John Hare

Project No  mkig Date: 4 November 2010
Subject: Press Co Building - Soem Notes on Non-linear analysis

Hi Michael

The following notes are a very quick summary, although by no means
comprehensive. I would of course be happy to go through this again with any of
your other people, and you can also reference our website, www.holmesgroup.com
for some further information and case studies.

I have tried to give here a view of both conventional and non-linear approaches as
SSRGS B MRS

we discussed but this may or may not cover all of it. But I am available to answer
questions if you need me to do so.

Please note in particular that this process is specifically developed for analysis of
existing structures, ETABS and other linear packages are for design of new
structures, where we can make the building conform to the mode of behaviour we
want — not the other way around. This is the basis of advanced analysis in seismic
zones, and conforms to best practice in particular in the US and NZ.

Addressing the complexity issue, a standard truism in analysis and codes is that the
rewards come to those who apply greater time. In other words, the quicker
methods will always offet a more conservative solution. This is not a matter of
safety. In the evaluation of an existing structure, a greater understanding will give a
better ability to predict petformance.

TRADITIONAL APPROACH

"The traditional approach to the evaluation and strengthening of existing buildings
for earthquake loads has been to calculate the strength of the building, check this
strength against code requitements and, if the strength is less than code, add a new
structural system.

This method does not fully use the strength of the existing structure and so the
strengthening may be more expensive and intrusive than is necessary. Also, it does
not consider appropriate risk levels and the strengthening may not be compatible
with the existing structure.

SYFIINIONIT TIAID ANY TVINLDONYLS

Christchurch

Telephone
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Internet

www holmesgroup.com

Level 5

123 Victoria Street

PO Box 25355

Christchurch 8144

New Zealand
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HCG PROCEDURE

The HCG Nonlineat Dynamic Procedure (NDP) overcomes these drawbacks.
The procedure models the existing structure accurately, evaluates the strength of
the structure using actual earthquake records and adds strengthening clements to
the model of the existing structure.

The NDP process that we use is more correctly termed a “three dimensional non-
linear time history analysis”. We assemble a detailed computer model with input
matetial properties and strengths that closely match the existing building. This
model is then subjected to actual earthquake records that have been scaled to a
level that reflects the likely form of shaking at this site. As structural elements are
loaded, the model adjusts their stiffness accordingly, allowing load to redistribute.
As elements yield or even fail, the model can take this into account. This is the
non-linear aspect of the model.

A non-linear model is 2 much morte realistic representation of a building’s
petformance than conventional lincar analysis. Linear analysis simply assigns a
single stiffness to elements but then allocates load as if they have infinite strength,
following which the engineer must determine from the output if the eclement fails.
It cannot addtess the consequence of failure and nor can it reassign load easily to
members with reserve capacity. This usually results in an underestimate of the
building capacity, and/or a greater requirement for strengthening than non-linear
analysis.

The non-linear model is also much more useful for testing strengthening
alternatives as it allows the development of sympathetic solutions, by trial.

The only real downside of the non-linear analysis is the additional modelling and
analysis time, however this time repays itself many times over in reduced intrusion
and reduced cost of strengthening. The capability to perform this analysis is
unique in Chtistchurch to Holmes Consulting Group.
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Computer doael of By’ d ng — llarthern Elevatar

Compuier Madel af Build'ng — Sauth
Western Elevation

The figures above are extracted from the model of the Engineering extensions at
the Arts Centre. As can be seen, the model is a realistic version of the buildings,
and must include all elements that can contribute to the behaviout of the building.
The modelling of materials may begin with representative values based on historic
data, and may be built up as hot-spots are determined and material testing is
completed, leading to increased accutacy.

WHAT THE HCG PROCEDURE ACHIEVES

This procedure provides a complete picture of the response of the building and
clearly identifies any deficiencies in the structural system. By using earthquakes of
increasing magnitude, the extent of the damage vetsus the likelihood of the
earthquake can be mapped. The damage is categorised according to its effect on
the function of the building:
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Immediate Occupancy — damage less than this threshold will not effect the continued
occupancy of the building during and post-earthquake.

I ife Safety - damage less than this level may be such that the building may need to
be closed for repairs but will not be such as to endanger occupants.

Collapse Prevention — the maximum damage permitted, beyond which the building
may be in danger of collapse.

On being provided with information on what return period earthquake will cause
each of these levels of damage, the owner can make an informed decision as to the
costs/benefits of applying various strengthening strategies to the building,

The identification of vulnerable elements which fall into the higher categories of
damage ensutes that any strengthening measures are targeted to provide the
maximum benefits.

WHY ISN'T IT USED ALL THE TIME?

The advances in computer hatdware have made this procedure possible. In 1985
the analysis of a medium height building for a single earthquake took 30 hours on
a $250,000 super-minicomputer. In 1998, the same analysis took 7 minutes on a
$4,000 desktop computer. Now, the same model runs in seconds, and the
increased computing powet available allows to develop more accurate models and
added elements. TICG has invested in the development of computer software able
to take advantage of this increase in computer speed and have trained staff to use
this software.

COSTS

Typical costs for the evaluation of a medium size building are generally in the
order of $20-40,000 plus GST. Much of this cost is in the development of the
three dimensional computer model and verification checking. Once this is
completed, the incremental cost to assess vatious what-if strategies is small. The
model building proceduze is such that changes can be made simply and efficiently.
This is especially valuable where buildings are being redeveloped or subjected to
changes in use — as parts of the structure are moved or added, or openings made in
walls, the procedute allows a rapid evaluation of the effect on the performance of
the building.

PROJECTS USING THIS PROCEDURE

The HCG procedure was initially developed for unreinforced masonry buildings,
the most eatthquake prone of our building stock. It is most commonly applied to
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CORRESPONDENCE

23 June 2010

Michael Doig

Ganellen

150 Gloucester Street

PO Box 13574
CHRISTCHURCH 8013

Dear Michael

PRESS COMPANY
STRUCTURAL ASSESSMENT AND STRENGTHENING DESIGN

We ate pleased to provide you with a proposal for the structural engineering services
associated with this project.

The old Press Company office building on the Square is on of the most instantly
recognisable buildings in central Christchurch, and on that we have had a long
association with. It is a great pleasure to be able to renew our association with the
building and at the same time, to work with a new company. I am sure that we will
provide you with a great outcome, and look forward to a long working relationship

As we understand it, the current plan for the building is to retain the existing
commercial use, but to ‘clean out’ the floors, removing partitions etc and restoring or
exposing key heritage elements, in order to lease the space. The intention is that the
floors should be leased to single tenants, but the flexibility to split the floors must be
maintained. A single lift will be maintained. The rooflight over the north wing will be
repaired and reinstated.

THE PROCESS

The non-linear analysis process that we have recommended for this building involves
much more than simply the running of a computer model. There is a necessary process
of familiarisation and information gatheting. This will be to a degree iterative,
particularly given the quality of information that exists, and the timeframe over which
the wotk must be completed — we do not have the luxury of a long time over which to
collect comptehensive information prior to starting work, but that need not impact the
outcome provided we are well organised.

There are several phases that we will break the work into
1. A full review of what information exists (including a full walk-through), to

determine the minimum measure and testing requitements prior to starting
work.

SYIINIONT THAID ANV IVINLONYLS

Christchurch

Telephone

+64 3 366 3366

Facsimile

+64 3379 2169

Internet Address

www holmesgroup com

Level 5

123 Victoria Street

PO Box 25355

Christchurch 8144

New Zealand

Offices in

Auckland

Hamilton

Wellington

Queenstown

San Francisco



BUI.CAT032.0010.334

PAGE 2

With the information seen to date, it appears that our main requirement is a
dimensional survey of key elements, in order to verify the accuracy of the
architectural plans, and to add some key structural information.

A benchmark analysis of the building in its curtent ‘otiginal’ configuration.

With the required dimensional information, we can commence modelling and
complete an analysis of the building in its existing configuration, using
representative properties and assumptions. This will allow us both to make an
initial evaluation of the building strength, and to highlight information hot-
spots, where will need to conduct material testing, exposure of hidden
structure, or additional measure-up.

This process maybe iterative depending on our findings, but can be conducted
in parallel to the other work that may be ongoing.

This phase should allow us to firstly to calibrate the model, to a degree, to the
observed damage; and secondly, to benchmatrk the existing capacity of the
building against the CCC Earthquake Prone Building (EPB) criteria. We are
able to run actual earthquake traces from the Darfield earthquake that have
been recorded at neatby sites, so should expect to see a reasonable
approximation of the damage that has occutred.

Materials testing and existing conditions must be investigated.

Our preliminary work will have assumed consetvative material properties, but
as we refine our modelling, we need to use measured values to optimise out
solution. Subject to suitable access, we will probably need some exposure and
testing to be completed. This may include:

a. Brick shear testing. Where we are reliant on masonty for lateral load
resistance, this will be required to provide confidence in outcomes.
This is a straightforward process, and can be initiated at any time.

b. Concrete strength testing. Ideally, this would require some core
samples to be taken, which may then be used to calibrate a Schmidt
hammer test that can then be used to obtain comparative values

throughout the building (if required).

c. Limited destructive testing of concrete — involving breaking our small
areas of concrete to expose the reinforcement, allowing us to check
cover ,take material samples and calibrate a cover-meter to enable
other concrete elements to be scanned.
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Exposing of key details. Where ceilings, linings or floor coverings
conceal key ateas such as floor connections or framing, we may
require small areas to be exposed, allowing us to verify assumptions
about structure

4. Strengthening options need to be investigated.

Subject to our findings in the benchmark analysis, we will investigate
strengthening alternatives as follows:

a.

If the building fails to meet the EPB criteria (33% of current code
loading), we will develop 2 alternatives: The first, to simply achieve
compliance at the basic 33% level (understanding that there is likely to
be a challenge to the CCC policy). The second, to achieve full
compliance with the policy and heritage recommendations, to achieve
67% (ot as near as is practically possible) of cutrent code loading,

If the building exceeds the 33% EPB threshold we will develop a
solution to achieve as neatly as is practically possible the 67% heritage
target.

In both cases, we may consider more than one option for the 67%
solution. Our preference will be to develop solutions which maximise
use of the existing structure, with the minimum of new structure,
minimising expense and intrusion. Our main goal will be an optimum
strengthening solution which gives the most benefit, rather than a
dogmatic adherence to a load level.

5. Initial Documentation.

Subject to the outcome of the above, we will prepare a report outlining:

a

Out findings for the building as-is (assuming repairs as necessary to
restore it to its current state, and including such heritage reinstatement
as is immediately intended. This will be expressed as a summary of the
damage and status, potentially at several different load levels,
according to the building’s predicted ability to sutvive increasingly
sevete shaking. This will allow an assessment to be made of the
building’s existing EPB status.

Our recommendations for strengthening as outlined above, including a
summary for each option (if applicable) of the building’s enhanced
petformance, as above.
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c. Conceptual plans of the proposed strengthening, in sufficient detail for
a cost estimate to be prepared, and an assessment of the heritage
tmpact.

6. Following phases.

Clearly the work that follows will be dependent on the outcomes of the eatliet
reporting phases. Assuming that some structural strengthening work will be
required, once you have made a decision on the form of the strengthening, we
will be able to embark on detailed design for Consent application and
construction. We will be able to advise on cost and timing for this on
completion of the reporting phases, but have given a representative estimate
below, assuming that a moderate level of work will be required.

Construction monitoring will likewise proceed according to our programme,
but we note that there is no way to estimate a scope of wotk for that at this
point, so we propose invoicing this on a time and materials basis, although we
may be able to fix a fee as the scope becomes defined.

COMPUTER MODEL

The computer analysis process that we use is correctly termed a “three dimensional
non-linear time history analysis”. We assemble a detailed computer model with input
material properties and strengths that closely match the existing building. This model is
then subjected to actual earthquake records that have been scaled to a level that reflects
the likely form of shaking at this site. As structural elements are loaded, the model
adjusts their stiffness accordingly, allowing load to redistribute. As clements yield or
even fail, the model can take this into account. This is the non-linear aspect of the
model.

A non-linear model is a much more realistic representation of a building’s performance
than conventional linear analysis. Linear analysis simply assigns a stiffness to clements
but then allocates load as if they have infinite strength, following which the engineer
must determine from the output if the element fails. Tt cannot address the consequence
of failure and nor can it reassign load easily to members with resetrve capacity. This
usually results in an underestimate of the building capacity, and/or a greater
requirement for strengthening than non-linear analysis.

The non-linear model is also much more useful for testing strengthening alternatives as
it allows the development of sympathetic solutions, by ttial.

The downside of the non-linear analysis is the additional modelling and analysis time,
however it is strongly our view that this time tepays itself many times over in reduced
intrusion and reduced cost of strengthening. The capability to petform this analysis is
unique to Holmes Consulting Group in Christchurch.
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Computer Mooel ot Bui'ding — tlarthera Elevatan Computar Madel af Building = Soush
Yiestern Elevation

The figures above are extracted from a model of a building at the Arts Centre. These
models allow ready compatisons with the existing building, and an easily understood
visual representation of the damage that may occur during an earthquake.

WHY YOU WILL BE GLAD YOU CHOSE HOLMES CONSULTING GROUP

We don’t look for ways to cut our costs at the expense of yours. Instead we
develop unique solutions for projects that meet your specific needs.

. With 90 people in 5 offices, we are the largest dedicated structural engineering
consultancy in the country, so we have the resources to meet your deadlines.

We are solely focused on structural engineering. So we don’t compromise our
work in otder to go easy on multi-disciplinaty colleagues. Instead we are able to
bring our expetience in working with many other consultants to the table in
order to get the best result from the team, not for the team.

We have a wealth of experience to draw on in projects that are similar to yours,
so we can anticipate problems and solutions efficiently and effectively. In fact,
we have worked on many of the major heritage building projects in New
Zealand, particularly here in Christchurch. As well as the Arts Centre, we have
done significant work at the Provincial Buildings, the Theatte Royal, both
Cathedtals, the Old Government Buildings, and many others.

As we have already shown above, we take the time to understand your project
eatly, identify potential issues and then develop solutions that wotk. We have
already started thinking about your project.

. Not only do we win awards for out innovative thinking, but our clients’ projects
win awards. At the 2009 Property Council awatds we were proud that six of our
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projects won awards for our clients. More recently at the 2010 Property Council
awards, we added to that list

PROPOSAL BASIS

Our proposal is based on our meetings of November 2 and 10 and the documentation
provided.

We understand that the timetable for work is based on the delivery of the new building
currently underway, btu it is expected that the Press will relocate out of the existing
building in early to mid-March, and you wish to have consents in place for this work
ptior to that.

As I noted, this is achievable, depending on the outcomes of our study and the extent
of strengthening work requiring to be detailed and consented. The need to achieve the
quality objectives may dictate a slightly longer timeframe, but we will keep you
informed as to our intetim conclusions as work proceeds, to assist yout planning
processes.

