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e Jim Lyle, Northland Regional Harbourmaster in respect of the amended
dredging of an access channel

Unless stated otherwise, | have adopted the advice as received. Copies of the
written advice from Mr Griffiths, Mr Maxwell and Mr Eyre are attached as
Appendices 2, 3 and 4 for completeness. The Harbourmaster provided verbal
comment on the amended dredging proposal and potential effects to the existing
public mooring area.

In terms of a review of the AECOM Report, NRC engaged the services of Jenny
Simpson, Technical Director — Environmental Engineering at Tonkin + Taylor.
However, Ms Simpson’s assessment on the AECOM Report was provided shortly
prior to the deadline for the completion of this addendum and | have therefore not
had the opportunity to review or comment on Ms Simpson’s recommendations. A
copy of her review is attached however as Appendix 7.

This addendum concludes with a recommendation on the applications having
reviewed the above information, comments and responses.

RESPONSE TO FURTHER INFORMATION PROVIDED BY THE APPLICANT

Total Marine Services Ltd Technical Report

This report was prepared by Andrew Johnson, Design and Project Engineer for
Total Marine Group. The report analyses the sites locality and design
considerations along with the construction methodology of the timber jetty,
pontoon and newly proposed subsea erosion barrier'. Beach morphodynamics
and aesthetics are discussed along with the proposed dredging methodology.

Reporting Officer Response

In terms of the proposed subsea erosion barrier, the Total Marine Report provides
a limited analysis of how the proposed barrier will function or how significant is
effects will be on the currently stable beach profile. Mr Maxwell has stated that
there does not appear to be a clear need for the barrier or its efficacy for its
intended purpose, and he has suggested that a shallow sloping batter is
preferable in protecting the shelifish bed from dredging activities, with minimal
modification to the stable seabed levels.

In regards to the proposed dredging methodology, Mr Maxwell has acknowledged
that the batter slopes proposed are typical of those for similar scaled activities
elsewhere in the Bay of Islands.

MetOcean Solutions Ltd — Opua Marina Stage 2 Development Modelling

The Applicant has provided a copy of the above mentioned report which was
commissioned by Far North Holdings Limited in support of its resource consent
application for the Opua Marina Stage 2 Development. The report was prepared
in 2013 by MetOcean Solutions Ltd and presents output from a calibrated
hydrodynamic model of the Bay of Islands, quantifying the potential changes that
the Opua Marina Stage 2 Development may have on tidal flows and sediment
transport capacity within the enrivons.

! New coastal structure introduced to the applications post the completion of the NRC Staff Report
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67.

68.

Slipway

The evidence of Mrs Kyriak asserts that the slipway is not part of the current
applications as it legally stands alone pursuant to s178 of the Harbours Act 1950.
While it is acknowledged that the jetty and slipway were granted a Harbour Board
Licence in 1989 (deemed coastal permit), they were both granted resource
consent under the current consent'® which expires in 2036, and are part of the
current applications.

As a further point of clarification, the current/subject application to refurbish the
existing slipway relates only to those portions of the slipway which are within the
CMA (below MHWS).

Dredging

The proposed capital and maintenance dredging was an issue of contention
among many of the opposing submitters at the hearing, in particular the evidence
presented by Mr P Clark representing the Waikare Marae, Mr D Clark and Mrs J
Clark focused solely on the dredging element of the applications and its potential
adverse effect to the further degradation of water quality, amenity and recreational
use of Walls Bay including kaimoana. Mr P Clark tabled photos and drawings in
support of the Waikare Marae’s concerns with the proposed dredging and
subsurface erosion barrier.

Mr Rashbrooke’s evidence at the hearing included concerns with the proposed
dredging area and potential adverse effects to the public mooring area including
his own personal mooring.

Both Ms Marks and Ms Johnston provided expert evidence at the hearing in
support of their submissions on the applications. The expert evidence of Mr John
Booth*™ and Ms Johnston reviewed the 4Sight Consulting Ecological Report'®
provided by the Applicant post the notification period. However, the content and
purpose of the 4Sight Report was taken out of contextin the expert reviews. The
specific purpose of the 4Sight Report was later clarified in the letter from 4Sight
Consulting Limited'® which was provided as part of the Applicant’s evidence at
the hearing. .

