MARINE RECREATION CENTRE

AEE Addendum

Kainga Ora

TO: Michael Treacy HG PROJECT NO: 1020-143449-01
FROM: Sam Benson & Nick Grala DATE: 24 ]July 2020

1.0 INTRODUCTION

This is an addendum to the Assessment of Environmental Effects submitted with Resource Consent
(Council Reference: BUN60349871). This addendum addresses elements of the resource consent that were
either missed in the original application or have changed through the Section 92 process. This addendum
also includes responses to the annotated S92 response dated 25-05-20 received from Auckland Council.

2.0 CHANGES TO THE APPLICATION

The original application relied on using a loading bay that was original planned (through a separate
subdivision process) on the outside edge of roundabout at the end of Launch Road. Through this separate
process, the loading bay is now no longer going to be provided at the end of this roundabout.

The applicant therefore proposes to convert the western-most three parallel car parking spaces into a P5
loading bay which will provide an adequate area for users of the MRC building to undertake drop offs and
pickups (see Figure 1 below).

We understand that Panuku will be vesting the road with Auckland Transport before the end of 2020,
which means that it will be a public road by the time this resource consent is ready to be implemented.
This will enable the applicant to go through the standard AT process to undertake the changes when it
comes time to implement the consent.

FIGURE 1 - INDICATIVE LOCATION OF LOADING BAY
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The application did not discuss how events would be run at the MRC.

The applicant now seeks to be able to hire out the MRC to for events of up to 300 people. It is not known at
this stage how regularly events may occur because this will depend on how the MRC is operated and what
demand exists. Section 6.0 of the revised Assessment of Noise Effects (dated 7% April 2020 - submitted with
the Section 92 response) provides mitigation that could be implemented for any events to ensure that
compliance with the permitted standards for noise can be achieved. This is shown on the table
(screenshotted from the Assessment of Noise Effects) below:

Table 2: Noise mitigation controls, Monday to Saturday

MNoise control
Operating scenario
Before 10:00 pm After 10:00 pm

All people must move inside. Doors
can remain open. Windows on
eastern facade can remain open; all
other windows must be closed.

Up to 100 people in
function area, inside Mo restrictions
amd on the deck

Event must finish before 10:00pm, or
be reduced to a maximum of 100

100 - 300 people in people on site. All remaining people
function area, inside Mo restrictions must move inside.
Sl Dioors can remain open. Windows on

eastern facade can remain open; all
other windows must be closed.

Table 3: Noise mitigation controls, Sunday

Moise control
Operating scenario
Before 6:00 pm After 6:00 pm

All people must move inside. Doors
can remain cpen. Windows on
eastern facade can remain open; all
other windows must be closed.

Up to 100 peocple in
function area, inside Mo restrictions
and on the deck

Ewent must finish before 6:00pm, or
be reduced to a maximum of 100

100 - 300 people in people on site. All remaining people
function area, inside Mo restrictions miust move inside.
Sl Draors can remain open. Windows on

eastern facade can remain open; all
other windows must be closed.

With regard to the potential effects on the traffic network from hiring out the MRC for events, Russell
Brandon from Flow has assessed these effects on the email titled “MRC S92 responses” dated 26 June 2020.
The assessment found that the increase in parking demand and traffic resulting from events of a
maximum of 300 people does not justify any specific management, or restrictions on when this can occur.

The application that 111m?3 of earthworks was proposed, however have since identified that this was
incorrect, and the total maximum proposed volume of earthworks will be approximately 233m?3.
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3.0 ADDITIONAL REASONS FOR CONSENT

The applicant is now also applying for additional resource consents to enable vegetation removal
necessary to construct the proposed MRC.

The proposal will include the removal of approximately ten trees that exceed 4m in height which requires
resource consent as a Restricted Discretionary activity under Rule E16.4.1(A10).

Resource consent is also being sought under E15.4.1(A21) for removal of greater than 25m? of contiguous
vegetation and tree removal of indigenous trees over 3m in height within 20m of the Mean High Water
Springs.

The assessment for both of these reasons for consent has been provided in the Arboricultural Report
(dated 16 April 2020) and the Arboricultural Addendum (dated 24 June 2020).

4.0 ANNOTATED S92 RESPONSE 25-05-20

The following section provides our response to the annotated s92 letter.
1.0 - Vegetation Removal

Please see the Arboricultural Addendum prepared by Andrew Barrell dated 24 June 2020. The addendum
suggests the type and location of mitigation planting which will be worked through with council through
the TAOA process.