All going well, we would expect to have a preliminary report prior to Christmas,
allowing us to proceed with the documentation from mid-January, assuming a quick
turnaround of your decision-making process, and allowing our staff some time for a
well-earned break!

SCOPE OF WORK

We have allowed for the following scope of work:
Investigate alternative solutions during the preliminary design phase which
satisfy the brief to artive at an economical solution that meets the architectural

and building services requirements.

Prepare sufficient drawings and support material to get a Resoutrce Consent for
the project (assuming the architect assumes primary responsibility for this).

Prepare calculations, drawings and specification in sufficient detail to gain a
Building Consent and for estimating purposes.

Provide construction drawings and specification in sufficient detail to ensure
smooth and timely completion of the construction phase.

Attend design co-ordination and project control group meetings.

. Liaise with the project Architect and other consultants throughout the project
duration on all aspects of our service.
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Advise on aspects of trade tenders and suitability of proprietary components
offered as relevant to out role in the project.

Catry out construction monitoting to CM3 level as per the ACENZ "Guideline
on the Briefing and Engagement of Consulting Engineering Services" dated
January 2004.

. Respond to and resolve any queries relating to our services that arise during the
project construction.

Provide a Producer Statement — Design (PS1)
Provide a Producer Statement — Construction Review (PS4)
FEES

Because of the nature of the project and the lack of clarity of possible scope or
outcomes, we do not feel it can be fair on either Ganellen or HCG to attempt to strike
a completely fixed fee at this pomt.

Unlike new buildings, there is generally no correlation between the value of the
construction work, and the structural engineeting work that is required. In fact we feel
it is countetproductive to attempt to link the two. Our philosophy of seismic
strengthening work is that the most successful project is that where we can demonstrate
that the required performance is achieved with the least intervention. That frequently
means that the most significant part of our work is spent in preparing comprehensive
analysis models and material testing that result in no work. So there is no incentive for
either party in artificially attempting to keep assessment costs low.

"The estimates that follow are just that, although the fee for the first stage is fixed. Until
a formal scope of work can be agreed based on the agreed strengthening scheme, we
cannot fix a fee for the remaining phases for the reasons noted above. However, the
estimates supplied below ate our best (teasonably conservative) guess for the
anticipated scope.

We are happy however to fix the fee for individual stages as we proceed, and should
have sufficient certainty on completion of the reporting phase to fix a fee for the
following design phases.

Our fixed fee fot the repotrting phase as outlined above will be: $27,500

For the following phases we can estimate a range, based on assumptions from basic
reinstatement to moderate strengthening

Documentation phase (estimate) $12,000 -$25,000
Construction Monitoring (estimate) $5,000- $15,000
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Conditions of our Offer
All fees and hourly rates are GST exclusive.

We have allowed to provide up to 6 sets of the documentation at each of the
major issue stages. Additional sets beyond this number will be charged for at
$4.00 per A1 copy.

Our Professional Indemnity and Public Liability insurances are both for NZ$2.0
million respectively and we limit our liability to these amounts and work we
document.

"This offer is valid until November 30 beyond which we may wish to te-negotiate
this offer.

Waterproofing, site sutvey, structute associated with landscaping and
geotechnical work are not included as part of out offer of services, but we would
be pleased to assist in the briefing and engagement of these disciplines if
required.

Houtly rates applicable to changes in scope of services:

Project Director $250/hr
Senior Project Engineer $175/hr
Project Engineer $150/hr
Design Engineer $125/hr
Project Draughtspetson $125/hr

Our preference would be to negotiate mini lump sums to carry out any
alterations to our scope of services.

Our general conditions of engagement shall be in accordance with the standard
ACENZ/IPENZ/ALGENZ/TRANSIT “Conditions of Contract for
Consultancy Services”, August 2009 version. If you are not familiar with these
conditions of contract they can be viewed on the ACENZ website
(www.acenz.org.nz) ot contact this office and we will send you a copy of them.

. We wish to agree a monthly invoicing schedule for our work for the duration of
the project.
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Charlotte Leslie

From: Mario Evangelo
Sent:  Thursday, 9 September 2010 10:27 p.m.
To: Sarah Hard (Fairfax)

Cc: Phil Marshall Lee; craigl@lewisbradford.com; ashleyw @lewisbradford.com; Christian Tonnius;
Peter Maneas; Michael Doig; Dennis Sanders

Subject: The Press building

Dear Sarah,
Both peter and | were sad to be woken up la in
Christchurch. Thankfully there has been no | that we are
committed to assisting in the “return to norm ly and with

minimal further disruption to both the Construction of your New Press Head Quarters and
your Existing Premises. Peter has experience in disaster reconstruction teams and we have
discussed the process going forward. Let me outline our action plan to date and the way
forward as we see it:

Action Plan to Date

1.

2.

| flew in from Australia today with our Architect to meet with all the relevant
stakeholders.

| have met with the Insurance Broker on site to inspect the damage and loss to
Construction of your New Press Head Quarters and your Existing Premises. | have
copied this email to the Insurance Broker.

| have spoken at length with Independent Engineers who are assessing the damage.
They have met with our NZ staff on several occasions and conducted 3 inspections
to date. | have copied this emalil to the Engineers.

Our Australian Architect will be carrying out a photographic survey of the damage to
date for the purpose of understanding a datum associated with a Dilapidation Report
Our NZ Staff have received a price from a Land Surveyor familiar with the Building to
understand if there are any alignment issues. We will conduct that Survey when our
Engineers believe most of the follow on tremors have subsided.

The Enginesrs have advised that they need to complete a thorough damage and

Building Status Report of the New Press Head Quarters under construction and your
Existing Premises. They have advised this Inspection will not occur before Tuesday
next week due to the number of aftershocks that have occurred in recent days.

We will act on the Engineers advice to repair whatever is required as soon as those
Instructions are provided; we have already removed by crane a loose railing to the
steeple of the Old Press Building.

New Press Bullding under Construction Status

Production has all but stopped.
We have undertaken any temporary restraining work where possible for the purpose
of making the Building safe.

only temporatily braced. At worst these
replaced.

Your Current Premises, the Old Press Building Status

1.

18/08/2011

The Press staff moved back in to the Building following the first earthquake. Several
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heavy aftershocks resulted in but were not limited to loose ceiling tiles etc falling and
risking head injuries. | am advised that the Staff and management were concerned about
further possibility of Injury and for occupational health and safety reasons decided to
move out of the Building. .

2. | am advised that the Engineers under their Civil Defence hat in fact recommended that
the Building be vacated during the immediate period after the first few aftershocks.

3. The engineers have advised that there is an area within the Building that requires the
construction of a new shear wall. We have been advised that this area is uninhabitable
until the completion of such works. We are waiting on the details associated with carrying
out this work.

Recommendations

We believe that a crisis management committee be formed immediately to expedite the
“return to normal business” process. We suggest that this be headed up by our Architect
and chaired by our Mr Michael Doig from our NZ office. We would suggest that Fairfax has a
senior manager on the management committee. We will call it the Press Reinstatement
Committee(PRC). The Purpose of said committee is to:

e Make Both Buildings safe ASAP

¢ Take action, plan and implement reports and works associated with the
reinstaterment of the Old Press Building, to ensure the safe and convenient return
to work of the press staff

e Take action, plan and implement reports and works associated with the
reinstatement of the New Press Building under construction

e Keep all stakeholder Executives (Fairfax, Ganellen, Gouncil, Insurer, other)
informed of the process going forward.

Our experience in Disaster response and reconstruction suggests that we mobilise our
management team immediately to avoid the lengthy delays that can occur down the line in a
town with limited reconstruction resources. Sarah, we respectfully request you urgently
nominate a senior Fairfax executive that we can liaise with as part of the PRC.

Mario Evangelo
DIRECTOR

GANELLEN

30 Montague Street
Balmain, NSW 2041

tel:  +61 29555 2444
fax: +812 9555 5666

p.manegs @ganellen.com

CLICK HERE

18/08/2011
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Charlotte Leslie
From: Sarah Hard (Fairiax) [Sarah.Hard @ fairfaxmedia.co.nz]
Sent: Friday, 10 September 2010 1:09 p.m.
To: Marlo Evangelo
Cc: Phil Marshall-Lee (CPL); cralgl@lewlsbradford.com; ashleyw @lewisbradford.com; Christian Tonnius; Peter Maneas; Michael Doig; Dennis
Sanders
Subject: RE: The Press building

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Red

Thank you for your message Mario. We are all sorry that you as owners have been faced with thls
extraordinary situatlon - but like you, we are amazed and thankful that there has been no loss of life.
| need to correct the section of your email headed "Your Current Premises, the Old Press Bullding
Status”, which says:

1. The Press siaff moved back in to the Building foltowing the first earthquake. Several heavy
aftershocks resulted in bul were not limited to loose ceiling tiles etc falling and risking head injuries.
| am advised that the Staif and management were concemed about further possibility of Injury and
for occupational health and safety reasons declded to move out of the Building.

2. |am advised that the Engineers under their Civil Defence hat in fact recommended that the
Building be vacated during the immediate period after the first few aftershocks.

3. The englneers have advised that there is an area within the Bullding that requires the construction
of a new shear wall. We have been advised that this area is uninhabitable until the completion of
such works. We are waiting on the detalls associated with carrying out this work,

Civil Defence Inspected the building with management on Sunday morning (S Sept). They cleared the
bullding then as fit to occupy and said they would inspect again later In the week. The next day
(Monday), Ash Wilson (for Ganellen) inspected the bullding and requested that the payroll corner of the
building be strengthened as soon as possible. That work took place on Monday night.

We occupied the site on that basis - that it had been cleared by CD and had also been surveyed by
Ganellen, with the required work completed on Monday. There was no recommendation by the
engineers Lhat we vacate the building at that time.

On Wednestlay (8 Sept), we vacated the Cathedral Square building AT 7.50a.m. because of concerns for
staff safety. The catalyst for that move was an unusually sharp aftershock, although there had been
many shocks to that point which we were concerned may have caused additional damage since the
initial inspections.

Ganellen's engineers inspected again on Thursday (9 Sept) and identified some deterioration. They will
undertake a further and more comprehensive survey, and in the meantlme we will not be resuming
occupation. We understand you agree that It is appropriate that we stay out of the bullding untll at
least that survey is completed. Michael Doig informed us on Thursday that he consldered It wise for us
to vacate as a safety precaution.

We agree that a representative from Falrfax be involved In the PRC. Phll Marshall-Lee is the obvlous
choice for us, but this will depend on how much time he needs to commit to it. | appreciate that at this
time it is difficult for you to know that, so If Phll needs to bring In an additional resource or we need to
change the representative, | hope that can be accommodated.

Kind regards
Sarah

Sarah Hard
Legal Counsel, Fairfax Media

Fairfax New Zealand Limited
P O Box 2595

Wellington

New Zealand

phone (+64 4) 4969820

fax  (+64 4) 4969823

cell (+64 27) 2913035
sarah.hard @faifaxmedia.co.nz

From: Marlo Evangelo [mallto:m.evangelo@ganellen.com)

Sent: Thursday, 9 September 2010 10:27 p.m.

To: Sarah Hard (Fairfax)

Cc: Phil Marshall-Lee (CPL); craigl@lewlsbradford.com; ashleyw@lewisbradford.com; Christian Tonnius;
Peter Maneas; Michael Dolg; Dennls Sanders

Subject: The Press bullding

18/08/2011
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Dear Sarah,
Both peter and | of life. We want
you to know that disruption to
both the Constru ction teams and

we have discuss
Action Plan to Date

1. 1ftew In from Australia today with our Architect to meat with all the relsvant stakeholders.

2. | have met wlth the Insurance Broker on site to Inspect the damage and loss to Construction of your New Press Head Quarters and your
Existing Premises. | have copied this email to the Insurance Broker.

3. | have spoken at length with Independent Engineers who are assessing the damage. They have met with our NZ staft on several
occasions and conducted 3 inspections to date. | have copied this email to the Engineers.

4, Our Australian Architect will be carrying cut a photographie survey of the damage to date for the pumasa of undarstanding a datum
assoclated with a Dilapidation Report

5. Our NZ Staff have received a price from a Land Surveyor familiar with the Building to understand if there are any alignment issues. We
will conduct that Survey when our Engineers believe most of the follow on tremors have subsided.

6. The Engineers have advised that they need 1o complete a thorough damage and Building Status Report of the New Press Head
Quarters under construction and your Exlsting Premises. They have advised this Inspection will not occur before Tuesday next week due
to the number of aftershocks that have occurred in recent days.

7. We will act on the Engineers advice to repair whatever is required as soon as those Instructions are provided; we have already removed
by crane a loose ralling to the steeple of the Old Press Building.

New Press Building under Construction Status

1. Production has all but stoppad.
2. We have undertaken any temporary restraining work where possible for the purpose of making the Building safe.

3. We believe that safe ressively following rectification and repair. We envisage loosing sorme time on our
programme. Please e structure that is closed off and complete seems fine on cursory inspections as this
building is designed o areas of concern are the Incomplete pans of the structure i.¢ areas not poured

and panels only temporarily braced. At worst these areas can be removed or demolished and replaced.
Your Current Premises, the Oid Press Bullding Status

1. The Press slaff moved back in to the Building following the first sarthquake, Several heavy aftarshocks resulted In but were not limited to
loose ceiling tiles et falling and risking head Injuries. | am advised that the Staff and management were concemed about further
possibility of Injury and for occupational health and safety reasons decided to move out of the Building.

2. |am advised that the Enginears under their Civil Defence hat in tact recommended that the Building be vacated during the immediate
periad after the first few aftershocks.

3. The engineers have advised that there is an area within the Building that requires the construction of a new shear wall. We have been
advised that this area is uninhabitable until the completion of such works. We are waiting on the details associated with carrying out this
work.

Recommendations
Wa believe that a crisis management committee be formed Immediately to expedite the “retum to normal business® process. We suggest
that this be headed up by our Architect and chaired by our Mr Michael Doig from our NZ office. We would suggest that Fairlax has a senior
manager on the management committea. We will calt It the Press Reinstatement Committee(PRC). The Purpose of sald commiltee is to:

o Make Both Buildings safe ASAP
o Take action, plan and implement reports and works assoclated with the relnstatement of the Qld Press Building, to ensure the
safe and convenient retum to work of 1he press staff
Take action, plan and implement reports and works assoclated with the reinstatemant of the New Press Building under
construction

o Keep all stakeholder Executives (Fairfax, Ganellen, Council, Insurer, other) informed of the process going forward.
Our experience in Disaster response and reconstruction suggests that we mobilise our management team immediately to avoid the lengthy
delays that can occur down the line In a town with limited reconstructlon resources. Sarah, we respectfully request you urgently nominate a
senior Fairfax execulive that we can liaise with as part of the PRC.

