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L. Attachments 

Attachments should only be used if: 

• You are answering a specific question and providing a report e.g. Environmental 

Impact Assessment. 

• There is not enough space on the form to finish your answer. 

• You have additional information that supports your answer.   

• You wish to make an additional request of DOC regarding the application.  

Label each document clearly and complete the table below.  

 

 

 

 

Section of the 

application form 

the attachment 

relates to: 

 

Document title 

 

Document Format 

 

Description 

E  2. Property Title .tiff Record of Title 

under Land transfer 

Act 2017 Freehold 

E 2. Arial map of property: 

authorised and 

unauthorised items 

located in SFR 

pdf Arial map with mark 

ups notated to show 

the location of the 

four unauthorised 

items 

E 2.  Reference photos pdf 

 

 

 

 

Photos to show the 

four items plus view 

from the water. 

K : Effects on the 

visual composition 
of the landscape.  

 

Double Cove property 

image 

JPG Image taken from 

the water showing 

foreshore adjacent to 

the private property 

(refer attached arial 

map for Boundary) 
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If I need some help, where do I get more information?  
• Check DOC’s SFR Licences/Concessions3 and Access structures on SFR4 webpages. 

• DOC recommends that the applicant contact the Waitohi/Picton District Office to discuss 
the application and arrange a pre-application meeting (either face to face or over the 
phone) prior to filling in this form. Phone +64 3 520 3002. Email picton@doc.govt.nz 

• It is also recommended that you seek legal advice for guidance when completing this form.  

Have you considered DOC’s statutory planning documents?  
Your building or structure must not be inconsistent with DOC’s relevant statutory planning 
documents5 as they set out how DOC and our Treaty partners manage public conservation 
land. Statutory planning documents can have a direct impact on your application, for example 
they may set the specific track limitations and vegetation clearance.  

Book a pre-application meeting with DOC staff if you require assistance with navigating DOC’s 
statutory planning documents.  

How do I submit my application?  
Email your completed application and any other attachments to: permissions@doc.govt.nz  

What happens next?  
Once received, your application will be assessed by DOC. If your application is complete, DOC 
will begin processing.  

If your application is incomplete, it will be returned to you with a request for more information.  

Why does DOC ask for this information?  
The questions in this application form are designed to cover the requirements set out in DOC’s 
conservation legislation. DOC will not use this information for any other reason not related to 
that purpose. Your answers allow us to assess:  

• The effects of your encroachment and your proposed methods to avoid, remedy or 
mitigate any adverse effects of the activity. 

• Your creditworthiness – a factor in determining whether DOC should extend credit to 
you and set up a DOC customer accounts receivable credit account for cost recovery.  
To make this assessment DOC will supply your information to a credit checking 
agency.  

 
Note: Personal information will be managed by DOC confidentially. For further information 
check DOC’s privacy and security statements6.  

Information collected by DOC may be supplied to a debt collection agency in the event of non-
payment of payable fees.  

  

 
3 https://www.doc.govt.nz/get-involved/apply-for-permits/individuals/sounds-foreshore-reserve-licences-and-concessions/  
4 https://www.doc.govt.nz/get-involved/apply-for-permits/individuals/access-structures-on-the-sounds-foreshore-reserve/  
5 https://www.doc.govt.nz/about-us/our-policies-and-plans/statutory-plans/  
6 https://www.doc.govt.nz/footer-links/privacy-and-security/  
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Treaty Partner consultation  
DOC has a responsibility to give effect to the principles of the Treaty of Waitangi in all areas 
of our work and may consult with our Treaty Partners about your application. More information 
can be found on the DOC website on our iwi/hapū/whānau consultation7.  

Contact your local DOC office8 if you require further information about consultation.  

What fees will I pay?  
You will be charged a processing fee for this application, regardless of whether your 
application is granted or not. If your application is granted, you may be required to pay annual 
activity and management fees.  

DOC will send you a cost estimate of the processing fee once your application has been 
accepted. If further charges are likely to be incurred, DOC will provide you with a revised 
estimate.  

DOC will invoice your processing fees after your application has been considered. If your 
application is large or complex, DOC may undertake billing at intervals periodically during 
processing until a decision is made. If you withdraw your application DOC will invoice you for 
the costs incurred up to the point of your withdrawal.  