The TAOA has been lodged and discussed with council arborist Erika Commers.
2.0 - Contamination (earthworks query)

The earthworks figures mentioned in the original AEE are incorrect and the actual proposed volume is
233m?3 as shown on the earthworks plan and stated in the DSI. We note that 233m? of earthworks is a
Permitted activity under E12.4.1(A7).

3.0 (h) - Assessment of the trusts ability to hire out the facility

Please refer to Section 2.0 of this Addendum which covers potential noise and traffic effects from hiring
out the facility

4.0 (a) - Viewpoints as a single frame
Please see attached updated Graphic Supplement prepared by Boffa Miskell, dated July 2020.
4.0 (c) - Continuation of public access in front of the building

The applicant is not going to provide a cantilevered walkway around the sea-ward side of the MRC for the
reasons already provided. Feedback from iwi groups in the design process was also against providing
access around the MRC and further encroachment of the CMA.

The comment about design measures was in reference to the surface treatments shown on Plan RC03-A.
This includes extension of the decked walkway/jetty approach and the concrete walkway which has
bollards on either side to create a continued walkway around the Boat preparation deck and direct
pedestrians to Boundary Road.

5.0 - Loading Bay/Drop off area

As stated in Section 2.0 of this report, the proposal is now to use the westernmost 3 car parks on Launch
Road as a loading bay (instead of a loading bay on the roundabout).

7.0 (b) - Pseudo Tracking Curves

We are reluctant to provide any pseudo tracking curves given these are neither a statutory requirement
nor an accepted industry design, but in the interests to enable a better understanding of the proposal, we
have prepared these. Please refer to the pseudo tracking curves shown on the attached email from Russell
Brandon of Flow dated 26th June 2020. The diagram shows that 5.5m x 2.1m yachts (which are the largest
to be used by the sailing club) can be maneuvered around the building while still maintaining a 2m wide
clearance for pedestrians using Boundary Road.
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7.0 (d) - Public use of the wharf

The boats that will be launched on the wharf by the MRC users are all either on handheld trailers (sailing
yachts) or will be carried by rowers (skiffs). We reiterate that the proposal is not for a public boat ramp, but
a wharf. The wharf is not a suitable launching place for public to launch vehicle-trailered boats as no
ramp is provided.

The general public will be able to use the wharf for handheld craft but the it is expected that the public
wishing to launch vehicle-trailered boats will use alternative launching options around Auckland which
have boat ramps and car parks for trailers.

9.0 (c) - Planters
It is anticipated that The MRC trust will maintain the planters.
11.0 - Event Traffic Management

Please refer to email from Russell Brandon of Flow (dated 26 June) which has assessed the effects of events
on the traffic network. The assessment found that an increase in parking demand and traffic resulting
from events of a maximum of 300 people would not require specific event traffic management.

12.0 - Construction Management

It is not practical to provide a construction management plan at this stage of the process. This is due to
the dynamic environment at Catalina Bay in addition to the uncertainty of when the MRC will be
constructed. These two factors mean it is premature and in appropriate to contemplate how the
construction of MRC will be managed. We remain of the view that it is appropriate to require this as a
condition of consent.

17.0 - Noise

Please refer to the Styles Group Response dated 25 May 2020 which has found that all construction works
can comply with the permitted noise limits specified in AUP Standard E25.6.27 at all receivers.

21.0 Requirements of the Takutai Moana Act
Please see the attached copy of emails sent out to all iwi groups.

We believe that all iwi groups required to be contacted under the Takutai Moana Act have been contacted
(as suggested in the email from Michael Treacy on the 12™ June 2020), however if council provides a list of
any further iwi groups that are required to be contacted, the applicant will send the letter out to them as
well.

\\harrisongrierson.com\hgdata\Newmarket\Shares\Jobs\1020\143449_01\500 Del\510 Reports\AEE Addendum\M001v2-MRC AEE Addendum -sjb-
nhg.docx
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Tree Management Solutions

Arboricultural Addendum

To:

Erika Commers, Auckland Council Community Facilities Arborist erika.commers@aucklandcouncil.co.nz

From: Andrew Barrell, Consultant Arborist, Director Tree3 Ltd andybarrell@xtra.co.nz

Date: 24 June 2020

Re: Catalina Bay, Hobsonville — additional information re: planting locations
Arboricultural assessment — planting recommendations and location
Introduction

1) Ipreparedareporttosupporta Tree Owner Approval (TOA) application for works at Catalina Bay, Hobsonville.
This report was dated 16 April 2020 and related to removal of protected vegetation from Auckland Council
(AC) parks land.