Mario Evangelo
DIRECTOR

GANELLEN

BUWLY ON EXPOHICHOR

30 Montague Strest
Balmain, NSW 2041
tol:  +61 2 9555 2444
fax: +61 2 9555 5666

The information contained in this e-mail message and any accompanying files is or may be confidential.

Tt is intended only for the addressee, If vou are not the intended recipient, any use, dissemination,

reliance, forwarding, printing or copying of this e-mail or any attached files is unauthorised.

This e-mail is subject to copyright. No part of it should be reproduced, adapted or communicated without

the wrillen consent of the copyright owner. If you have received this e-mail in exror please advise the sender
immediately by return c-mail or telephone and delete all copies. Fairfux does not guarantee the accuracy or
completeness of any information contained in this e-mail or attached files. InlLernet communications are not secure
therefore Fairfax does not accept legal responsibility for the contents of this message or attached files.

18/08/2011
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Charlotte Leslie

From: LBA - Ashley Wilson [ashleyw @ lewisbradford.com]

Sent: Monday, 13 September 2010 2:32 p.m.

To: Nick Jennings

Cce: Mitchell Blunden; Michael Doig

Subject: Existing Press Building - Existing Covered Areas to be Opened Up
Attachments: 110117 Existing Press Building.pdf

Nick,

Talking with Mitch today | understand that you already have staff on site opening up areas of linings.

| thought that I'd send through some existing plans marked up showing areas that | need to view circled in
otder to save time tomorrow.

Please find plans attached.

Could you ensure that these areas are opened up locally to allow me to view brick walis (cracks), brick
wall/concrete floor joints (wall and floor cracks, movement), brick frames (cracking, loose bricks,
movement).

These don't need to be fully stripped but exposed enough to allow me to assess the strength of the
elements and any associated issues. Floor coverings will need to be removed locally next to walls to see
if the joints have moved, or remove ceiling tiles to allow viewing from below. Brick veneer will need to be
clearly visible to see cracks etc etc.

The extent of the openings may increase depending on what is exposed obviously.....

| would like to drop into site and conduct a walkover inspection from 8am (Geof and Christian will be
going through much more thoroughly at the some time)

Any queries give me a call.

Ashley Wilson

Lewis Bradford Consulting Engineers
Level 2, 71 Armagh Street

PO Box 2919, Christchurch

Phone 03 379 9096 | Facsimile 03 379 9095
www.lewisbradford.com

Job Name:
Job Number: J

“IMPORTANT: This email is only intended to be read by the named recipient.l iIt may contain information that is
confidential, proprietary or the subject of legal privilege. If you are not the intended recipient please notify the sender
immediately and delete this email. You may not use any information contained in it. Legal privilege is not waived
because you have read this email.”

18/08/2011
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Charlotte Leslie

From: Phil Marshall-Lee (CPL) [Phil.Marshall-Lee @ press.co.nz]
Sent: Wednesday, 15 September 2010 3:10 p.m.

To: Michael Doig

Cc: Barry Appleby (CPL)

Subject: Cosmetic Review & General

Hi Mike,

Thanks for your time today.

Barry and | are now both feeling pretty confident about the overall state of the building following the
2nd structural engineer review and our subsequent meeting with you this afternoon. When do you
expect to receive a written report from Ash Wilson? It would be good to have a copy of this if possible,
as well as a copy of the dilapidation report that Christian was working on pulling together? You and |
also agreed earlier today that you/Ganellen would provide us with a letter confirming the overall safety
and state of the building and the areas that you will cordon off etc before we move our people back in.
All this material will help us to communicate more effectively with our own people to reassure them
that it will be safe to move back into the building, hopefully by early next week.

Once you have put arrangements in place for a) your insurance assessor, and b) your tradesmen to
repair the cosmetic damage please let us know your estimated timelines for this work to be completed?
At this stage we'll work on the basis that all this work will be completed by next Wednesday, unless we
hear otherwise from you.

It might be a good idea to stay in touch daily as I'm sure timelines may move, dependent on availability
etc.

Also, as discussed earlier today I'd like to introduce you to Alistair Storm tomorrow. Alistair will be
project managing the complete move back into The Press building when we are ready to do so.

Regards, Phil

Phil Marshall-Lee

Regional Business Manager

Fairfax Media - South Island

= P (03) 943-2863 m F (03) 364-8496

= M 027-271-4876 m E: phil.marshall-lee@press.co.nz

m Cathedral Square, Private Bag 4722 Christchurch, New Zealand
m PRESS.CO.NZ. FIND OUT. MORE. NOW,

The information contained in this e-mail message and any accompanying files is
It is intended only for the addressee. If you are not the intended recipient,

reliance, forwarding, printing or copying of this e-mail or any attached files
Thig e-mail is subject to copyright. No part of it should be reproduced, adapt
the written consent of the copyright owner. If you have received this e-mail i
immediately by return e-mail or telephone and delete all copies. Fairfax does

completeness of any information contained in this e-mail or attached files. In
therefore Fairfax does not accept legal responsibility for the contents of thi
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Charlotte Leslie

From: LBA - Ashley Wilson [ashleyw@lewisbradford.com]
Sent: Wednesday, 15 September 2010 5:34 p.m.
To: Michael Doig

Cc: Nick Jennings; Mario Evangelo; Peter Maneas
Subject: RE: Remedial Works to Stone Parapet
Mike,

Apologies, | am haliway through a letter outlining my verbal discussions and inspections over the last few
days which | am aiming to get to you as soon as | can (and the urgent calls stop coming in).

However | mentioned to Nick that due to the superficial cracking at the base of the exterior stonework |
wanted to get a man up in a cherry-picker to tap the stones.

This is to check that the stonework is still secured by the existing mortar and isn't just held in by the
paintwork!

This is primarily a public safety issue and will need to be completed ASAP.

Technically it would does not stop building occupation but poses issues at the main entry area and | am
still noting it as one of three items in my letter.

The other two items are the stone parapet securing (now completed) and the insitu shear wall infills
(completed in the next 2-3 weeks).

Regards

Ashley Wilson

Lewis Bradford Consulting Engineers
Level 2, 71 Armagh Street

PO Box 2919, Christchurch

Phone 03 379 9096 | Facsimile 03 379 9095
www.lewisbradford.com

Job Name:
Job Number:

“IMPORIANT; ‘This email is only intended to be tead by the named recipient. It may contain information that is
confidential, proprietary or the subject of legal ptivilege. If you are not the intended recipient please notify the sender
immediately and delete this email. You may not use any information contained in it. Legal privilege is not waived
because you have read this email.”

From: Michael Doig [mailto:m.doig@ganellen.com]
Sent: Wednesday, 15 September 2010 4:51 p.m.
To: LBA - Ashley Wilson

Cc: Nick Jennings; Mario Evangelo; Peter Maneas
Subject: Remedial Works to Stone Parapet

18/08/2011
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Hi Ash,

Nick has informed me the remedial works to the stone parapet above the main entrance to 32 Cathedral
Square has now been completed as per your instructions.

We confirm the building is now tenantable and there is no reason why The Press could not move back into
the premises tomorrow.

Kind Regards,
Michael

Michael Doig
DEVELOPMENT AND BUSINESS DIRECTOR
NEW ZEALAND

GANELLEN

150 Gloucester Street

PO Box 13574

Christchurch, New Zealand 8013
tel:  +64 (0)3 377 3373

fax: +64 (0)3 377 6450

mob: +64 (0)21 458 661

m.doig @ ganellen.com

18/08/2011
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Charlotte Leslie

From: Phil Marshall-Lee (CPL) [Phil.Marshall-Lee @press.co.nz]
Sent: Thursday, 16 September 2010 4:36 p.m.

To: Michael Doig

Cc: Barry Appleby (CPL); Andrew Boyle (CPL)

Subject: FW: Structural assessment

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Green
Attachments: 100771.pdf

Mike, upon reading the engineer's report in more detail it looks as though the Avenues corner can't be
occupied just yet so we will have to think about where they go temporarily, but it may be best if your
team effectively cordons off 3 areas being: L3 Payroll office (lockable), L3 Avenues office (lockable) and
Business Team on L2 (7 workstations to be cordoned off). We already have plans to relocate Payroll and
Business temporarily and once we have worked out where Avenues will go temporarily we'll update you.

Please treat this info with confidence until we have communicated with our staff, likely to be tomorrow
now.

As agreed with you earlier we appreciate your commitment to complete (as much as possible) of the
cosmetic work by Monday morning and | look forward to receiving your letter tomorrow morning (and
hopefully the report from Ash?) that we plan to distribute to all staff as part of our wider
communication plan.

Cheers, Phil

From: Andrew Boyle (CPL)

Sent: Thursday, 16 September 2010 4:06 p.m.

To: Barry Appleby (CPL)

Ce: Alistair Storm (Falrfax); Mark Ross (CPL); Phil Marshall-Lee (CPL)
Subject: RE: Structural assessment

Thanks Barry
The report suggests that the northeast corner is unable to be occupied until further assessment is
undertaken. Therefore Avenues team needs a new space until that is completed.

Mark/Alistalr heed to factor this into the plan.

Regards

From: Barry Appleby (CPL)

Sent: Thursday, 16 September 2010 3:57 p.m.
To: Andrew Boyle (CPL)

Subject: FW: Structural assessment

Hi Andrew
As requested

Cheers

Barry Appleby

Deputy General Manager - Southern Region Fairfax Media

P: (03) 943 2860 m F (03) 364 8496 m M 0274 367 363m E: barry.appleby@press.co.nz m Cathedral Square,
Private Bag 4722 Christchurch, New Zealand

THE PRESS. [F YOU DON'T GET IT, YOU WON'T GET IT. = PRESS.CO.NZ. FIND OUT. MORE. NOW.

From: Andrew Thompson [mailto:A. Thompson@harrisongrierson.com]
Sent: Thursday, 16 September 2010 3:01 p.m.

To: Barry Appleby (CPL)

Subject: Structural assessment

18/08/2011
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Barry,
Report as discussed.

Regards

_ ~ Newmarket Auckland 1061
P O Box 5760 Woellesley Strest Aucidend 1141 New Zealand

P +84 99175000 F +64.9 917 5001
DDI +64 09175112 M 021 593 471
E athompean@harisangriaraon.com
W www.hgrisonarierson com

x|

CELEBRATING EXCELLENCESINCE 1885

The information contained in this e-mail message and any accompanying files is or may be confidential.

It is intended only for the addressee. If you are not the intended recipient, any use, dissemination,

reliance, forwarding, printing or copying of this e-mail or any attached files is unauthorised

This e-mail is subject to copyright. No part of iL should be reproduced, adapted or communicated without

the written consent of the copyright ownor. If you have received this e-mail in error please advise the sender
immediately by return e-mail or telephone and delete all copies. Fairfax does not guarantee the accuracy or
compleleness of any information contained in this e-mail or attached files. Internet communications are not secure,
therefore Fairfax does not accept legal responsibility for the contenls of this message or attached files
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Charlotte Leslie

From: Phil Marshall-Lee (CPL) [Phil.Marshall-Lee @ press.co.nz]
Sent:  Thursday, 16 September 2010 12:41 p.m.

To: Michael Doig

Ce: Peter Maneas; Mario Evangelo; Barry Appleby (CPL)
Subject: RE: Press Reinstatemenl Meeting Minutes

Thanks for the minutes Mike,

For the record, I'd just like to add a few more comments as much for Peter/Mario's general
understanding, as well as for our own:

1. My understanding is the structural works required {at the engineer's request prior to re-
occupation of the building) to the parapet on the roof were completed by close of play
yesterday, Tuesday 15 Sept. We look forward to clearance in writing from the structural
engineers that this work has met the required standard and is therefore safe to re-occupy.

2. Prior to Fairfax employees moving back into the building (from a health and safety perspective)
we require evidence in writing from the structural engineers to confirm that the building is safe
to re-occupy. Whilst we acknowledge verbally this is looking very positive we await the full
report from Ash Wilson to confirm this as well as a 2nd report from Harrison Grierson, an
independent structural engineering firm that we appointed for the same purpose. We have
engaged a 2nd firm for peace of mind to easure we have taken all reasonable steps prior to
requesting our staff re-occupy the Press buildings 1 & 2. We expect both these reports to be
made available to us either today or tomorrow. Subject to the recommendations made in these
independent reports, we reserve the right to make a fully Informed decision as to whether the
building is safe, partially safe, or not safe at all to re-occupy. We will discuss our position with
you asap ance we have received and fully understood both independent reports.

3, Following the cosmetic review of damage meeting held yesterday with you, Barry and me; we
believe you have noted the worst and most obvious visual damage throughout the bullding
internally that will require repairs (mostly plaster to fill obvious cracks, as well as re-positioning
the ceiling tiles which George will happily assist with, and repairing a few broken windows etc).

4, The management team from The Press request this cosmetic work to be completed prior to any
re-occupation of the building. Whilst we acknowledge that this damage is not structural, it is
nonetheless very visible and we do not want to put our people under any more unreasonable
concern/stress as to the safety and presnetation of the building, before we ask them to move
back into the building. As such, we believe the major cosmetic repairs must be fixed prior to re-
occupation for the safety and concern of our people. We understand this will likely take approx
2 days for your tradesmen to complete and that you will try and secure these people as quickly
as possible. We are hopeful that this work can be completed by early next week so that, subject
to both independent structural engineer's written clearance akove, we can plan to move our
people back into the building as soon as practicable early next week.

5.  You advised Mike that you would need to have your own insurance assessors and potentially
heritage building representatives walk through the building to complete their assessments of
the bullding befare we can move back in. We understand this work will happen either today
and/or tomorrow. We look forward to confirmation from you when this work has been
completed.

6. Atthls stage, we have agreed tentatively that subject to timing and satisfactory confirmation of
all of the above, we will aim to be back in the main Press buildings 1 & 2 by next Wednesday 22
Sept, 2010, or earlier as mutually agreed by both parties.

Peter/Mario, please understand that we need to be very careful (from a health and safety requirement)
to ensure that all reasonable steps have been taken before we can request our people to move back
into the Press buildings 1 & 2. We had another 2 decent shakas last night and the tremors still continue
today so you need to understand that many of our people will naturally still be reluctant to move back
in, especially as other buildings nearby (e.g. Manchester St} continue to be pulled down.

I'm happy to discuss any of these polnts, as required.

Cheers, Phil

From; Michael Dolg [mallto:m.doig@ganellen.com]
Sent: Thursday, 16 September 2010 10:57 a.m.
To: Phil Marshall-Lee (CPL)

Cc: Peter Maneas; Marlo Evangelo

Subject: Press Reinstatement Meeting Minutes

Hi Phil,
Please see attached minutes from yesterday morning’s reinstatement meeting.

I will contact you this afternoon prior to your management meeting to let you know how | get on with
Council and Heritage experts.

Kind Regards,
Mike

Michael Doig

18/08/2011



DEVELOPMENT AND BUSINESS DIRECTOR
NEW ZEALAND

GANELLEN

BUILT QN EXPENIENGE

150 Gloucestor Streol

PO Box 13674

Chrisichurch, Now Zoaland 8013
tel: 464 (0)3 377 3373

fax: +84 (0)3 377 6450
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mdok@ganglion.com
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The information contained in Lhis e-mail message and any accompenying files is or may be confidential.