Your application will set up a credit account with DOC. See the checklist at the end of the 
form for the terms and conditions you need to accept for a DOC credit account.  

In addition, if you are granted a licence over public conservation land you may also be required 
to pay a bond, insurance, monitoring fees and ongoing activity fees9 and management fees.  

Bond  
A bond may be required to ensure compliance with the conditions of a Sounds Foreshore 
Reserve permit or licence. The amount of the bond will be set at an appropriate level to 
recognise potential costs. The bond may be an unconditional on-demand surety bond or a 
cash bond held in trust and refunded (with any interest) at the conclusion of the building activity 
or called upon to ensure compliance with the conditions of the permit or licence.  

Will my application be publicly notified?  
Your application will be publicly notified if:  

• It is a license with a term of more than 10 years. 
• It is a lease. 
• After having regard to the effects of the activity, DOC considers it appropriate to do so.  

Public notification will increase the time and cost of processing your application.  

What does DOC require if my application is approved?  
If your application is approved DOC requires insurance to indemnify the Minister of 
Conservation against any claims or liabilities arising from your occupation and/or activities on 
SFR. The level of insurance cover will depend on the activity.  

Note: DOC/Minister can vary the concession if the information on which the concession was 
granted contained material inaccuracies. DOC may also recover any costs incurred.  

 
7 https://www.doc.govt.nz/get-involved/apply-for-permits/iwi-consultation/  
8 https://www.doc.govt.nz/footer-links/contact-us/office-by-name/  
9 https://www.doc.govt.nz/get-involved/apply-for-permits/managing-your-concession/ongoing-concession-fees/  
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 Retaining wall <1.5m  Retaining wall >1.5m Seawall  
 Septic system   Shed   Shelter  
 Slipway    Staircase  Step risers 
 Tramway/Trolley  Water tank   
 
Other: As per exiting application 96065-OTH 
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            Figure 6: Investigation Location Plan 

 

  

 In addition to characterising the ground conditions by intrusive testing, we observed the material 

exposed in the landslide scarp as well as track cuts (cut slopes) and cuts around the dwelling.  

• The depth to intact bedrock is not great enough that it is a factor in in the design for new 

retaining walls or assessment of shallow slope stability within the site. 

• Our observation of near surface soils (ancient/historic landslide debris) is generally 

consistent with the GNS description, which is primarily as small rock fragments within a 

soil matrix. We did observe bedrock around the rear of the building and access track cut 

faces.  

• In the area of the August 2022 landslide, the rock fragments are entirely supported within 

a cohesive, silty to clayey soil matrix. The fragments are very weak, crumbling with a 

moderate blow from a hammer and easily peeled with a knife, and highly to completely 

weathered. The typical size range of the rock fragments observed within the site varies 

from around 10 mm to 100 mm (gravel to cobble).  

• There are numerous boulders greater typically smaller than 1.0 m in diameter along the 

foreshore. These are likely stronger bedrock fragments that resisted breakdown as they 

transported downslope in previous landslides, and are atypical to the rock material we 
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observed in the area of the dwelling or the track leading to it. The boulders are largely to 

the south west of the building indicating instability in the southern part of the property. 

• It is reasonable to assume that the groundwater level varies seasonally. We did not 

encounter ground water at the time of our investigation, indicating that the soil drainage 

allows for the groundwater to be greater than 4 m deep during portions of the year.  

 We measured the rock exposure within the track cut face and this indicated the rock dipping at 50 

degrees to northwest (54 degrees), which is unfavourable for the northwest facing slope and likely 

the reason for the shallow slope failure.  

 We considered deep testing using a rig brought to site by barge to confirm the soil and bedrock 

characteristics, but given the cost of such investigations (in the order of $50,000), this investigation, 

whilst lowering the risk and confirming the design parameters is not feasible on such a small 

project. 

 

 Slope Stability Analysis 

 Based on the size and shape of the August 2022 landslide deposit, it is our opinion the failure likely 

occurred due to rainfall infiltration increasing the weight of near surface soils as well as a localised 

reduction of the soil’s shear strength due to groundwater seepage forces. This is a failure 

mechanism explained by groundwater movement, rather than a failure simply occurring due to 

elevated groundwater levels.  