2) AC requested details of mitigation for vegetation loss arising from the proposal.

3) The aim of this addendum is to provide planting details to mitigate the loss of vegetation described in the above
mentioned report.

4) | met with Mr. Andrew Jefcoate of Kainga Ora on 17 June 2020 to assess potential locations for new planting.

5) I have arboricultural experience and qualifications, the details of which are summarised on my website at the

following address: http://tree3.co.nz/about-us/andy-barrel-cv/. | have based this report on my site
observations and the supplied information, and recommendations have been made in light of my experience.


mailto:info@tree3.co.nz
http://tree3.co.nz/about-us/andy-barrel-cv/
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Mitigation planting suggestions and potential planting locations

6)

7)

8)

9)

The original proposal involved removal of ten native trees over 4m tall along with a selection of lower-stature
understory plants. As a starting point | suggest that a two to one ratio be adopted for replacement planting
i.e. twenty new trees are planted at a suitable location to mitigate the loss of the trees arising from the Catalina
Bay proposal. These trees should be at least 1.5m tall at the time of planting.

Species should reflect the existing native plant assemblages in the area and also relate in part to the trees
being removed. The larger trees included pohutukawa, totara and kanuka with a selection of smaller plants
including matipo, flax, coprosma and kohuhu (all detailed in the original report dated 16 April 2020). Mr.
Jefcoate advised that his organisation already had several large-grade containerised pohutukawa trees that
could be released from their containers and used as replacement trees. These trees range in height from
approximately 2-4m.

My recommendation is to use as many as possible of these pohutukawa trees and make up the numbers with
climax species such as totara and puriri.

Figure 1 below is a screenshot of an annotated aerial image provided by Mr. Jefcoate showing the approximate
location of possible new planting sites.

Figure 1 — Screenshot of aerial image showing potential planting locations (dotted yellow outlines).

=7

10) The dotted yellow outlines indicate approximate locations where new trees would have a significant and

beneficial ecological and amenity impact. The areas stand on the existing coastal walkway so are regularly
used by the public. Furthermore there are suitable gaps adjacent to the roadway where the new trees would
provide maximum amenity impact.

P 09 422 5005 M 021 0515 825 E andybarrell@xtra.co.nz W www.tree3.co.nz
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Recommendations
11) My recommendation is that some of the existing large-grade pohutukawa trees be used as part of the planting
mitigation to address the loss of vegetation arising from the Catalina Bay development proposal. Some of
these trees were not in the best of health therefore it would be prudent for the AC Parks Arborist to inspect
and select which trees were suitable for relocation to the proposed planting sites.

12) At least twenty new trees should be planted at the selected locations. These locations are to be confirmed as
appropriate by the AC Parks Arborist. This confirmation would best be achieved by the AC Parks Arborist
inspecting the selected areas to ascertain the best location and this should be arranged by contacting Mr.
Jefcoate directly (ph: 09 261 5791; mobile: 021 950 976; email: andrew.jefcoate@kaingaora.govt.nz) to
arrange site access as there are currently access restrictions in place relating to unexploded ordnance location
works.

13) Once the number of viable pohutukawa trees has been confirmed, the remainder of the twenty new trees
should be selected from the following: puriri, totara, karaka, kohekohe. Each of the new trees should be at
least 1.5m tall at the time of planting and of rootball grade Pb95 or equivalent. Additional or alternative species
may be preferred by the AC Parks Arborist and this can be specified in TOA conditions.

14) All trees shall be planted in accordance with arboricultural industry best practice and be subject to a
maintenance period, the duration of which can be specified in TOA conditions. This maintenance shall include
weed control, formative pruning (to be carried out at least one year after planting), maintenance of mulch
layers around the base of each tree, watering during drought periods if deemed necessary and replacement
of any trees that die on a like for like basis.

Please feel free to contact me if you require further clarification of any of the above points.

