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XX. The shared path within the application site connecting the development to the 

eastern boundary of Lot 2 must be completed prior to the occupation of Stage 4 of 

the Integrated Māori Development and be constructed and implemented in 

accordance with the relevant plans within Schedule 1.   

In relation to the second proposed condition (para 22(b)) seeking the applicant offer a 

condition requiring completion of the formed path through the Wautaiti Stream Esplanade 

Reserve and the replacement bridge over Wautaiti Stream prior to the occupation of the 

retirement village units (IMD) is not agreed to by the applicant.  

Unlike the other condition proposed, where the applicant has full control and already 

intends to provide the shared path in conjunction with the IMD, the provision of the path 

within the esplanade reserve and the bridge over the stream involve factors that will not be 

entirely within the applicants control, such as detailed design, consenting, landowner 

approval and construction works, and may be subject to delays. Whilst Council 

acknowledges that provision to not restrict occupation in certain events, such as consenting 

delays, should be included within the condition, it highlights the uncertainty a condition like 

this would place on the occupation of the IMD and why the provision of the path within the 

esplanade reserve and bridge over the stream should not be tied to this consent application.   

It is also noted that the replacement of the existing bridge has funding and will be replaced 

in the coming year, plus a pedestrian path currently exists within the Wautaiti Stream 

Esplanade Reserve, providing an existing level of public access and connectivity. 

The applicant instead suggests that the provision of the upgraded path through the 

esplanade reserve be subject to a separate private agreement outside of the fast-track 

process, such as a Funding Agreement between the applicant and the Council. Utilising a 

mechanism separate to this application is considered a cleaner approach when considering 

the uncertainties around the provision of the path through the esplanade reserve and the 

bridge over the stream.  

The applicant would like to reiterate that they are committed to assisting financially with 

upgrading the existing path through the esplanade reserve but do not consider that the 

occupation of the IMD should be beholden to the provision of the path and bridge for the 

reasons outlined above.   

2. The Applicant is also requested to provide a response to the following questions 

posed in Council’s response: 

a) What measures are proposed at the site boundary to prevent golf carts from 

exiting the site? 
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Response: 

The golf carts will only be operated by the employees of the retirement village.  Residents 

will not be permitted to operate the golf carts. Bollards along the site boundary where the 

shared path terminates within the subject site are proposed to prevent the golf carts from 

exiting the site.   

b) How will golf carts manoeuvre (details not shown in the current plans)?

Response: 

Please refer to the drawing prepared by Maven Attachment A, a turning head is now 

proposed at the end of the shared path. 

c) What arrangements are proposed for golf cart storage / parking when

residents continue on foot to Riverhead?

As the golf carts will only be operated by the employees of the retirement village, they will 

be returned and stored within the retirement village. They will not be left on the shared 

path and will not obstruct users of the shared path. 

3. In its response to comments the Applicant advised that it would provide the flood

model and associated additional testing and assessments for the project. The Expert

Panel seeks a copy of that information, to be provided to the EPA in a form that is

able to be examined by Auckland Council’s flooding/stormwater engineers to

confirm modelling assumptions, proposed and existing stormwater infrastructure

size, verify the model performance and outputs, and confirm that the model is ‘fit for

purpose’ to support the associated flood hazard and risk assessment. The parties are

encouraged to co-operate in relation to the provision of and review of this

information.

Response: 

Please refer to response prepared by Maven Attachment B.  

4. The Panel also seeks that additional Flood Maps be provided that show/include:

a) Existing and proposed public road reserve and location of the formed road

within the proposed road corridor.

b) Flood extents, with labels to clearly show the maximum values; and

c) Depth maps, depth comparison maps, and depth x velocity maps for all

scenarios assessed.