 We estimate that granular material (fine-grain sand and clastic rock fragments) make up around 35 

to 50 % of the soil content. However, the matrix appears to be dominated by fine-grained soil 

behaviour, similar to a clayey silt with low to moderate plasticity. This soil has a low but sufficient 

value of cohesion such that near vertical slopes on the order of 1 to 2 m tall are marginally stable 

for several years, if not decades, based on our observations at the site and in the general area. 

Based on formula for the critical height of an unsupported slope in cohesive material, we estimate 

the cohesion value to be on the order of 4 to 8 kPa. 

 Based on the average regional slope gradient of this area (ignoring slope breaks and locally 

short/steep slopes), we estimate the friction angle of the near surface slide debris to be 

approximately 21 to 24 degrees. 
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 Retaining Wall Design Parameters  

 We propose that a new retaining wall is constructed to support the soil slope immediately below 

the existing building. The purpose of the new retaining wall is to secure the paved area in front of 

the building and to reduce the likelihood of future shallow failures at this location form impacting 

the building.  

 The new retaining wall is not designed nor intended to increase the stability of the wider slope area 

and any deep-seated landslide that may affect the property. The new retaining wall will be installed 

on and tied into the underlying bedrock. 

 The new wall location should be established by site survey, to confirm the location does not 

encroach onto neighbouring properties and to establish stakes for the contractor to use for their 

layout. 

 The wall may be designed to retain up to 2.5  m of soil, the wall height allows for approximately 2m 

of horizontal offset between the wall and house.  

 We recommend that the retained height is less than 2.5 m tall, and built using H5 treated 350 SED 

poles installed on a 1.2 m centre to centre spacing with 600 mm or larger diameter auger hole with 

a minimum embedment of 4.0 m drilled into the underlying bedrock as inspected and approved by 

the geotechnical engineer during construction. The wall is to be battered (sloped back from 

vertical) by up to 10 degrees.  

Figure 7: Proposed Replacement Wall Layout                     
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Ref: 2388 Date: Page:

Blows Depth mm/blow Blows Depth mm/blow Blows Depth mm/blow Blows Depth mm/blow

st 200 st 200 st 650 st 200

2 250 25 1 250 50 1 800 150 2 250 25

4 300 13 1 300 50 1 900 100 2 300 25

10 350 5 1 350 50 1 950 50 1 350 50

12 400 4 1 400 50 1 1000 50 1 400 50

1 450 50 2 1050 25 1 450 50

1 500 50 4 1100 13 2 500 25

1 550 50 2 1150 25 1 550 50

Blows Depth mm/blow 1 600 50 2 1200 25 1 600 50

st 200 1 650 50 2 1250 25 2 650 25

3 250 17 1 700 50 4 1300 13 1 700 50

5 300 10 1 750 50 2 1350 25 2 750 25

5 350 10 1 800 50 4 1400 13 2 800 25

4 400 13 1 850 50 3 1450 17 4 850 13

4 450 13 2 900 25 2 1500 25 4 900 13

7 500 7 2 950 25 2 1550 25 2 950 25

9 550 6 2 1000 25 2 1600 25 2 1000 25

7 600 7 3 1050 17 5 1650 10 4 1050 13

6 650 8 2 1100 25 5 1700 10 7 1100 7

4 700 13 3 1150 17 1 1750 50

7 750 7 2 1200 25 20 1800 3

8 800 6 3 1250 17

17 850 3 12 1300 4

Blows Depth mm/blow

st 250

2 300 25

2 350 25

1 400 50

3 450 17

5 500 10

5 550 10

6 600 8

4 650 13

3 700 17

3 750 17

6 800 8

Notes:

5/07/2024 1 of 1

Scala Penetrometer Testing

Test 1 Test 3

Test 2

Bouncing

Bouncing

Bouncing

Test 4

Bouncing

Test 5 Test 6

Bouncing

Bouncing

Project: Retaining Wall - Landslide 

Client: Manthel

Location: Double Cove 
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Appendix B – Retaining Wall Drawings 
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