Andrew Barrell

Consultant Arborist, Director, Tree3 Ltd

1~
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24 June 2020
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This plan has been prepared by Boffa Miskell Limited on the
specific instructions of our Client. It is solely for our Client's
use in accordance with the agreed scope of work. Any use
or reliance by a third party is at that party's own risk. Where
information has been supplied by the Client or obtained from
other external sources, it has been assumed that it is
accurate. No liability or responsibility is accepted by Boffa
Miskell Limited for any errors or omissions to the extent that
they arise from inaccurate information provided by the Client
or any external source.
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VISUAL SIMULATIONS - METHODOLOGY

SITE VISIT & PHOTOGRAPHY

Site photographs were taken with a Canon digital SLR camera fitted with a 50mm focal length lens,
mounted on a tripod and panoramic head. A series of photos were taken at predetermined viewpoints,
situated on public land. The locations of each viewpoint were fixed by either hand held GPS or GPS
units built in to the cameras.

NZILA GUIDELINES & PANORAMA PREPARATION

The visualisations have been produced in accordance with the NZILA Best Practice Guidelines for
Visual Simulations (BPG 10.2) and also adhere to Boffa Miskell’s internal Visualisation Guidelines.

As can be seen below (derived from Figure 9 of the NZILA BPG), a photo taken with a 28mm lens will
provide a horizontal field of view of 65°. Using a 50mm lens will provide a “cropped” (40°) version of the
same view. The same effect can also be achieved by taking multiple 50mm photos in portrait mode, and
using digital stitching software to merge and crop to 90°, 65° or 40°.

COMPOSITING

Virtual camera views were then created in 3D modelling software, and a combination of 3D contour
data and 3D engineering drawings turned on in each of these views. These were then matched
to the corresponding photographic panorama, using identifiable features in the landscape and the
characteristics of the camera to match the two together. The visualisations were then assembled using
graphic design software.

VIEWING (IMAGE READING DISTANCE)

Views which have a field of view of 40°should be viewed from a distance of 55 cm when printed at A3.
Views which have a field of view of 65°should be viewed from a distance of 31.5cm when printed at A3.
Views which have a field of view of 90° should be viewed from a distance of 20 cm when printed at A3.

This will ensure that each simulation is viewed as if standing on-site at the actual camera location, and
is in accordance with Section 7.11 of the NZILA BPG (reproduced below). Users are encouraged to
print these pages on A3 transparency, go to the viewpoint and hold at the specified reading distance, in
order to verify the methodology.

LENS HORIZ FoV ' PAPER SIZE ACTUAL IMAGE SIZE ? READING DISTANCE 3
A4 277mm W x 185mm H 215mm
28mm 65° A3 400mm W x 267mm H 315mm
A2 574mm W x 383mm H 450mm
A4 277mm W x 185mm H 380mm
50mm 40° A3 400mm W x 267mm H 550mm
A2 574mm W x 383mm H 790mm

Image Width (in cm)

Geometry of Image Reading Distance

This plan has been prepared by Boffa Miskell Limited on
the specific instructions of our Client. It is solely for our
Client's use in accordance with the agreed scope of work.
Any use or reliance by a third party is at that party’s own
risk. Where information has been supplied by the Client
or obtained from other external sources, it has been
assumed that it is accurate. No liability or responsibility
is accepted by Boffa Miskell Limited for any errors or
omissions to the extent that they arise from inaccurate
information provided by the Client or any external source.
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Visual Simulations - Methodology
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These images have been prepared by Boffa Miskell Limited
on the specific instructions of our Client. It is solely for our
Client's use in accordance with the agreed scope of work.
Any use or reliance by a third party is at that party’s own
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or obtained from other external sources, it has been
assumed that it is accurate. No liability or responsibility
is accepted by Boffa Miskell Limited for any errors or
omissions to the extent that they arise from inaccurate
information provided by the Client or any external source.

Viewpoint Details

NZTM Easting 1 1749250.1 mE Horizontal Field of View  : 90°
NZTM Northing 1 5927132.0 mN Vertical Field of View 1 30°
Elevation 1 6.10m Approx Projection : Rectilinear
Date of Photography :11:55am, 14 June 2019 Image Reading Distance @ A3 is 20 cm

Data sources: BML - Photography; ACC - 2016 LiDAR, 2015/16 Aerials; Survey - B N Walker Surveyors; Models -
SGA MSRC, BuildMedia (Winton), Cheshire Architects, Architectus

BM19249 HOBSONVILLE POINT RECREATION CENTRE

Viewpoint 1 - Launch Road Roundabout

| Date: 27 August 2019 | Revision: 0 |
Plan prepared for HLC by Boffa Miskell Limited
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Erin Taylor

From: Russell Brandon <Russell@flownz.com>
Sent: Friday, 26 June 2020 3:13 PM

To: ‘Sam Benson’; Erin Taylor

Subject: MRC S92 responses

Hi Sam and Erin,

As discussed at the meeting we had a while back, here’s some additional information from met to help respond to
the additional queries received. Let me know if you need more info.