It is intended only for the addresseea. Lf you are not the intended recipient., any use, dissemination,

reliance, forwarding, printing or copying of this e-mail or any attached files is unauthorised.

This e -mail is subject to copyright. No part of it should be reproduced, adapted or communicated without

the written consent of the copyright owner, 1{ you have received this e-mail in error please advise the gender
immediately by return e mail or telephone and delete all copies. Fairfax does not guarantee the accuracy or
completeness of any information contained in this e-mail or attached files, Internet communications are not secure,
Lherefore Fairfax does not accept legal responsibility for the contents of this message or attached files.

18/08/2011



BUI.CAT032.0010.354
Page 1 of 1

Charlotte Leslie

From: L.BA - Ashley Wilson [ashleyw@ lewisbradford.com]

Sent: Thursday, 16 Septernber 2010 5:58 p.m.

To: Michael Doig

Cc: Nick Jennings; Marlo Evangelo; Peter Maneas; 'LBA - Craig Lewls'
Attachments: 110117 Heritage Press Building Seismic Evaluation.pdf

Mike,

Attached the reworded letter altering the immediacy of the checking of the stonework to suit the cranage
requirements.

This work still needs to be completed as soon as possible.

Regards

Ashley Wilson

Lewis Bradford Consulting Engineers
Level 2, 71 Armagh Street

PO Box 2919, Christchurch

Phone 03 379 9096 | Facsimile 03 379 9095
www.lewisbradford.com

Job Name:
Job Number:

“IMPORTANT: This email is only intended to be read by the named recipient. It may contain information that is
confidential, proprietary or the subject of legal privilege. 1f you are not the intended recipient please notify the sender
immediately and delete this email. You may not use any information contained in it. Legal privilege is not waived
because you have read this cmail.”
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lewis bradford

CONSULTING ENGINEERS

16 September 2010

ey ||
Gaineuen

150 Gloucester Street
PO Box 13574
CHRISTCHURCH

Attention; Mario Evangelo

Dear Mario,

STRUCTURAL EVALUATION OF THE HISTORIC PRESS BUILDING FOLLOWING
4 SEPTEMBER 2010 EARTHQUAKE

A magnitude 7.1 earthquake struck Christchurch early in the morning on 4" September 2010.
The Historic Press Building was assessed by Civil Defence engineers and given a green
placard during the weekend (full occupation).

The undersigned was inspecting the New Press Building site on 6 sess
any damage and was called across to specifically inspect the len's
request. The area was at third floor level on the northwestern and

consisted of brick wall elements with significart cracks through them. Temporary structural
steel securing was instructed immediately to secure this corner and the local floor area was
cordoned off at all three levels of the building. Press Lane was also partially cordoned off until
the steelwork was completed. The ironworks to the turret were also instructed to be removed
immediately, due to the public safety hazard, a d to safeguard this important heritage element
during the ongoing aftershocks.

At Gar of the main visible areas of
the bu uperficial damage

(cladd L3 was also inspected and
minor r the building was deemed

suitable for occupation.

A large aftershack struck Christchurch on the morning of 8™ September 2010 which caused a
number of areas of ceiling tiles to come down in the Press Building and for health and safety
reasons the building was vacated.

The undersigned and Craig Lewis visited the buildin tember 2010 to
review any new hazards preventing occupation ar aftershocks. A
number of areas of superficial damage were again nor cracking to
structural elements and due to the lack of access to | elements (and

time constraints of the engineers) the building was not deemed fit to occupy until further
investigation could be completed.

A set of marked up plans Ganellen on 13
September 2010. These are lements and the
undersigned visited site on 1 ollowing a visual
inspection of these elements and insitu shear

L 2, 71 Armagh Street PO Box 2919 Christchutch Phone 03 379 9096 Fax 03 379 8085 Ernail info@lewisbradford com  www lewishradford com
Oueenstovin el PO Box 571 Queenstown Phone 03 442 8667 Fax 03 442 9665 Email info@lewisbradlord com  www lawishradlord com
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walls and the brick and concrete walls below the temporary securing) and some areas
previously inaccessible there were three further areas of securing work required.

1 Temporary steelwork was instructed to secure the existing stone parapet above the main
entry area to be installed immediately. This steelwork was inspected taday and it has
adequately secured the stonework.

2 A full inspection and review of all existing stone to perimeter frames is to be completed
as soon as possible to ensure there are no loose stones affecting long term public
safety. This will require an experienced builder carefully checking each stone using a
crane or cherry picker or similar.

3. A new insitu shear wall is required to provide a more long term and durable solution to
the northwestern corner area (This area is to be cordoned off to the second and third
floors locally using hoarding to allow walls to be constructed) in next two-three weeks.

CONCLUSION

Now that item 1 has been completed, the building is deemed fit to occupy.

ltem 2 shall be completed as soon as possible to ensure the ongoing public safety.
ltem 3 is intended to be completed in the next two-three weeks and the area is currently
structurally secure but a more durable solution is recommended for the short term due io
weatherproofing and aesthetic issues.

Note this inspection work has been of a general nature and is an initial structural evaluation to
ensure this building is fit to occupy. No detailed seismic assessment work has been
undertaken. If any further concerns come to light following further aftershocks these should be
brought to the attention of the undersigned immediately, or if anything untoward is discovered
by the tenants.

Please contact the undersigned if anything further is required.

Yours sincerely

ﬁq

Ashley Wilson

ASSOCIATE
110117 Le100914 Existing Press Building
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Charlotte Leslio

From: Phil Marshall-Lee (CPL) {Phil.Marshall-Lee @press.co.nz]

Sent:  Friday, 17 September 2010 2:51 p.m.

To: Mario Evangelo; Peter Maneas

Cc: Sarah Hard (Fairfax); Barry Appleby (CPL); Andrew Boyle (CPL); Michael Doig; Nick Jennings
Subject: Aeturn to The Press |

Hello Peter & Mario,

Just to confirm that the Management Team have today declded that we will move our people back into
The Press buildings 1 & 2, with effect from Monday next week. The varlous teams and departments will
be moved back over in stages durlng the weekend to ensure minimal disruption.

Now that we have sighted varlous Independent structural englneering reports today we are comfortable
that the building is safe for our people to move back In to re-occupy. The only exceptions as we have
already discussed with Mike locally are: the L3 Payroll office and L2 Edltoria) Business team (directly
below Payroll office) and the L3 Avenues corner office (we expect to know more from your team once
this has been checked further by your engineers for stability etc). Also, the goods lift may require some
further independent structural clearance which | have alerted to Mike already. We understand and
agree that these areas will be kept clear of people for health and safety reasons untll all the repalrs and
remedlal action recommended by the structural englneers have been completed over the coming weeks
by your team and/or contractors.

On a personal note and on behalf of the local senlor team, | would llke to pay thanks to Mike, Nick and
the wider local Ganellen team who have worked closely with us and co-operated well since the big 7.1
quake on Sept 4. It's falr to say that it's been a roller coaster ride (literallyl} and we are thankful that
your team reacted swiftly after the first quake to temporarily repair the Payroll office and remove the
crown off the turret, both of which may well have sufferred more damage after the 2nd big quake on
Wed 8 Sept had this swift action not been taken. In addifton, the strengthening repair work made to the
parapet on the roof above the main reception area was also a goad precautlonary step which we
appreclate. Finally, the re-assuring letter we received from Mike today has been well received by our
people and we appreciate the speedy response to get the worst of the cosmetic repalr work done this
coming weekend to bring the general state and appearance of the building back to as close to normal as
possible, before our people move back in next week.

We look forward to getting everyone back together again and hopefully back to "business as usual”
mode next week with fewer tremors!

When the dust settles | would like to discuss and agree the rental adjustments separately with you.
Regards, Phil

Phil Marshall-Lee

Regional Buslness Manager

Fairfax Media - South Island

s P(03) 943-2863 m F{03) 364-8496

» M 027-271-4876 m E: phil.marshall-lee@press.co.nz

s Cathedral Square, Private Bag 4722 Christchurch, New Zealand
m PRESS.CO.NZ. FIND OUT. MORE. NOW.

The information contained in this e-mail meszage and any accompany ing files is
It is intended only Lor the addressee. Tf you are not the intended recipient,

reliance, torwarding, printing or copying of this e-mail or any attached files
This e-mail is subject to copyright. No part of it should be reproduced, adapt
the written consent of the copyright owner. Lf you have received this c¢-mail 1
immediately by return e-mail or telephone and delete all copies. Fairfax does

completeness of any information contained in this c mail or attached files. In
therefore Fairfax does not accept legal responsibility for the conlents of thi
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Charlotte Leslie

From: LBA - Ashley Wilson [ashleyw @ lewisbradford.com]
Sent: Saturday, 18 September 2010 11:50 a.m.

To: Michael Doig

Cc: Nick Jennings

Subject: Heritage Press Building - North East Wall
Attachments: 110117 North East Wall Letter 100920.pdf
Michael,

As discussed please find attached a letter following our inspection this morning.

Note this is dated for the first working day of next week (Monday 20th)

Regards

Ashley Wilson

Lewis Bradford Consulting Engineers
Level 2, 71 Armagh Street

PO Box 2919, Christchurch

Phone 03 379 9096 | Facsimile 03 379 9095
www,lewisbradford.com

Job Name:
Job Number:

“IMPORTANT: This email is only intended to be read by the named recipient. It may contain information that is
confidential, proprietary or the subject of legal privilege. If you are not the intended recipient please notify the sender
immediately and delete this email. You may not use any information contained in it. Legal privilege is not waived
because you have read this email.”
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lewis bradford

CONSULTING ENGINEERS

20 September 2010

Ganeiien

150 Gloucester Street
PO Box 13574
CHRISTCHURCH

Attention: Mario Evangelo

Dear Mario,

STRUCTURAL EVALUATION OF THE HISTORIC PRESS BUILDING FOLLOWING
4 SEPTEMBER 2010 EARTHQUAKE — NORTH EAST CORNER WALL

Further to our letter dated 16" September 2010, and at the request of our client Ganellen the
north east wall at level 3 was stripped of it's internal linings and inspected on the morning of
the 18th September 2010 by the undersigned along with Nick Jennings and Michael Doig from
Ganellen and Craig Lewis.

shall be monitored daily by Ganeiien.

CONCLUSION

We believe that the building is fit for occupation. However we recommend that monitoring
readings are taken daily and recorded. Notify the undersigned immediately should any further
movement occur

isa
mic
urth
if a1
by the tenants.

Please contact the undersigned if anything further is required.

Yours sincerely

Ashley Wilson

ASSOCIATE
110117 Le100920 Existing Press Bullding.doc

L2, 7| Armagh Street PO Box 2918 Christchurch  Phone 03 379 9088 Fax 03 379 9096 Email Info@lawisbradford com www.lewisbradford com
Mheenstown  Gamelneekeamieml PO Box 671 Quesnsiown Phone 03 442 9667 Fax 03 442 9665 Emeil info@lewisbradford.com www lewisbradford,.com
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From: Phil Marshall-Lee (CPL) [Phil.Marshall-Lee @ press.co.nz]
Sent: Monday, 20 September 2010 8:50 a.m.

To: Michael Doig

Cc: Nick Jennings

Subject: RE: Herltage Press Bullding - North East Wall

That's good news, thanks Mikel

Nick, please advise once it's ready today.

Cheers, Phil

From: Michael Dolg [mailto:m.dolg@ganellen.com]
Sent: Monday, 20 September 2010 8:42 a.m.

To: Phll Marshall-Lee {CPL)

Cc! Nick Jennings

Subject: FW: Heritage Press Bullding - North East Wall

Morning Phil,
| hope you had a good weekend.

We met with Lewis Bradford on Saturday and inspected the interior and exterior of the north-eastern
wall {Avenues office). Whilst there is visible cracking they have deemed the structural Integrity to be
intact and have created various monitoring points to check for further deterioration.

Nick will be relining the wall and putting the pinboards back up today, as soon as this is completed there
is nothing to prevent the Avenues team moving back Into that office.

If you have any questions please don’t hesitate to glve me a call.
Cheers,
Mike

From: LBA - Ashley Wllson [mallto:ashleyw@lewlsbradford.com]
Sent; Saturday, 18 September 2010 9:50 AM

To: Michael Dolg

Cc: Nick Jennings

Subject: Heritage Press Bullding - North East Wall

Michae!,
As discussed please find attached a letter following our inspection this moming.

Note this is dated for the first working day of next week (Monday 20th).

Regards

Ashley Wilson
Lewis Bradford Consulting Engineers
Level 2, 71 Armagh Street
PO Box 2918, Chrstchurch
Phone 03 379 9096 | Facsimile 03 379 8095
rd.

Job Name:
Job Number:

“IMPORTANT: This email is only intended to be read by the named recipient It may contain information that is
confidential, proprictaty or the subject of legal privilege. Ifyou ate not the intended recipient please notify the sender
immediately and delete this email. You may not use any infortnation contained in it. [egal privilege is nor waived
because you have read this email.”?

The information contained in this e-mail message and any accompanying files is
It is intended only for the addressee. If you are not Lhe intended recipient,

reliance, forwarding, printing or copying of this e-mall or any attached files
This e-mail is subject to copyright. No part of it should be reproduced, adapt
the written consent of the copyright owner. If you have received this e-mail i
immediately by return e-mail or telephone and delete all copies. Fairfax does

completeness of any information contained in this e-mail or attached files. In
therefore Fairfax does not accept legal responsibility for the contents of thi

18/08/2011
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Charlotte Leslie
From: Nick Jennings
Sent:  Thursday, 7 October 2010 5:05 p.m.
To: LBA - Ashley Wilson
Cc: Mitchell Blunden; Mario Evangelo; Michael Doig; Peter Maneas; Nick Kodos; LBA - Craig Lewis
Subject: Earthquake Report
HI Ash,

As per the our conversation, please provide a detailed report which includes the following items for all
Ganellen buildings:

1. Structural defects — all cracks to masonry/concrete/stonework but not limited to.

2. Specification — remedial actions to rectify these works.

3. Individual photos of all cracks/ defects.(This must include a drawing reference linking the
photos to the building)

Note: In summary we require a comprehensive package to tender with.

Asyou are aware the building is fully occupied and certain works may need to be completed outside of
working hours. i.e floors and ceilings.

As discussed the building 1 report will be fully completed by COB Wednesday 13.10.2010, please co-
ordinate with myself to determine the best time to inspect the building.

We understand that you have already completed a structural report including remediation works for
the New Press Building however this will need to be included in the report.