In addition to the above, it is however acknowledged that my s42A Report omitted
my assessment on the hydrodynamics and ecological effects resulting from the
proposed structural works and dredging of an access channel. [n this regard, |
have accepted the advice from Mr Maxwell and Mr Griffiths in their responses to
the further information!” provided by the Applicant (discussed earlier in the
report), which addresses these matters.

13 NRC resource consent reference: CON200307914 (01-02)

14 Expert evidence of John Booth, Marine Scientist — 8 May 2018 ~ In support of Ms Marks submission

13 4Sight Consulting Ltd — Ecological Survey: Dougs Opua Boatyard — Ecological Report — Stephen Brown - April 2018
16 45ight Consuiting Ltd — Response to evidence briefs of J Booth and J Johnson: Dougs Opua Boatyard ~ Stephen
Brown — 15 May 2018

17 Reports provided on 16 July 2018 by the Applicant from 4Sight Consulting Lid, Total Marine Services Ltd and
MetQceans Solutions Ltd (Opua Marina)
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106.

107.

108.

The Consent Holder’s operations shall not give rise fo any dust, overspray, or
odour at or beyond the site Boatvard Dlscharqe area boundary—w%eh—m—f-he

Condition 77 has been amended as follows:

The Consent Holder shall, on a daily basis, keep records of all occasions when
waler abrasive blasting and spray coating activities are undertaken. These
records shall be made available fo the council’s assigned monitoring officer on
written request and shall include the:

(a) Type-andguantibrof-abrasive-used,

(b) Iltem(s) being blasted-andfor-spray coated;

(c) Method-of-abrasive-blasting-tsed;

(d) Location at which abrasive-blasting-andfor spray coaling occutred;

(e) Date and time (Hours) of operation each day, including a record of the
wind speed and direction at the commencement and conclusion of
works on each day;

()  Number of blasting-andfer spray coating units being used; and

(@) Types and volumes of coating materials being applied.

in order to ensure that the stormwater and wastewater from the proposed activity
are kept completely separate, condition 78 has been amended as follows:

High and low pressure water blasting and wet abrasive blasting of vessel hulls

shall be com‘"ned fo: bunded—or—sealed—arcas—where—water—contaibing

{(a) Bunded or sealed areas: or

(b} _Facilities where water containing contaminants is diverted fo a
collection facility for immediate pumping fo a waste containment
facility on land for storage prior to offsite disposal: or

{c) _To a frade waste disposal system.

CONCLUSION

Having carefully reviewed the evidence presented at the hearing along with the
application amendments, further information provided by the Applicant and
sampling information provided by NRC staff post hearing, | have amended my
recommendation on the applications as follows:

e Applications for resource consents be granted for the existing authorised
slipway, dinghy ramp, workboat mooring and dinghy pull and timber and
stone seawalls, subject to the recommended conditions appended to this
addendum.

e Applications for resource consents be granted for discharge to air within the
CMA, discharge to air on land, discharge to land and discharge of
stormwater to the CMA, subject to the recommended conditions appended
to this addendum.
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109.

110.

Applications for resource consents be granted for the demolition of the
existing jetty, proposed replacement jetty facility (inclusive of a fixed jetty,
jetty abutment, gangway, working berths and two marina berths), slipway
refurbishment, extended stormwater drains, extension to exclusive
occupation area and capital and maintenance dredging as far it relates to
providing for the jetty berths and an approach channel to the slipway and to
the jetty and marina facility, subject to the recommended conditions
appended to this addendum.

Applications for resource consents be declined for the mudcrete grid and
discharge of washdown water to the CMA.

I have made recommendations to refine those conditions to, potentially make
these more workable and, in cases, enforceable for all concerned. | am happy to
provide further clarification of the above matters at the reconvened hearing if
required.

Itis important to note that due to the time constraints in providing this addendum,
the NRC plans referred to in the revised recommended conditions (Appendix 1)
have not yet been amended to reflect my recommendation (removal of mudcrete
grid and relocation of locked gates). it is recommended that this be completed
once the Committee has made its decision on the applications.
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Melanie Donaghy
Consultant Reporting Planner

1% August 2018
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