7b) — Pseudo boat tracking.

Pseudo tracking curves are shown in the image below. This is based on the largest boat to be stored in the MRC,
which is 2.1m wide, sitting on a trailer that is 5.5m long (most boats will be smaller than this) These trailers will be
pulled by hand, and with a rear axle only, so can basically turn on the spot. The outline of the boast/trailer is shown
in black with 0.5m clearance shown in blue.

Avoiding the structural elements of the building, based on this assessment it appears the trailer can be pulled out
leaving at least 2m space on the Boundary Road path. The boat can be pushed back in in a similar fashion. There
could be times a boat may be swing out further than what is shown, but in this regard we reiterate the following:

This is not a constant activity. Boats will be brought out/in only before and after sailing sessions, which are
currently anticipated to occur around 4 times per week.

It will only be a very short period of time that the boat will obstruct the pathway when it is being turned
before being pulled along the pathway (maybe 30 seconds), and it may take 15-20 minutes to shift the boats
from the storage area to the launching area. As such, it is only a short period of time that this activity will
affect the use of Boundary Road

As noted in our previous response, a warning signage is proposed to alert approaching walkers, runners,
cyclists etc. of the activity ahead, and the pathway is straight so they will have clear visibility of what is
happening before they approach the area

Being pulled by hand over level terrain, these boats can only be moved slowly, as such posing minimal safety
risk to other pathway users.

Overall, while the activity of the sail boats being unloaded and loaded into the storage area may be noticeable to
other users on the path, we do not consider that it will create any safety hazards, or unreasonable disruption.



7d) — Public use of the boat ramp

While the jetty used to boat launching might be accessible to the public, it cannot be accessed by vehicles/trailers
from Launch Road. As such the only public vessels that can be launched at this facility will need to be carried out to
the jetty by hand.

It could be that people do bring stand up paddle boards/kayaks on trailers and then look to park on the surrounding
streets. The parallel parking on Launch Road and other surrounding streets could be suitable for parking vehicles
with trailers. In this regard however we note that people are very unlikely to bring trailers to this area if it is then
difficult for them to find somewhere to park. Again noting that this is not a facility designed or intended to be used
by the public to launch vessels directly from a trailer into the water, like public boat ramps.

Launch Road has sufficient parking to meet the requirement for MRC and retail/food and beverage planned in
Catalina Bay. Recreational use of the area may result in additional parking demand, but in this regard we note that
there is no parking requirement for this, and there is additional on-street parking on the streets to the south and
west of Launch Road that can also accommodate parking demand in this area.

11) — Event traffic management

The main effect of functions being held at the MRC would be an increase in parking demand. Depending on the time
of day/week, it is possible that this could exceed the amount of parking provided on Launch Road. This may result in
people needing to park further from the MRC on other surrounding streets, and walking back to the MRC. This may
also result in more people driving along Launch Road trying to find a parking space.

Overall, we do not consider that an increase in parking demand and traffic resulting from events of a maximum of
300 people requires any specific management, or restrictions on when this can occur. Assuming an average of 2
people per car, potentially there will be a parking demand of 150 cars, and 150 vehicle trips before and then after
the event. The surrounding streets may be busier for short periods of time as a result of this, but this would like any
other busy town centre environment, or other Council venues that cater for similar sized groups of people. Effects
will likely be localised, unlikely to create any network wide effects, and will likely have minimal impact on the bus
routes given that it will only be for short periods of time. It is also unlikely that there will demand for regular



capacity events (300 people) at the MRC. Smaller events will be more common, which will have less noticeable
effects.

Russell Brandon
Principal Transportation Engineer
M +64 21 2721193 | E russell@flownz.com

flow TRANSPORTATION SPECIALISTS LTD

Transport Engineering and Design / Transportation Planning / Traffic Modelling / Travel Demand Management
Level 1, 11 Blake Street, Ponsonby, Auckland | PO Box 47497 Ponsonby | P +64 9 970 3820 | F +64 9 970 3890 |
www.flownz.com

This email together with any attachments is confidential and may be the subject of legal privilege. If you are not the intended recipient please email us
by return email and destroy this message. You are not permitted to copy, disclose or use the content in any way. Flow Transportation Specialists
(“Flow”) accepts no responsibility for changes made to this email or to any attachments after transmission from Flow. Thank you.