Regards,

Nick Jennings
SITE MANAGER

GANELLEN

BUGILY 90 BEXPTOHIENGE

150 Gloucester Street

PO Box 13574

Christchurch, New Zealand 8013
tel: +64 33773373

fax. +64 3 377 6450
n.jennings@oanellen.com

18/08/2011
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Charlotte Leslie

From: LBA - Geof Wllson [geofw @ lewlsbradford.com)]
Sent: Friday, 22 October 2010 8:54 a.m.

To: Michael Doig

Subject: Press Buildings 2, 3 & 7 Report

Attachments: 5 Press Buildings 2 3 7 - Appendix D.pdf; 1 Press Buildings 2 3 7 - Report.pdf; 2 Press
Bulldings 2 3 7 - Appendix A.pdf; 3 Press Buildings 2 3 7 - Appendix B.pdf; 4 Press Bulldings
2 37 - Appendix C.pdf

Hi Mike

Please find attached a PDF copy of our Structural Damage Report for The Press Buildings 2, 3 & 7.
2 x hardcopies will be on their way to you shortly.

Cheers

Kind Regards,

Geof Wilson

Lewis Bradford Consulting Engineers
Level 2, 71 Armagh Street
h

imile 03 379 8095

Job Name: Historic Press Building
Job Number: 110117

“IMPORTANT: ‘This email is only intended to be read by the named recipient. It may coatain information that is
confidential, proprietary ot the subject of legal privilege. If you are not the intended recipient please notify the sender
immediately and delete this email. You may not use any information contained in it. Legal privilege is not waived
because you have read this email.”

18/08/2011
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Charlotte Leslie

From: John Hare [JohnH @ holmesgroup.com]
Sent: Thursday, 4 November 2010 7:06 p.m.
To: Michael Doig

Subject: RE: The Press Building

Attachments: 111111ME0411.013.pdf
Thanks Michael

I have attached a very quick version of what | wanted to send through, but if you need more, call my
mobile, 021 663 313. | am out of town most of ton orrow, but otherwise available.

Cheers

John

From: Michael Doig [mailto:m.doig@ganellen.com]
Sent: Thursday, 4 November 2010 3:31 p.m.

To: John Hare

Subject: The Press Building

Hi John,

Thanks for your presentation this week, | found it hugely informative.

You indicated you were going to put together a proposal further detailing the NLTH method and benefits
in relation to our building.

For your information we are looking to instruct an engineer early next week thus it would be helpful if
you could send this to me asap.

Kind Regards,

Michael

Michael Doig

DEVELOPMENT AND BUSINESS DIRECTOR

NEW ZEALAND

i1, oM EXPERIENOE

150 Gloucester Street

PO Box 13574

Christchurch, New Zealand 8013
tel: +64(0)3 377 3373

fax: +64 (0)3 377 6450

mob: +64 (0)21 458 661
m.doig@ganellen.com
www.ganellen.com

sage and dential and

If you are dissemination,
this mess message in
mediately es of the message and attachments.

The Company takes no responsibility for any unauthorized attachments, or unintentionally transmitted
material (including viruses) sent by this email.

18/08/2011
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Charlotte Leslie

From: LBA - Craig Lewis [craigl@lewisbradford.com]
Sent: Monday, 8 November 2010 1:02 p.m.

To: Michael Doig

Subject: RE: Analysis Proposal

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Red

Attachments: 20101108125301355.pdf
Morning Mike,

Hope you had a good weekend.

Please find attached our proposal as requested. Original in tonights post. Let me know if you need
anything further or wish to discuss any aspects in greater detail.

Look forward to hearing from you.
Regards,
Craig

Lewis Bradford Consulting Engineers
Level 2, 71 Armagh Street

PO Box 2919, Christchurch

Phone 03 379 9096 | Facsimile 03 379 9095

www.lewisbradford.com

Job Name:
Job Number:

“IMPORTANT: This email is only intended to be read by the named recipient, It may contain information that is
confidential, proprietary or the subject of legal privilege. If you ate not the intended recipient please notify the sender
immediately and delete this email. You may not use any information contained in it. Legal privilege is not waived
because you have read this email.”

From: Michael Doig [mailto:m.doig@ganellen.com]
Sent: Friday, 5 November 2010 1:07 p.m.

To: LBA - Craig Lewis; 'LBA - Ashley Wilson'
Subject: RE: Analysis Proposal

That's fine Craig, please do make it Monday morning as | really want to start moving on this.

Cheers,
Mike

From: LBA - Craig Lewis [malilto:craigl@lewisbradford.com]
Sent: Friday, 5 November 2010 12:44 p.m.

To: Michael Doig; 'LBA - Ashiey Wilson'

Subject: RE: Analysis Proposal

Hi Mike,

Sorry but Ash and | haven't managed to get to this.

18/08/2011
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1 will do it over the weekend and get to you Monday morning if that is OK.
Regards,
Craig

Lewis Bradford Consulting Engineers
Level 2, 71 Armagh Street

PO Box 2919, Christchurch

Phone 03 378 90968 | Facsimile 03 379 9095
www.lewisbradford.com

Job Name:
Job Number:

“IMPORTANT: This email is only intended to be read by the named recipient. It may contain information that is
confidential, proprietaty ot the subject of legal privilege. If you are not the intended recipient please notify the sender
immediately and delete this cmail. You may not use any information contained in it. Legal privilege is not waived because
you have read this email.”

From: Michael Doig [mailto:m.doig@ganellen.com]
Sent: Thursday, 4 November 2010 11:04 a.m.

To: LBA - Ashley Wilson; LBA - Craig Lewis
Subject: Analysis Proposal

Morning Gents,

During our Monday meeting you indicated you would put down your proposal for analysis to understand the

structure of the Press Building, exisiting position in relation to Code, and recommendations to achieve the

67% Council target level.

Any chance | could receive this by tomorrow? We want to instruct this next week.
Feel free to call me if there are any prablems with this.

Thanks,
Mike

Michael Doig
DEVELOPMENT AND BUSINESS DIRECTOR
NEW ZEALAND

GANELLEN

BUILT ON EXPERIENCGCEH

150 Glaucester Street

PO Box 13574

Christchurch, New Zealand 8013
tel:  +64 (0)3377 3373

fax: +64 (0)3 377 6450

mob: +64 (0)21 458 661
m.dolg@ ganellen.com

www.ganellen.com
www.pressprecinct.com

18/08/2011
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Charlotte Leslie

From: Peter Maneas

Sent: Tuesday, 9 November 2010 5:04 p.m.

To: Michael Doig

Cc: Mario Evangelo; Nick Kodos; Nick Jennings; Mitchell Blunden; Christian Tonnius;
Christopher Ahern

Subject: Re: Ganellen Earthquake Claim

Tell Holmes to proceed. We can talk on the rest when I get back
Sent from my iPhone
On 08/11/2010, at 9:06 PM, “Michael Doig" <m.doig@ganellen.com> wrote:

> Pete,

>

> I tried to speak to you on your mobile this morning to get final direction on this
structural analysis. All the engineers have now come back with their recommendations
(attached) and I am keen to proceed on this.

vV Vv

In summary the proposals for analysis and workable solution appear to be as follows:

Homes Consulting $20,000 - $40,000

A rather broad range at this point but will be tightened into fixed
costs for analysis and modelling phase upon reqguest. This provided the
best evidence for being able to accurately predict the performance of
the building and providing a targeted low cost structural solution
should we wish/ be required to take it up to 67%. This price provides
for survey/testing, computer modelling and analysis and a workable
concept drawing that can be used as basis for construction
documentation

VVVVYyY

vV VVVVVYV

Lewis Bradford $20,000 - $30,000 Survey/Testing — Modelling, $35,000
$40,000 Design Documentation.

> Appears on par cost wise with Holmes, despite being a somewhat older torm ot
analysis technology. Great faith in their pitch is being put on their experience and
involvement with senior members of their organisation.

>

> Izzat AUD23,200 Survey/Testing (NZD30,000);
AUD38, 945 Analysis/ Recommendations (NZD50,000); Excludes Design / Documentation

> Significantly more expensive for method proposed. Work 1s not recognised in NZ thus
any recommendations would need to be peer reviewed here at additional cost before
being used for Council. Inherent issues with working with an international consultant
that can not readily access site.

>

>

> Recommendations

>

> T understand we are keen to get two opiniong on this to be sure that we are not
being required to strengthen beyond what is required. Holmes appear to possess the
most suitable IP for our structure that consistently demonstrates cost savings against
ETABS and static analysis models. Their analysis requires more detailed assessment of
the building fabric therefore I advise that we commission them to commence work on
survey/testing and then have Lewis Bradford access the results and peer review. Lewis
Bradford know the building well by now and despite having comparatively outmoded tools
their experience with the structure and location will work in our favour for a more
aggressive solution in line with our objectives.

>

> Are you happy for me to commission Holmes and Lewis Bradford? Alternatively you may
want to run with Holmes first and see what their analysis throws forth before
proceeding with LB to save c¢ $20,000.

>

Let me know how you wish to proceed.

Cheers,
MD

VVV VYV
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>

> From: Peter Maneas

> Sent: Tuesday, 9 November 2010 11:2S5 a.m.
> To: Michael Doig

> Cc: Mario Evangelo; Nick Kodos; Nick Jennings
> Subject: Re: Ganellen Earthquake Claim

>

> Ripper!

>

> Sent from my iPad

>

> On 09/11/2010, at 8:17 AM, "Michael Doig"

<m.doig@ganellen.com<mailto:m.doig@ganellen.com>> wrote:
> Hi Pete/ Mario,
>
> The first portion of our progress payment for earthquake works has come through, we
have now covered our costg incurred to date
>
Cheers,
Michael

>
>

>

>

>

> From: Leon Briggs [mailto:LBriggs@cl-nz.com]

> Sent: Monday, 8 November 2010 5:51 p.m.

> To: Michael Doig

> Cc: denis.sanders@fmrrisk.co.nz<mailto:denis.sanders@fmrrisk.co.nz>
> Subject: Re: RE: Ganellen Earthguake Claim

>
>
>
>
>

Hi

The policy is co-insured... 70% is with Chartis (the trading name of American Home
Assurance), 15% is with Allianz, and 15% is with NzI. The $100,625 will be $125,000
plus GST at 15%, times 70%. The other two 15% amounts will come through separately,
presumably shortly.

>

> Thanks

>

> Leon Briggs

> Executive General Adjuster

>

> Cunningham Lindsey

>

> mob: +64 21 879 788 | fax: +64 4 471 0638 |

> postal: PO Box 13 836, Wellington 6440

> physical: 120 Johnsonville Road, Johnsonville, Wellington
> email: lbriggs@cl-nz.com<mailto:lbriggs@cl-nz.com> | web:
> www.cunninghamlindsey.com P Please consider the environment before

\

printing this e-mail GAB Robins International has amalgamated with the Cunningham
Lindsey Group to create the world's largest loss adjusting group.

> We are trading under the Cunningham Lindsey banner. Please ask us if you would like
to know anything more about this change.

> Along with this change of name our email addresses have changed. Please update your
contact details.

<graycol.gif>Created: 08/11/2010 03:11 p.m,

<image00l.png>

<image002.png>

Created: 08/11/2010 03:11 p.m.

Sent by: Michael Doig
<m.doig@ganellen.com<mailto:m.doig@ganellen.com>> on 08/11/2010

>
>
>
>
>
>
>
>
>
>
>
>
>
> To: Leon Briggs <LBriggs@cl-nz.com<mailto:LBriggs@cl-nz.com>>

> cc: "denis.sanders@fmrrisk.co.nz<mailto:denis.sanders@fmrrigk.co.nz>"
> <denis.sanders@fmrrisk.co.nz<mailto:denis.sanders@fmrrisk.co.nz>>

2
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becc:
Subject: RE: Ganellen Earthquake Claim ClaimFlow Attachments

<image002.png>
<image002.png>
Contact with:
Insured

Email to the Insured will not update actions

Hi Leon,
I have observed the following deposit into our cheque account

04 Nov 2010 AMERICAN HOME 166200 EARTHQUAKE EARTHQUAKE C $100,625.00

VVVVVVVVVVVVVVYVYVVVVVVYV

T note that the this transfer is less than the $125,000 that was discussed
previously, however I assume that American Home is in fact a Chartis vehicle and they
have revised the progress payment amount?

\

Kind Regards,

Michael

From: Leon Briggs [mailto:LBriggs@cl-nz.com]
Sent: Thursday, 4 November 2010 9:16 p.m.
To: Michael Doig

Subject: Re: Ganellen Earthquake Claim

Yes I collected it this afternoon, and have the email file downloaded Thanks for
he update on the rents, glad it is resolved.

TV VVVVVVYVVYVY

-

I will go through the documents and email file and come
Regards,

Leon Briggs
Executive General Adjuster

Cunningham Lindsey

mob: +64 21 879 788 | fax: +64 4 471 0638 |

postal: PO Box 13 836, Wellington 6440

physical: 120 Johnsonville Road, Johnsonville, Wellington

email: lbriggs@cl-nz.com<mailto:lbriggs@cl-nz.com> | web:

www.cunninghamlindsey.com P Please consider the environment before

printing this e-mail GAB Robins International has amalgamated with the Cunningham
Lindsey Group to create the world's largest loss adjusting group.

> We are trading under the Cunningham Lindsey banner. Please ask us if you would like
to know anything more about this change.

> Along with this change of name our email addresses have changed. Tlease update your
contact details.

> [/mail2.box/0/d212327eb979301bcc2577d5001a7226/$FILE/STG60322/STG60322.gif?
OpenElement ]Created: 04/11/2010 03:13 p.m.

>

VVVYVVVVVVVVVVVY

<image003.jpg>

<image004. jpg>

Created: 04/11/2010 03:13 p.m.

Sent by: Michael Doig
<m.doig@ganellen.com<mailto:m.doig@ganellen.com>> on 04/11/2010

VVVVVVVVYVYVY

To: Leon Briggs <LBriggs@cl-nz.com<mailto:LBriggs@cl-nz.com>>

3
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cc:
ofolo
Subject: Ganellen Earthquake Claim

ClaimFlow Attachments:

<image004.jpg>

<image004.jpg>

Contact with:

Insured

Fmail to the Insured will not update actions

Hi Leon,

We have now received the architectural damage report for the
construction site 156-158 Gloucester Street, unfortunately I was
unable to put this onto your CD prior to your picking up the pack (I
assume you popped in and grabbed it?) but will send it to you via
mailbigfile.com<http://mailbigfile.com>

VVVVVYVVYVVVVVVVYVYVVVYVVYVVVVVVVVYVVYVY

Further good news I have agreed the rental abatement with Fairfax as per our
discussion and will exchange emails confirming that they will indemnify us against any
further claim until they move out of the building in March.

