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Kia Ora
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Opotiki District Council

30 November 2021

The following information is provided in response to a request for further information from ODC in relation to consent
application RC2022-15, dated 4 October 2021.
Landscape Effects
1.

Please provide further information or additional mitigation to try to address the landscape and visual effects and comments
above. This may need to include provision of a landscape and visual assessment prepared by a suitably qualified landscape
consultant that contains more detailed assessment of the effects and mitigation measures. This was suggested in the
comments of Richard Hart on behalf of BOPRC.

Response
The following diagrams are taken from the Construction Management Plan Rev F, Appendix 01 of this document

As detailed in both diagrams there will be several actions taken to mitigate the short-term visual appearance of the cut
batters post construction works, these include:
Installing brush matting (pinned to batter), hydroseeding over the brush matting and seeding native species as
identified.
To assist with understanding the location and resultant landform and visual appearance, a visual representation has
been created demonstrating the site post works having been completed, these are included as Appendix 02 to this
document. The images depicted represent the immediate impact of the completed earthworks, they do not take into
consideration the proposed mitigations upon the exposed faces, or any amount of re-growth post the completion of
works. The proposed mitigations would seek to cover exposed cuts and reduce the contrast between the surrounding
vegetation and exposed faces. Within the modelled images provided these mitigations would act upon the areas
identified as red (Cut face).

The proposed reservoir site was chosen in conjunction with tāngata whenua as the site is remote and well separated
from public viewpoints and private dwellings and does not disturb sites of cultural significance; its placement within the
surrounding landform takes advantage of the screening effects of existing ridgelines and restricts limited viewing to
isolated positions on the state highway and positions located to the north only.

2.

Please provide comment from Wildlands on the appropriateness of using hydro seed in this location, given its ecological
significance.

Response
Nancy Willems has provided a response to this question under Landscape Effects (p 2) of the Memorandum included as
Appendix 03 to this document. Mrs Willems states “ The use of hydroseed at this site is not a significant ecological
concern”.

Intake Structure works
1.

Please clarify what the grey shaded area along the river edge is. Reference is made in the CMP to a short track, but the plans
also note a platform and there are small squares that could indicate posts. No reference to a platform or description of a
platform appears to be contained in the application documents.

Response
To support amendments made to the design at the pump site the CMP has been updated, Rev F has been included as
Appendix 01 with this document, the following image is from the CMP and depicts the layout of the site and associated
infrastructure. An access ramp is required to facilitate installation and ongoing maintenance of the intake structure
(Previously authorised by BOPRC), the grey area identified as the access ramp is a chip sealed all weather stabilised
surface. Locked gates are required for security and health and safety requirements.

Sedgeland and Stream
2.

Please provide information to explain the extent of works and methodology proposed in relation to the stream and
sedgeland features.

Response
Part 8 of the CMP Rev F explains the construction methodology and extent of disturbance in the vicinity of the
Sedgeland. Consequently, authority has been sought under the NES FW from BOPRC due to the proximity of
disturbance to the natural wetland (as per Nancy Willems report) consent application was lodged with BOPRC on the
30/11/2021. The site has been re-arranged to ensure works and proposed structures are outside of the wetland;
however, within the 10m buffer required by the NES FW.

3.

Please provide an assessment of the sedgeland in relation to the definition of wetlands in the Opotiki District Plan and
natural wetland the NES Freshwater/NPS Freshwater.

Response
Nancy Willems has provided a response to this question in the Memorandum under Sedgeland and Stream (p 2)
included as Appendix 03 to this document
4.

Please provide additional comment from Wildlands on the effects of any work in this sedgeland area and the adjoining
the IBDA-A site.

Response
Nancy Willems has provided a response to this question in the Memorandum under Sedgeland and Stream (p 6)
included as Appendix 03 to this document
Biodiversity Effects
5.

Therefore, please provide a draft mitigation plan that reflects Section 10 of the Wildlands Report and also the
following feedback from BOPRC that offsetting should follow biodiversity offsetting principles outlined in:
https://www.lgnz.co.nz/assets/Uploads/7215efb76d/Biodiversity-offsetting-under-the-resource-management-actfull-document-....pdf and https://www.doc.govt.nz/about-us/our-policies-and-plans/guidance-on-biodiversityoffsetting/.

Response
Nancy Willems has provided a Biodiversity Mitigation Plan in response to this question included as Appendix 04 to this
document.

6.

Please provide an assessment from Wildlands about the scale of the short-term effects on indigenous biodiversity and
habitats, particularly the clearance at the proposed fill site, reservoir road and reservoir site.

Response
Nancy Willems has provided a response to this question under Biodiversity Effects (p 8) of the Memorandum included
as Appendix 03 to this document.
7.

Please provide an explanation as to what, if any alternative sites were assessed for the proposed fill site and reasons
for their rejection.

Response
The project has taken a number of years of planning to arrive at the design proffered. Whilst the route for the pipeline was
relatively simple to design and is also simple to adjust, the location of the reservoir and the corresponding road has not
been so simple. For efficiency purposes the reservoir needed to be placed at elevation to utilise gravity pressure on the
main line. In order to find a suitable site the project group worked with tāngata whenua to select an area at elevation that
wasn’t viewable from the Te-Kaha village and didn’t disturb any cultural sites of significance. Various sites were investigated
with the proposed location satisfying the selection criteria. To enable construction of the reservoir and ongoing access for
maintenance a suitable access road is required. Formation of the access road and reservoir platform will result in excess cut
material (spoil) that needs to be relocated. When selecting a site to receive the spoil criteria such as site suitability, cost,
proximity a landowner approval were the determining factors. Haulage distance had a significant influence on project
viability, with a number of other sites not affordable due to the distance and costs associated.
The site proposed is the only site within a cost-effective range that was viable in the sense of existing gradient and surface
water flows as well as having landowner approval.

Archaeology
8.

Please confirm if the fill site was assessed by the archaeologist as part of their assessment.

Response
An additional report in relation to the fill site has been completed by In-situ and is included as Appendix 05 to this
document
Horizon
9. Please advise what consultation has been undertaken with Horizon in relation to potential effects on their
infrastructure, provide written consent from them, or provide information as to why they are not adversely affected
by the works.

Response
Consultation has been undertaken with Horizons in the design and methodology of construction for the access road and
reservoir site. Horizons has supplied a letter of written approval that has been included as Appendix 06 of this document

Any further questions and communications in relation to the consent application are to be directed towards myself
(Dwayne McKay of Thornton Environmental).

Kind regards

Dwayne McKay
Director
Thornton Environmental
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