StylesGroup

Acoustics & Vibration Consultants

ap?

29 June 2020 P. 09 308 9015
E. info@stylesgroup.co.nz
W. www.stylesgroup.co.nz
Erin Taylor DARLEn Al
Kainga Ora — Homes and Communities

By email: erin.taylor@kaingaora.govt.nz

Dear Erin,

9 Boundary Road, Hobsonville Point — Section 92 response

Introduction

Further to your request, Styles Group has prepared this response to the acoustics matters
raised by Auckland Council in their email to Harrison Grierson dated 25 May 2020 (RE: MRC 9
Boundary Road (BUN60349871) - Section 92 Response).

Acoustics matters raised by Auckland Council

The relevant section of the Auckland Council request for further information is reproduced
below.

17.0 Noise

1. Section 2.3 of the Assessment of Noise Effects identifies hours of operation
for the upstairs function area of the proposed building. This is new information
not included elsewhere in the AEE. Please confirm whether this forms part of
the proposal.

2. It is also noted that the model used to predict construction noise levels at
receivers (including the recently consented Yacht Club Apartments) only
modelled up to 3 levels in height from the ground floor with highest predicted
noise level of 70 dB at 7m above ground (representing 2nd floor) for Yacht
Club Apartments. However this apartment block will be 5 stories high, and
predictions at 3rd floor and above could be 1-2 dB higher in which case AUP
limits specified in standard E25.6.27 (1) and table E25.6.27.1 could be
exceeded, thus triggering consent under Rule E25.4.1(A2). However this will
only be the case if the Yacht Club apartments are constructed and occupied
prior to construction commencing on the MRC.

It is recommended that a conservative approach is taken and that consent is
applied for. It is noted that the infringement is considered acceptable and
while acoustic screening will do little to mitigate noise effects, it is considered
that further mitigation measures are available that could be written into a
construction noise management plan (such as operating at times when
residents are not sleeping, i.e after 9am for particularly noisy works such as
piling and regular communications and notification of particular works.

Please confirm whether you wish to apply for this infringement.

P. 09 308 9015 E. info@stylesgroup.co.nz W. www.stylesgroup.co.nz



Styles 3

Acoustics & Vibration Consultants

Response

1. We understand this matter is being addressed by Harrison Grierson.

2. The highest noise level predictions at 1 m from the fagade of all floors of the
Yacht Club building are displayed in the below table.

Predicted noise level in accordance

Floor of building with NZS 6803:1999

G 67 dB Laeq
1 68 dB Lacq
2 70 dB Lneq
3 70 dB Laeq
4 70 dB Laeq
5 67 dB Lacg

The above noise levels predictions have been calculated in our model based on
the worst case scenario of the piling works being in the closest part of the site.
They take into account the screening provided by the proposed 2 m high acoustic
barrier specified in our assessment.

All construction works can comply with the permitted noise limits specified in AUP
Standard E25.6.27 at all receivers. We do not consider that an application for an
infringement of the noise limits in Chapter E25 of the AUP or a Construction
Noise and Vibration Plan are necessary for this project.

Please contact me if you require any further information.

Yours sincerely,

Kelly Leemeyer, MASNZ

P. 09 308 9015 E. info@stylesgroup.co.nz W. www.stylesgroup.co.nz
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SENT ON BEHALF OF AMOS KAMO

Téna koutou katoa

We are contacting you as Kdinga Ora are proposing to construct a Marine Recreation Cenire and a public water access in Catalina Bay. Hebsonville Point. Please refer to the atached letter ond update information.

We are witing fo you fo find oul if you have any infersst in the proposal as an iwi, hapu or whanau group with o registered customary infersst under the Marine and Coaslal Area (Takuai Moona) Act 2011

We would like o hear your views on the proposal, can you please respond by 14t February 2020, being 15 working days from now. I we do not hear from you within this fime frame, we will assums you have no infersst in the proposal

If you hove any questions, please feel free to contact Amos Kame on emaoil: amos kamo@kaingoora govt.nz or phone 0275454293,
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HLC Qikiwibuild tousinsic: 7o

1st August 2019

To whom it may concern,

PROPOSAL FOR A MARINE RECREATION CENTRE AND PUBLIC WATER ACCESS IN
CATALINA BAY

We are contacting you as HLC (2017) Ltd are proposing to construct a Marine Recreation Centre (the
‘MRC’) and a public water access in Catalina Bay, Hobsonville Point.