\

Kind Regards,
Michael

Michael Doig

DEVELOPMENT AND BUSINESS DIRECTOR

NEW ZEALAND
[/mail2.box/0/112137201379b0d5cc2577d1002cc8al/SFILE/STG52670/STG52670
.gif?0OpenElement]

150 Gloucester Street

PO Box 13574

Christchurch, New Zealand 8013

tel: +64 (0)3 377 3373

fax: +64 (0)3 377 6450

mob: +64 (0)21 458 661
m.doiglganellen.com<mailto:a.roberts@ganellen.com>
www.ganellen.com<http://www.ganellen.com/>
www.pressprecinct .com<http://www.pressprecinct.com/>
[/mail2.box/0/112137201379b0d5¢cc2577d1002¢cc8al/$FILE/STG35717/8TG35717
.gif?0OpenElement]<http://www.ganellen.com/>
<20102108125301355.pdf>

<111111ME0411.013 . pd£f>

<E4334-0-Q01.pdf>

VVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVYVVVYV
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Charlotte Leslie

From: John Hare [JohnH @ holmesgroup.com]
Sent: Thursday, 11 November 2010 12:08 p.m.
To: Michael Doig

Subject: HCG Proposal
Attachments: Press CoOFECOL1110.001.pdf
Hi Michael

| have spoken to Christian, who tells me that they have updated their drawings to a level that sounds like
it will be good enough for us to work from with a few check dimensions that we can run on site.

| have prepared a proposal (attached), based on that assumption, and with some complete guesswork on
the range of work that may ensue - note that this is something that we can firm up when we know what is
to be done, so is really only a placeholder, but we are happy fo fix the fee for the analysis phase.

Get back to me with any questions, otherwise, have a great Show weekend and | will talk next week. |
am out of town today, but on moblle, 021 663 313

Cheers

John

From: Michael Doig [mallto:m.doig@ganellen.com]
Sent: Wednesday, 10 November 2010 3:01 p.m.
To: John Hare

Subject:

Also speak to John Kavanagh

Michael Doig

DEVELOPMENT AND BUSINESS DIRECTOR
NEW ZEALAND

GANELLEN

150 Gloucester Street

PO Box 13574

Christchurch, New Zealand 8013
tel: +64(0)3 3773373

fax: +64 (0)3 377 6450

mob: +64 (0)21 458 661
m.doig@ganellen.com
www.ganellen.com

DISCLAIMER | This message and accompanying data may contaln information that is confidential and
subject to legal privilege. If you are not the intended recipient you are notified that any use, dissemination,
distribution or copying of this message or data is prohibited. If you have received this email message in
error, please notify us immediately and erase all copies of the message and attachments.

The Company takes no responsibility for any unauthorized attachments, or unintentionally transmitted
material (including viruses) sent by this emall.

18/08/2011



Charlotte Leslie

From: Nick Jennings

Sent: Monday, 15 November 2010 12:26 p.m.
To: Mitchell Blunden; Michael Dolg
Subject: FW:

Attachments: 20101115123139821.pdf

2010111512313982
1.pdf

————— Original Message

From: Peter Robertshaw [mailto:peterepr@xtra.co.nz]
Sent: Monday, 15 November 2010 12:22 p.m.

To: Nick Jennings
Subject: TFw:

Peter Robertshaw
Managing Director
0274357100

EPR Construction Ltd.
Ph 03 3892280

Fax 03 3892282

Po Box 32096
Christchuxrch 8147

————— Original Message

From: <copier@xtra.co.nz>
To: "peter" <peterepr@xtra.co.nz>

Sent: Monday, November 15, 2010 1:31 PM

VvV VY

This E-mail was sent from

"RNP912B37"

Scan Date: 15.11.2010 12:31:39 (+1200)
Queries to: copier@xtra.co.nz

(Aficio 2228C).

BUI.CAT032.0010.372
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Charlotte Leslie

From: Michael Doig

Sent: Thursday, 23 December 2010 1:08 p.m.

To: Peter Maneas; Mario Evangelo

Cc: Nick Jennings; Nick Jennings; Mitchell Blunden

Subject: FW: Press Company Interim report
Attachments: 105849MT2212.001.pdf; 105849RS2212.001.pdf
Gents,

Initial findings from Holmes Consulting attached.

Cheers,
MD

From: John Hare [mailto:JohnH@holmesgroup.com]
Sent: Thursday, 23 December 2010 12:39 p.m.

To: Michael Doig

Cc: Christian Tonnius; matt@planitassociates.co.nz
Subject: Press Company Interim report

Hi Michael
Attached is out interim report, and a testing brief.

The report has now picked up the additional runs we did overnight, with a few changes. Essentially, the
building as currently configured (ie without north wall window reinstatements) is good for 50% code. With
the windows fully reinstated, the strength drops, to around 33%. ie the building is not currently
earthquake prone, but would be close with the proposed changes, even if they do reinstate heritage.

Given the current rules on alterations, you would have no choice as a minimum but to add back the
strength that you have removed.

The better news is that the fix to get to 67% is not too different either way. So going into the cost
numbers | looked at yesterday - | figured about $160 on current rates (from recent work at the Arts
Centre) for the FRP fix to the shear reinforcing to the north wall brickwork, maybe a little more with
rocking enhancement added per our report.

The building is otherwise, so far, looking good apart from some minor details, including tying in of the
towet/oriel window at the southwest corner.

For Matt's benefit: the frp overlay solution ,assuming we go that way, is a relatively unintrusive retrofit,
The material is in the order of 1-2mm thick per layer, so the main implication is that we will have to plaster
the inside of the north wall, where we will apply it, assuming we go that way. Otherwise there will be
minimal impact form the structural works which will be primarily repair in kind.

Ret.rding overall cost of strengthening (excluding repairs), the total | mentioned of $500 to 750k for
retrofit looks comfortable, given the otherwise minimal extent of upgrade, on the basis of the material
property assumptions to date.

The testing spec is for your general information. We can get that underway early next year on your
behalf.

Merry Xmas
Regards,

John Hare
DIRECTOR

18/08/2011
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Holmes Consulting Group
PO Box 25355 | Christchurch 8144 _
Phone: +643 366 3366 | Fax: +643 379 2169

Email: johnh@ holmesgroup.com

DISCLAIMER | This message and accompanying data may contaln Information that is confidential and subject
to legal privilege. If you are not the intended recipient you are notified that any use, dissemination, distribution
or copying of this message or data is prohibited. If you have received this email message in error, please
notify us immediately and erase all coples of the message and attachments.

The Company takes no responsibility for any unauthorized attachments, or unintentionally transritted
material (including viruses) sent by this email.

18/08/2011
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Charlotte Leslie

From: Marlo Evangelo
Sent:  Sunday, 26 December 2010 1:12 p.m.

To: ‘johnh@holmesgroup.com'

Ce: Nick Jennings; Peter Maneas; Michael Doig
Subject: ecent Quake

John,

| trust you are well after the recent earthquake..

Once you receive this email could you please call our Site Manager Nick Jennings on his mobile (555
3099) as we have sustained some damage to The Press and surrounding buildings and dearly need an
engineer to walk through to ascertain the extent of structural damage.

My mobile number is +61 414 861505. You can call me at anytime.
Regards,

Mario Evangelo
CONTRACTS DIRECTOR

30 montague sireet
balmain nsw 2041

tel +61 205552444
fax +61 2 9555 5600

m.evangelo®ganellen.com
www.ganellen.com

18/08/2011
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inspector Initials N9 Date of Inspection (0.
Territorial Authority Christchurch City Time
Name
Short Name Type of Construction
Address [ Timberframe
[0 steetframe
GPS Co-ordinates Se o l:l Tiit-up concrete
Contact Name [ cConcrete frame
Contact Phone [ RCframewith masonry infill
Storeys at and above Below ground Primary Occupancy
ground level 4—-‘ level [T] Dwelling
(T;iil gross ﬂgc;la/rea {Oe) /@&‘ -ﬁﬁr [J  Other residential
No of residential Units O3 Public assembly
I:] School
Photo Taken Yes No ] Religious
Investigate the building for the conditions listed below:
Overall Hazards / Damage Minor/None  Moderate Severe
Coltapse, partial collapse, off foundation O IQ/
Building or storey leaning IZ( O
Wall ar ather structural damage | M|
Overhead falling hazard | 1 lj
e
Ground movement, settlement, slips % ] [
Neighbouring building hazard E{ D
Cther B/ O O

Choose a posting based on the evaluation and team judgement. Severe conditions affecting the whole building are grounds for an

BUI.CAT032.0010.376

MSston 4

Exteriar Only
Exterior and Interior

[J concrete shear wall
Unreinfarced masonry

1 Reinforced masonry

L1 Confined masonry

1 oOther:

E%ommerciall Offices

industrial

Heritage Listed
Other

]
|:| Government
O
U

Comments

UNSAFE posting. Localised Severe and overall Moderate conditions may require a RESTRICTED USE. Place INS

main entrance. Post all other placards at every significant entrance.

INSPECTED RESTRICTED USE
GREEN YELLOW
Record any restriction on use or entry:
Further Action Recommended:
Tickthe
gb?érri
Leve
3 other:
{3 other recommendations:
Estimated Overall Building Damage (Exclude Contents)
None ]
0-1 % O 31-60 % O
2410 % B/ 61-99 % O
11-30 % | 100 % [} D

Inspection 1D @st (Office Use Only)

Date & Time

UNSAFE
RED
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Christchurch /4
City Council

29 December 2010

32 Cathedral Square Limited
¢/- Ganellen Pty Limited

30 Montague Street
Balmain

Sydney N S W 2041
Australia

Dear Sir/Madam

Notices under the Building Act 2004 not to use or occupy your building and to repair your
building
32 Cathedral Square

The earthquake that struck Christchurch and the subsequent aftershocks have damaged many
buildings in the City, including your property. We recognise that this is an extremely difficult time for
you and we want to work with you to create a safe city.

Christchurch City Council staff are working hard to assess the buildings throughout the city to
determine whether or not they are dangerous buildings.

Your building has been identified as one that was damaged by the earthquake and is considered
dangerous. You need to be aware of the special government legislation that relates to your property.

Special legislation for Council to use for dangerous buildings

To assist the Council with its efforts following the earthquake special legislation has been enacted,
which has enhanced Council powers under the Building Act 2004 to dea! with dangerous buildings.

The primary aim of those powers is to keep people safe.

Steps the Council can take to achieve this aim include issuing notices to prevent people from using or
occupying a building or to allow restricted entry to a building. A notice can also require that repairs
must be carried out on a dangerous building within a certain time. This is extremely important if a
building is to be made safe, and to minimise the impact on other businesses close to the affected
property.

The Dangerous Building Notice issued for your building

The Council considers that your building is a dangerous building as defined in the Building Act, and
that it is necessary for notices to be issued to:

e Prevent use or occupation of your building (a section 124(1)(b) notice)
e Require you to reduce and remedy the danger to your building (a section 124(1)(c) notice)

These notices are enclosed and have also been placed on your building to wam of the danger, as
required by the Building Act. Please do not remove these notices as it is important the public and
building users know about the danger to help safeguard them.

The Council’s Building Recovery Office can help you

We recommend that you contact the Christchurch City Council Building Recovery Office (details
below) to discuss your building assessment or if the particulars on the notices need clarification.

Civic Offices, 53 Hereford Street, Christchurch 8011
PO Box 73013, Christchurch 8154

Phone: 03 941 8999, Facsimile: 03 941 5033
Email: info@ccc.govt.nz

www.ccc.govt.nz
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We also recommend that you talk to the Building Recovery Office before taking any steps to remedy
the danger, and to discuss any building consents or resource consents that may be required for the
work.

We realise the timeframes specified in the section 124(1)(c) notice may not be long enough to carry
out the repair work, and we are keen to work with you to identify if a longer period is required.

If you have not already done so, we recommend that you contact your insurers. You should also seek
structural engineering advice from a qualified structural engineer on how to remave the danger.

We appreciate your understanding in this matter.

CONTACT:

CCC Building Recovery Office

Ground floor Civic Offices

53 Hereford Street

Tel: 03 941 8999

Email: Buildingrecoveryoffice@ccc.govt.nz

James Clark
Team Leader Enforcement
inspections and Enforcement Unit

Encl
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N CHRISTCHURCH CITY COUNCIL

CHRISTCHURCH NOTICE

UNDER SECTION 124(1)(c), BUILDING ACT 2004
(as modified by the Canterbury Earthquake
(Building Act) Order 2010)

TO:

32 CATHEDRAL SQUARE LIMITED
c/- GANELLEN PTY LIMITED

30 MONTAGUE STREET

BALMAIN

SYDNEY N S W 2041

AUSTRALIA

THE BUILDING
Street Address: 32 CATHEDRAL SQUARE

Legal Description: SEC 698 TOWN CHRISTCHURCH
PARTICULARS

In accordance with s121(1)(a) or (c) of the Building Act 2004, this building is dangerous as a result of an earthquake which
occurred at the property on Saturday 4th September 2010, or as a result of aftershocks following that earthquake.

1. The building has been damaged, and there are structural defects to the building.

2. Councils records show — General brick cracking, including south facade. Neighbours parapet on east side - risk of
falling on Press.

TO REDUCE OR REMOVE THE DANGER YOU MUST:

A. Comply with any notice attached to the building prohibiting the use or occupation of the building, or restricting entry to
the building.

B. Keep persons away from the danger/risk in the building.
C. Carry out work on the building to remove the danger .

D. You must obtain a building consent to carry out any demolition, repairs or other work to remove the danger. Please
contact the Christchurch City Council Building Recovery Office by telephone on 941-8999, or by email at
buildingrecoveryoffice@ccc.govt.nz, or in person at the Ground Floor, Civic Offices, 53 Hereford Street, before
making your building consent application.

E. If urgent building work is necessary to save or protect life or health or prevent serious damage to property then you
' may be able to carry out that work without a building consent (see s41(1)(c) of the Building Act 2004) If, in reliance on
s41(1)(c), building work is carried out without a building consent having been obtained, the owner must, as soon as
practicable after completion of the building work, apply for a certificate of acceptance under s96 of the Building Act
2004.

F. If the building is a listed heritage building then council approval must be obtained for the work, whether or not
a building consent is required.

Work required by this notice must be carried out by 31 JANUARY 2011. If you believe you are unable to carry out
the work by that date please contact the Council's Building Recovery Office who will work with you on a solution
that may include agreeing on a new timeframe.

If the work is NOT carried out before 31 January 2011, or such other date agreed by the Council in writing, the
Council may carry out the work required and you will be liable for the costs of the work unless you apply within
5 days of the work being carried out to a District Court for relief from this obligation.

Signed for & on behalf of the Christchurch City Council W
Name: James Ciark
Paosition: Team Leader Enforcement

Date of issue: 29 December 2010
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Charlotte Leslie

From: John Hare [JohnH@holmesgroup.com]

Sent: Sunday, 26 December 2010 10:31 p.m.

To: Mario Evangelo

Cce: Nick Jennings; Peter Maneas; Michael Doig

Subject: Re: ecent Quake

Hi Nick

To confirm this afternoon's discussion:

- the damage to the building is different from previously. There was apparently more of an east-
west action this time and the shaking appeared to be quite different in nature. I am guessing more
short- period response, certainly how the shocks felt.

- the adjacent buildings appear to have had a significant effect - the new damage is primarily at
or above level three, above the level of Worcester Tower to the east and the adjacent Press
building to the north. There appears to be some pounding damage.

- the worst movement is at the east- west acting elements at level three, comprising the north
wall (10mm additional movement at the west side and new cracks at the east); the north wall of
the central stair ( significant plaster damage with possible bed joint sliding of the brickwork);
and the south wall ( further sliding and rocking of the piers at level three as well as lower down,
most at one)

- severe damage to adjacent Worcester Tower parapet at lightwell, threatening low level structure
and services. Fire Service were going to lower parapet but called off as not life safety hazard.

Building safety requires confirmation prior to full reoccupation. North wall east side should be
shored, recommend slim-shors in door openings adjacent cracked piers. This area curentlt
unoccupied at 2&3, so ok in any case.

South wall, please expose masonry behind lining to allow assessment- it appears Oamaru stone
outer column element may have moved independently and therefore may need pinning but if
brickwork ok, piers are safe. Stair should be ok, but loose plaster needs to be removed first.

New cracking to the tower is of concern long-term but not an immediate issue. A more thorough
external inspection will be required but needs either a cherry picker or swinging platform. In
meantime this area should remain cordoned.

Call me when the interior of the piers is available for inspection

Press have until Tuesday for decision to be made.

Provided there is no further significant activity over next 48 hours, expect no problems with
reoccupancy of space.

Any questions, call or text

Regards
John
Sent from my phone

On 26/12/2010, at 1:07 PM, "Mario Evangelo" <m.evangelo@ ganellen.com> wrote:

18/08/2011
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John,

1 trust you are well after the recent earthquake..

Once you receive this email could you please call our Site Manager Nick Jennings on
his mobile (555 3099) as we have sustained some damage to The Press and surrounding
buildings and dearly need an engineer to walk through to ascertain the extent of
structural damage.

My mobile number is +61 414 861505. You can call me at anytime.
Regards,

Marijo Evangelo
CONTRACTS DIRECTOR

30 montague street
balmain nsw 2041

tel +612 95552444
fax +61 29555 5600

m.evangelo@ganellen.com
www.ganellen.com

18/08/2011
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Charlotte Leslie
From: Michael Doig
Sent: Monday, 27 December 2010 5:44 p.m.
To: Andrew Boyle (CPL)
Cc: Mario Evangelo; Peter Maneas; 'Phil Marshall-Lee (CPL)'; Barry Appleby (CPL); Nick
Jennings; John Hare
Subject: Boxing Day Earthquake Damage
Attachments: Boxing Day Earthquake Structural inspection.pdf
Hi Andrew,

As requested | have summarised below the damage sustained to the various building’s tenanted by The
Press, as well as remediation steps to be undertaken prior to re-occupation.

32 Cathedral Square, The Press Building

Upon the request of our structural engineer, John Hare of Holmes Consulting, Ganellen have removed
wall linings in key areas to allow a more detailed inspection to be undertaken.
Damage has been recorded as follows:

1. Structural Damage to three brick piers on the South Wall.
Structural damage to two piers on the eastern end of the North Wall.
Diagonal shear failure of the central shear wall at level 3, compressing the fire escape door.
Moderate Cracking to the south-western tower above the roof level.
A portion of the brick parapet from the neighbouring property (Worcester Towers) has fallen
into the eastern lightwell and punched through the roof section, causing damage to mechanical
and hydraulic services.

aprhwN

Propping and shoring will be required for the damaged piers, unfortunately this will mean the
neighbouring windows will have to be removed to allow strapping and timber supports to be put in
place. The building will then need to be made weather-tight prior to The Press returning. We are
endeavouring to obtain a scissor lift to access the exterior walls, and these works will be completed as
soon as possible. Loose plaster will need to be removed from the central shear wall and we will need to
make the fire door functional again, however we have been informed that this area has settled and does
not require structural work to enable re-occupation. Similarly, the cracking to the tower will continue to
be monitored however no structural work is to be undertaken at this point in time.

This building has been red stickered by Council this afternoon restricting any further access to the
building until the above works have been undertaken. We were informed by Council that the Worcester
Towers / Britten owned building next door on Worcester Street has been also been issued with a red
sticker and must remove/fix their parapet asap to prevent any further damage to The Press Building and
to make the area below safe to repair damage to our roof section.

We believe these works will be completed prior to the 5t of January and the building fit for use from
that point. As you can appreciate obtaining labour, equipment and materials during this period can be
difficult, and we will keep you posted should we require an extension to complete these works. A copy
of the structural inspection notes from Holmes are attached for your reference.

Newspaper Sales Building — Building 7

The Parapet from the neighbouring building (Coachman’s) has fallen through the roof and into the
stairwell. Whilst damage is localised to that area, at least one roof truss has been destroyed and there is
further unstable rubble in the roof area. The remaining parapet will need to be removed before work
can be undertaken safely in that area. It would appear that there may be asbestos in the roof, if this is

18/08/2011
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the case we may be forced to remove the whole roof and replace with non-caustic material. We are seeking
further clarification however at this point this building should not be occupied.

Building 2 - Old Lithograph Building

There is presence of further cosmetic cracking but we have found no major damage that would prevent
immediate occupation on the ground, mezzanine and first floor. The top floor can not be used until the
restriction is lifted from The Press Building and access is returned for fire egress.

New Press Building

The earthquake has broken a significant number of glass panels that were shortly to be installed. We should

be in a position to advise of any delays to our delivery programme once all our trades return on the 5t of
January.

Rest assured the team at Ganellen are doing all we can to ensure your safe return to the respective
buildings. If you have any further questions please don’t hesitate to contact me.

Kind Regards,

Michael Doig
DEVELOPMENT AND BUSINESS DIRECTOR
NEW ZEALAND

GANELLEN

BUILY ON EXPERIENCE

150 Gloucester Strest

PO Box 13574
Chrristchurch, New Zealand
tel:  +64 (0)3 377 3373
fax: +64 (0)3 377 6450
mob: +64 (0)21 458 661

m.doiq @ ganellen.com
www.ganellen.com

18/08/2011
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From: John Hare [JohnH@holmesgroup.com)
Sent:  Wednesday, 20 Dacembar 2010 11:10 p.m,
To: Michael Dolg

Subject: Re: Boxing Day Eanhquake Damage

Hi Michael

[ will call tomorrow, bul

red plucard is a section |

building or purt of buildi

need to ook at what wor

tomotrow, sorry out of town today

Regards

John

Sent from my phone

On 29/12/2010, a1 4:24 PM, "Michael Doig" <p.dojg@gancllen.com> wrute:

Hi John,

Sorry to bother you (again!)

Please sec the mail below from Andrew Boyle GM of The Press. My reason for
initially not allowing them 1o oecupy the top Jevel of the old photolitho building (the
structure that adjoins The Press Building on the northern face) was that it utilises the
northern stairs of The Press Building us a firc egress point,

You may want to read my initial email below for buckground...

‘Thanks,

Michael

From: Andrew Boyle (CPL) [mailto: Andrew.Boyle @press.co.nz]
Senl: Wednesday, 29 December 2010 12:59 p.m.

To: Michael Doig

Cc: Nick Jennings

Subject: RE: Boxing Day Eurthquake Damage

Michael

Can you call me to discuss this please?

1 need (o understand more clearly why we can't use the 2nd floor of the old
photolitho building when we can use the ground floor and the first floor. This would
be immensely helpful space to us if we are delayed beyond 5 January (otherwise we
will need 1o move into the Novotel) and occupying that space docsn't present any
hazard from the Britten building parapel.

I ulso need to understand the progress that Is being made on the Britien building and
their plon, There is SFA poing on there at the moment.

Regards

18/08/2011
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Andrew

From: Michael Doig [mailto:m.doig @ganellen.com]

Sent: Monday, 27 December 2010 5:44 p.m.

To: Andrew Boyle (CPL)

Ce: Mario Evangelo; Peter Maneas; Phil Marshall-Lee (CPL); Barry Appleby (CPL); Nick Jennings; John Hare
Subject: Boxing Day Earthquake Damage

Hi Andrew,

As requested T have summarised below the damage sustained to the various building’s tenanted by The Press, as well as remediation steps to be
undertaken prior to re-occupation

32 Cathedral Square, The Press Building

Upon the request of our structural engineer, John Hare of Holmes Consulling, Ganellen have removed wall linings in key areas to allow a morc
detailed inspection to be undertaken.

Damage has been recorded as follows:

1. Structural Damage to three brick picts on the South Wall.

2. Structural damage to two piers on the eastern end of the North Wall,

3. Diagonal shear failure of the central shear wall at level 3, compressing the fire escape door.
4,  Moderate Cracking to the south-western tower above the roof level.

5. Avportion of the brick parapet from the neighbouring property (Worcester Towers) has fallen into the eastern lightwell and punched
through the roof section, causing damage to mechanical and hydraulic services.

Propping and shoring will be required for the damaged piers, unfortunately this will mean the neighbouring windows will have to be removed to
allow strapping and timber supports to be put in place. The building will then need to be made weather-tight prior to The Press refurning. We are
endeavouring to obtain a scissor lift to access the exterior walls, and these works will be completed as soon as possible. Loose plaster will need to
be removed from the central shear wall and we will need to make the fire door [unctional again, however we have been informed that this area
has settled and does not require structural work to enable re-occupation. Similarly, the cracking to the tower will continue to be monitored

however no structural work is to be undertaken at this point in time.

This building has been red stickered by Council this aftemoon restricting any further access to the building until the above works have been
undertaken. We were informed by Council that the Worcester Towers / Britten owned building next door on Worcester Street has been also been
issued with a red sticker and must remove/fix their parapet asap to prevent any further damage to The Press Building and to make the area below
safe to repair damage to our roof section.

We believe these works will be completed prior to the 5th of Jenuary and the building fit for use from that point. As you can appreciate obtaining
labour, equipment and materials during this period can be difficult, and we will keep you posted should we requite an extension to complete
these works, A copy of the structural inspection notes from Holmes are attached for your reference.

Newspaper Sales Building - Building 7

The Parapet [rom the neighbouting bujlding (Coachman’s) has fallen through the roof and into the stairwell, Whilst damage is localised to that
area, at least one roof truss has been destroyed and there is further unstable rubble in the roof area. The remaining parapet will need to be
removed before work can be undertaken safely in that area, It would appear that there may be asbestos in the roof, if this is the case we may be
forced to remove the whole roof and replace with non-caustic material. We are seeking further clarification however at this point this building
should not be occupied.

Building 2 - Old Lithograph Building

There is presence of further cosmetic cracking but we have found no major damage that would prevent immediate occupation on the ground,
mezzanine and first floor. The top floor can not be used until the restriction is lifted from The Press Building and access is returned for fire
epress.

18/08/2011
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New Press Bullding

‘The carthquake has broken a significant number of glass panels that were shortly (o be inswlled. We should be in a position to advise of any
delays to our delivery programme once all our trades return on the 5 of January.

Rest sssured the team ut Ganellen are doing all we can to ensure your sufe return to the respective buildings. I you have any further questions
please don’t hesitate to contact me,

Kind Regards,

Michael Doig

DEVELOPMENT AND BUSINESS DIRECTOR
NEW ZEALAND

<image001.jpg>

150 Gloucester Street

PO Box 13574
Christchurch, New Zealand 8013

The information contained in this e-mail message and any accampanying files is or may be confidential.

1t is lntended only for the addressee. If you are not the intended recipient, any use, dissemination,

reliance, forwardling, printing or copying of this e-mail or any attached tiles is unauthorlsed.

This e-mal) is subject to copyright. No part of it should be reproduced, adapred or communicated without

the written congent of the copyright owner. If you have received this e-mail In ervor please advise the sender
immediately by returp e-mail or telephone and delete all copies. Fairfax does not guarantee the accuracy or
completoness of any information contained in this e-mail or attached files. Internet communicatlons are not secure,

therefore Fairfax does not accept legal responsibility for the contente of this mepsage or attached files,

18/08/2011
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Charlotte Leslie

From: Nick Jennings

Sent: Friday, 7 January 2011 1:53 p.m.

To: Andrew Boyle (CPL)

Ce: Michael Doig

Subject: FW: Press Co. Inspection 06-01-11_8Site Report
Attachments: 110106_105849_Press Co. Site Report.pdf
Andrew,

Please see below and the attachment FYI.
Cheers

Nick !

From: Ben Dare [mailto:BenD@holmesgroup.com]

Sent: Friday, 7 January 2011 1:41 p.m.

To: Nick Jennings

Cc: Mitchell Blunden; John Hare

Subject: Press Co. Inspection 06-01-11_Site Report

Hi Nick,

Please find attached my site report covering the inspection completed yesterday.

If the additional securing works have been completed the immediate threat to the tenants of the building
will have been removed and it should be safe to occupy on Monday.

Regards,

Ben

18/08/2011
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Charlotte Leslie

From: Mario Evangelo

Sent: Tuesday, 11 January 2011 1:33 p.m.
To: Nick Jennings

Cc: Michael Doig; Peter Maneas
Subject: Council Earthquake Notice

Attachments: 20110111111850519.pdf
Nick,

Correspondence for your information and action.

Regards,

Mario Evangelo
CHIEF OPERATING OFFICER

BUILT ON EXPERIENCE
30 montague street
balmain nsw 2041

tel +61 2 9555 2444
fax +61 2 9555 5600

18/08/2011
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29 December 2010

32 Cathedral Square Limited
c/- Ganellen Pty Limited

30 Montague Street
Balmain

Sydney N S W 2041
Australia

Dear Sir/Madam

Notices under the Building Act 2004 not to use or occupy your bullding and to repair your
building

32 Cathedral Square
The earthquake tha t eftershocks have damaged many
buildings in the City that this is an extremely difficult ime for

you and we want to

Christchurch City Council staff are working hard to assess the buildings throughout the city to
determine whether or not they are dangerous buildings.

Your building has been identified as one that was damaged by the earthquake and is considered
dangerous. You need to be aware of the special government legislation that relates to your property.

Special legislation for Council to use for dangerous buildings

To assist the Council with its efforts following the earthquake special legislation has been enacted,
which has enhanced Council powers under the Building Act 2004 to deal with dangerous buildings.

The primary aim of those powers is to keep people safe.

Steps the Council can ple from using or
occupying & building o re that repairs

must be carried out on mportant if a

building is to be made safe, and to the affected

property.

The Dangerous Building Notice issued for your bullding 10 JAN 201

The Council considers that your building is a dangerous building as defined in the Building Act, and
that it is necessary for notices to be issued to:

« Prevent use or occupation of your building (a section 124(1)(b) notice)
e Require you to reduce and remedy the danger to your building (a section 124(1)(c) notice)

These notices are enclosed and have also been placed on your building to wam of the danger, as
required by the Building Act. Please do not remove these notices as it is important the public and
building users know about the danger to help safeguard them.