The proposed MRC will provide for the needs of a range of users, including but not limited to, the
existing Hobsonville Yacht Club and Westlake Boys High School rowing, providing storage space for
equipment of users as well as an area to fulfil the social elements of a functioning sports club.

The proposed water access will allow the users of the MRC to launch rowing skiffs and yachts
during any tide but will also be accessible for public and recreational users.

Fully land-based options are not able to be accommodated within a practical distance to the water.
The most practical option for the MRC is to locate the building partly on land and partly on piles
within the Coastal Marine Area (the ‘CMA’).

For operational requirements, and to ensure that the water access is usable at all tides, the water
access will need to extend approximately 70m into the CMA.

I am writing to you to find out if you have any interest in the proposal as an iwi, hapl or whanau
group with a registered customary interest under the Marine and Coastal Area (Takutai Moana) Act
2011.

1.0 BACKGROUND

Catalina Bay is as a highly modified coastal reclamation area that has undergone
significant transformation over the last 10 years. Previously occupied by the Royal New
Zealand Airforce, the area has been transformed into a mixed-use hub including both
residential and commercial uses.

In 2010, HLC secured a range of coastal permits to redevelop the area, which included a
public ferry wharf, marina, boardwalks, dredging and superyacht launching facilities to
support @ marine industry precinct in Hobsonville Point.

Since 2010, some of the permits have been implemented, including the coastal
boardwalk and public ferry wharf, but the superyacht launching facility and marina are no
longer required in the area.

2.0 PROPOSAL

MARINE RECREATION CENTRE

HLC are proposing to build the MRC to the east of Boundary Road and south of the
roundabout at the end of Launch Road.



URBAN DEVELOPMENT GROUP

HLC Olkiwibuild Housingie

As shown in the attached drawings, the proposed building is two storeys, with the roof
form sloping down towards to water to follow the natural contours of the land. The bulk of
the building will be focused towards the landward side. The building has been designed to
minimise impact in the CMA where possible, including concrete beams and cantilevered
edge to reduce the number of piles required.

The slope of the hill and the vegetation behind the MRC will remain visible from the water.

The building will utilise a colour palette consistent with the natural landscape and
vegetation in the area.

The MRC will provide a space for its users to store both rowing skiffs and sailing boats on
the ground floor. The first floor will contain meeting rooms and a community room/social
area that flows onto a sea-facing deck. The intent of the first floor area is to be open for
hire to the wider community as well, not just members of the MRC.

PUBLIC WATER ACCESS

The proposed water access will consist of a 4-metre-wide timber jetty that extends 42
metres out from the Launch Road roundabout. A 3-metre-wide aluminium gangway will
extend from the end of the jetty for a further 28 metres providing access to a floating
concrete pontoon. The pontoon will be held in place by timber piles wrapped in HDPE
sleeves.

The water access will allow for the users of the MRC to launch rowing skiffs and small
yachts, as well as providing public access to the water during any tide.

HLC will implement the dredging permit that was obtained in 2010 to allow for this access
to function during all tides.

3.0 SUMMARY

We would like to hear your views on the proposal and any inputs you would like to have
before proceeding further.

We are happy to arrange for further information to be forwarded to you or for a time to go
out and walk over the site if you wish.

Please respond by 21st August 2019 being 15 working days from now. If we do not hear
from you within this time frame, we will assume you have no interest in the proposal.

If you have any questions, feel free to ask me. My email address amos.kamo@hic.co.nz
and my phone number is 0275454293.

Yours sincerely
HLC(2017) L

W
Amos Kamo

Catalina Workshops, 3 Boundary Rd,
Hobsonville, Auckland 0618

urbandevelopmentgroup.co.nz



	BUN60349871 A-AEE Addendum 24-07-20
	BHYASP~0
	B86GKY~S
	BUN60349871 D-Traffic response 26-06-20
	BUN60349871 E-Acoustic Response 29-06-20
	BUN60349871 F-Iwi contact letter
	Iwi_MRC notification 29 Jan 2020 (2)
	HLC - Marine Rec Centre CMA letter