The Council's Building Recovery Office can heip you

We recommend that you contact the Christchurch City Council Building Recovery Office (details
below) to discuss your building assessment or if the particulars on the notices need clarification.

Civic Offlces, 53 Hereford Street, Christchurch 8011
PO Box 73013, Christchurch 81564

Phone: 03 941 8999, Facsimlle: 03 941 5033
Email: info@ccc.govt.nz

WWww.ccc.govt.nz
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We also recommend that you talk to the Building Recovery Office before taking any steps to remedy
the danger, and to discuss any building consents or resource consents that may be required for the
work.

We realise the timeframes specified in the section 124(1)(c) notice may not be long enough to carry
out the repair work, and we are keen to work with you to identify if a longer period is required.

If you have not already done so, we recommend that you contact your insurers. You should also seek
structural engineering advice from a qualified structural engineer on how to remove the danger.

We appreciate your understanding in this matter.

CONTACT:

CCC Building Recovery Office

Ground floor Civic Offices

53 Hereford Street

Tel: 03 941 8999

Email: Bulldingrecoveryoffi cce.govi.

Yours faithfully

James Clark
Team Leader Enforcement
Inspections and Enforcement Unit
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CHRISTCHURCH CITY COUNCIL

-y
CHRISTCHURCH NOTICE
UNDER SECTION 124(1)(c), BUILDING ACT 2004

(as modified by the Canterbury Earthquake
(Building Act) Order 2010)

TO:
32 CATHEDRAL SQUARE LIMITED
c/- GANELLEN PTY LIMITED

30 MONTAGUE STREET
BALMAIN
SYDNEY N S W 2041
AUSTRALIA
THE BUILDING
Street Address: 32 CATHEDRAL SQUARE
SEC 698 TOWN
PARTICULARS
In s or Act 2004, asa an which
occurred at the property on 4th September 2010, or as a result of aftershocks following that

1. The building has been damaged, and there are structural defects to the building.

2. Councils records show — General brick cracking, including south fagade. Neighbours parapet on east side — risk of
falling on Press.

TO REDUCE OR REMOVE THE DANGER YOU MUST:

A. Comply with any notice attached to the building prehibiting the use or occupation of the building, or restricting entry to
the building.

B. Keep persons away from the danger/risk in the building.
C. Carry out work on the building to remove the danger .

D. You must obtain a building consent to carry out any demolition, repairs or other work to remove the danger. Please
contact the Christchurch City Council Building Recovery Office by telephone on 941-8989, or by email at
buildingrecoveryoffice@cce.govt.nz, or in person at the Ground Floor, Civic Offices, 53 Hereford Street, before

making your building consent application.

E. If urgent building work s necessary to save or protect life or health or prevent serious damage to property then you
may be able to carry out that work without a building consent (see s41(1)(c) of the Building Act 2004). If, in reliance on
s41(1)(c), bullding work is carried out without a building consent having been obtained, the owner must, as soon as
practicable after completion of the building work, apply for a certificate of acceptance under s96 of the Building Act
2004.

F. If the bullding is a listed heritage building then council approval must be obtalned for the work, whether or not
a building consent is required.

Work must be Ky you are to
the work by that date please contact the Council's Recovery who will work with youon a
that may include agreeing on a new timeframe.

If the work is NOT carried out before 31 January 2011 or such other date agreed by the Council In writing, the
Council may carry out the work required of the work unless you apply within
5 of the work outtoa

Signed for & on behalf of the Christchurch City Council:

Name: James Clark
Position; Team Leader Enforcement

Date of issue: 29 December 2010
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Charlotte Leslie

From: Nick Jennings

Sent: Wednesday, 12 January 2011 9:05 a.m.

To: Michael Doig

Subject: FW: Press Co. Site Inspections - Holmes Consulting Group Reports
Attachments: 105849 _SR_1_27Dec10.pdf; 105849_SR_2_7Jan11.pdf

fyi

From: Heather Devlin [mailto:HeatherD@holmesgroup.com]

Sent: Wednesday, 12 January 2011 9:00 a.m.

To: Nick Jennings

Subject: Press Co. Site Inspections - Holmes Consulting Group Reports

Hi there Nick,

As promised, please find attached our two typed up site reports following our recent inspections of the
Press building.

Regards,

Heather Devlin
ADMINISTRATION MANAGER

Holmes Consulting Group

PO Box 25355 | Christchurch 8144

Phone: +643 366 3366 | DDI: +643 363 2163 | Fax: +643 379 2169 | Mobile: +6427 473 1838
Email: HeatherD @ Holmesgroup.com

Web: www.holmesgroup.com

DISCLAIMER [ This message and accompanying data may contain information that is confidential and
subject to legal privilege. If you are not the intended recipient you are notified that any use, dissemination,
distribution or copying of this message or data is prohibited. If you have received this email message in
error, please notify us immediately and erase all copies of the message and attachments.

The Company takes no responsibility for any unauthorized attachments, or unintentionally transmitted
material (including viruses) sent by this email.

18/08/2011
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T z
c Project Name Press Co. q
3 [
m ~
0 Project No: 105849 =
& o) :
o SR. No: 1 SITE REPORT °
Pl 0
= <
«3) Date: 27 December 2010 z
o Z
a Reviewed By: John Hare o]
C z
O m
Work Reviewed
Christchurch
Post EQ inspection.
Telephone
Observations & Comments 64 3 366 3366
1. Major damage at:- Focsimile

»  South wall, mostly at levels 2 and 3. Diagonal shear failures in brick piers.
64 3 379 2169

» Central stairwell at level 3. Diagonal shear failure, compressing fire escape door
running across to sliding shear at approximately 400mm below level 3. Internet

»  Notth wall, piers cracked at east end and piers at west end have moved another www.holmesgroup.com
10mm on previous cracks.

2. Moderate cracking to towet above roof level and in walls below.
Level 5
3. Propping and shoting required to south wall. Remove windows adjacent to piets and
profile cut timber packing to shape of stone. Tie around piers with 4-2.5 t straps. Prop 123 Vidtoria Street

adjacent from spandrel below to spandrel above, (Refer below detail).

, . PO Box 25355
For two central piers of south wall and east end pier of the north wall.

Christchurch 8144

New Zealand

- 3—; Offices in

z \:
e Auckland
1 -
Hamillon
— e

b > = Wellington

Queenstown

(T-005%)
San Francisco

Copies to:
Nick Jennings, Ganellen (n.jennings@ganellen.com)
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Page 2

4. Similar shoring required to north wall at east end.
5. Neighbour (Worcester Tower) to be advised to lower parapets at light well.
6. At stairwell, ease door to enable access and remove loose plaster on wall.
Report Prepared By:
-t

-
pp-
John Hare
DIRECTOR

1058495R1101.001.doc



BUI.CAT032.0010.396

L

% Project Nome Press Co.

& Project No: 105849

S ol

o S.R. No: 2 SITE REPORT
= m

: .
% Dale: 7 Jonuory 2011

a Reviewed By: Ben Dare

[
©

Work Reviewed

»  Follow up assessment of securing works following the 26" December 2010 and subsequent

aftershocks.

Observations & Comments:

>

Securing works to south wall have been completed as per John Hare’s site report of 27
December 2010.

North wall strengthening to pillar and building corner as per John Hare’s site report.
Stairwell loose plaster has been removed as per John Hare’s site report.

Collapsed parapet into central atrium from adjacent building. Remaining loose sections of
patapet to be removed down to roof level and temporary waterproofing installed. Notify
building owner of works required to be completed. Also noted that the concrete lintel beam
at the window head has sustained a series of moderate sized cracks and should be inspected
further.

Once the above works have been completed, the building will be safe to occupy. We have
been informed by Nick Jennings of Ganellen that this has been done (7% Jan 2011).

Report Prepared By:

Ben Dare
PROJECT ENGINEER

105849SR1101,002.dec

Copies to:
Nick Jennings, Ganellen (n.jennings@ganellen.com)
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P
Project Name Press Co. g
Project No: 105849 =
e z
SR. No: 4 SITE REPORT °
Date: 20 January 2011 N
Reviewed By: John Hare &
z
Woik Reviewed: Christchurch
Further damage inspection post 20 January RM 5.1 event. Telephone

64 3 366 3366
Observations & Commenls:
Facsimile
1. Piers at north end of lightwell and north wall third floor have moved furthet. Up to

15mm movement estimated for northeast corner and north end of lightwell adjacent to 64 3379 2169

toilet.
2. For north wall of lightwell, ties ate tequited ~ 20mm galvanised threaded rod with Internet
100x100x10 end plate washers required. Sketch to follow today. 3 off per peir. Also on
nottheast corner piet — 4 off. www.holmesgroup.cor
Level 5
Report Prepared By:
123 Vicleria Street
PO Box 25355
Chrisichurch 8144
DIRECTOR
New Zealand
105849SR2001.004.doc
Offices in
Auckland
Hamilton
Wallington
Queensiown
Son Francisco
Copies lo:

Nick Jennings, Ganellen (n.jennings@ganellen.com)
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Charlotte Leslie

From: Ben Dare [BenD @holmesgroup.com]
Sent: Wednesday, 12 January 2011 9:44 a.m.
To: 'Buildingrecoveryoffice @ ccc.govt.nz'
Cc: Nick Jennings; Richard Sevllle

Subject: Press Building - 32 Cathedral Square: EQ Occupation Certificate
Attachments: 110112_105849_Press Co. EQ Occupation certificate.pdf
Attention: James Clark

Hi James,

Following the aftershock of 26/12/10 Holmes Consulting Group have completed a detailed assessment of
the Press Building at 32 Cathedral Square. We have identified all potentially dangerous features and have
instructed that they either be secured or remaved to ensure that the structural integrity and performance
of the building has been restored to at least the condition that existed prior to the earthquake of 26
December 2010. The specified works have subsequently been completed by Ganellen Property Ltd.

Please find attached a copy of our Earthquake Occupation Certificate.

Based on this we believe that the building is how secure and safe to re-occupy and that the existing red
safety notice can be removed.

I will call shortly to discuss.

Regards,

Ben Dare
PROJECT ENGINEER

Holmes Consulting Group

PO Box 1266 | Queenstown

Phone: +643 441 3055 | Fax: +644 471 2336| Mobile: +64 21 2742077

Email: HYPERLINK "blocked::mailto:bend @ holmesgroup.com"bend @ holmesgroup.com

DISCLAIMER | This message and accompanying data may contain information that is confidential and
subject to legal privilege. If you are not the intended recipient you are notified that any use, dissemination,
distribution or copying of this message or data is prohibited. If you have received this email message in
error, please notify us immediately and erase all coples of the message and attachments.

The Company takes no responsibility for any unauthorized attachments, or unintentionally transmitted
material (including viruses) sent by this email.

18/08/2011
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Charlotte Leslie

From Ben Dare [BenD @ holmesgroup.com}
Sent: Wednesday, 12 January 2011 2:40 p.m.
To: Nick Jennings

Cc: Richard Seville

Subject: FW: Press Building - Dynamic IP detected
Hi Nick,

Please refer the email below from CCC regarding the removal of the 8124 notice

Regards,

Ben Dare
PROJECT ENGINEER

Holmes Consulting Group

PO Box 1266 | Queenstown

Phone: +643 441 3055 | Fax: +644 471 2336| Mobile: +64 21 2742077
Email: bend@holmesgroup.com

————— Original Message--—---

From: Bronner, Laura [mailto:Laura.Bronner@ccc.govt.nz]
Sent: Wednesday, 12 January 2011 2:37 p.m.

To: CDRescue

Cc: Ben Dare

Subject: Press Building

Hi Ben,

Thank you for sending in the report for 32 Cathedral Square. Please be advised that
the building is now safe for occupancy. Any placards can be removed and business can
resume. Please advise the owner.

Kind Regards,

Laura Bronner

Building Recovery

Christchurch City Council

53 Hereford Street, Christchurch 8011
PO Box 73014, Christchurch 8154
Phone: (03) 941 5481

E-mail: Laura.Bronner@ccc.govt.nz
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This electronic email and any files transmitted with it are intended solely for the
use of the individual or entity to whom they are addressed.

The views expressed in this message are those of the individual sender and may not
necessarily reflect the views of the Christchurch City Council.

If you are not the correct recipient of this email please advise the sender and
delete.

Christchurch City Council

http://www.ccc.govt.nz
P e R R R R R R R R R R P E T R R R R R RS R R R R LRSS RS R R ]

DISCLAIMER | This message and accompanying data may contain information that is
confidential and subject to legal privilege. If you are not the intended recipient you
are notified that any use, dissemination, distribution or copying of this message or
data is prohibited. If you have received this email message in error, please notify us

1
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immediately and erase all copies of the message and attachments.

The Company takes no responsibility for any unauthorized attachments, or
unintentionally transmitted material (including viruses) sent by this email.
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Charlotte Leslie

From: Michael Doig

Sent: Friday, 21 January 2011 9:05 p.m.
To: Nick Jennings

Subject: Fwd: Remedial work to piers

Attachments: SK_2101_1.pdf; ATT00001..htm; SK_2101_2.pdf; ATT00002..htm

Hi mate,

Some

more detail from John regarding emergency works required.

Cheers,

md

Sent from my iPad

Begin

forwarded message:

From: John Hare <JohnH @holmesgroup.com>
Date: 21 January 2011 5:35:56 PM AEDT

To: Michael Doig <m.doig@ganellen.com>
Subject: Remedial work to piers

Hi Michael
As discussed, here are a couple of sketches of the piers.

| need to follow up with a specification for the grout, which | will do Monday

Regards,

John Hare
DIRECTOR

Holmes Consulting Group
PO Box 25355 | Christchurch 8144
Phone: +643 366 3366 | Fax: +643 379 2169

Email: johnh@holmesgroup.com

DISCLAIMER | This message and accompanying data may contain information that is
confidential and subject to legal privilege. If you are not the intended recipient you are
notified that any use, dissemination, distribution or copying of this message or data is
prohibited. If you have received this email message in error, please notify us immediately
and erase all copies of the message and attachments.

The Company takes no responsibility for any unauthorized attachments, or unintentionally
transmitted material (including viruses) sent by this email.

18/08/2011
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Project Name: .. Press Co
Project No: .. .. 105849
Cales By: ... ...HJH

Dafe: ..o .. 21/01/2011
Skeich No: .. ... Sk-2101/1

Remedial work to north wall of lightwell at level 3

BUI.CAT032.0010.402

SKETCH

Seal and grout
cracks in
conjunction with
grouting of
threaded rod.
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Project Name: ..... Press Co
Project No: ......... 105848
Cales By: oeveiornee HJH

DOt vurerieeinre 21/01/2011
Sketch No: .......... Sk-2101/2

Remedial work to north-east corner pier at level 3

Similar to Sk-2101/1 unless noted otherwise

BUI.CAT032.0010.403

SKETCH

4-M20 galv threaded
as north wall of





