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Executive summary

This report has been prepared for the substantive application submitted by Beachlands South
Limited Partnership (‘BSLP’) under the Fast-track Approvals Act (‘FTAA’). The Project name is
‘Beachlands South’ and is included in Schedule 2 of the FTAA as a Listed Project with significant
regional or national benefits. The Project location or Site is 110 Jack Lachlan Drive and 620, 712, 758
and 770 Whitford-Maraetai Road, Beachlands (the “Site” or the “project area”).

In the short-term during earlier stages of the development, treated effluent will be disposed of via
land discharge. In the longer term, high-quality treated effluent from the project area may be
conveyed to a marine outfall located further offshore within the Whitford Embayment. This outfall
location has been identified as the preferred option compared with previously considered nearshore
alternatives, as it provides enhanced dilution within a more exposed subtidal environment, with
greater separation from the Waikopua Stream.

Tonkin & Taylor Ltd (‘T+T’) has been engaged to undertake hydrodynamic and water quality
modelling in the Whitford Embayment to assess the mixing and dilution of high-quality treated
effluent from the proposed modular on-site wastewater treatment system. The findings of this work
are intended to inform the Ecological Assessment of Effects, which is reported separately, and to
support an evidence-based consenting pathway for the proposed marine outfall.

The assessment is based on treated effluent data provided by Raath and Associates and considers
these in the context of published ambient (background) concentrations for relevant water quality
constituents.

This utilises a conservative tracer to simulate the dispersion and dilution of the discharge under a
range of tidal, meteorological, and flow conditions. Modelled concentrations for the various water
quality constituents are provided at the boundary of a mixing zone 100 m in radius encircling the
discharge location using the highest level modelled. Background levels of water quality are near the
guideline thresholds for water quality.

Highest modelled discharge concentrations occurred under dry weather conditions during neap tides
(when tidal ranges are smallest) and at low-water slack tide (when current velocities are lowest). In
this instance, the discharge is expected to be diluted by 850-fold (80" percentile) at the extent of the
mixing zone.

The analyses indicate that changes in the concentrations of the assessed water quality
constituents at the edge of the mixing zone, resulting from the treated effluent discharge, are well
below applicable guideline values. These predicted changes are also substantially lower than
existing background concentrations, which remain the primary determinant of overall water
quality in the receiving environment.
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Statement of qualifications and experience

My name is Peter Quilter. | am a Chartered Professional Engineer (Civil Engineering and Environmental
Engineering) and Principal Coastal Engineer at Tonkin & Taylor Limited (T+T), an environmental and
engineering consultancy firm.

| have a BE (Hons) and ME (Hons) from the University of Auckland. | have 18 years post-graduate
experience in civil and coastal engineering and am a member of Engineering New Zealand the New
Zealand Coastal Society, NZ Freshwater Sciences Society. Recent projects and services relevant to this
engagement include:

i 2021 - Lead Coastal Modeller for hydrodynamic modelling of the Waikato River in relation to
saline intrusion regarding the effects of a proposed additional water take.

ii 2022 - Lead Coastal Modeller for hydrodynamic and water quality modelling of the Whitford
Embayment in relation to suspended sediment discharges from storm water outflows.

iii 2023 — Lead Coastal Modeller for hydrodynamic and water quality modelling of the Whitianga
Waterways extensions.

iv 2024 — Lead Coastal Modeller for hydrodynamic modelling of Little Shoal Bay, Auckland to
inform shoreline adaptation.

v 2025 — Lead Coastal Modeller for hydrodynamic modelling of the Waitemata Harbour,
Auckland to inform garnet and paint chip discharge transport.

Vi 2026 — Lead Coastal Modeller for hydrodynamic modelling of the Matarangi Wastewater
treatment plant consent renewal, Thames-Coromandel to inform advection dispersion
modelling of Total Nitrogen in an upper estuarine environment. Prepared and presented
expert evidence before the hearing commissioners and responded to technical questions
regarding modelling methodology, assumptions, and environmental effects.

vii 2026 — Lead Coastal Modeller for hydrodynamic and sediment transport modelling of
Pukupuka Lagoon in the Northern Cook Islands, to inform effects on coastal processes
associated with channel dredging.

| confirm that | have read the Code of Conduct for expert witnesses contained in the Environment
Court of New Zealand Practice Note 2023 and that | have complied with it when preparing this report.
Other than when | state | am relying on the advice of another person, this report is within my area of
expertise. | have not omitted to consider material facts known to me that might alter or detract from
the opinions that | express.
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Acronyms

BOD;s — Biological oxygen demand, averaged over 5 days

CFU — Coliform forming units

COD — Chemical oxygen demand

DF — Dilution factor, defined as the ratio of combined volume to discharge volume
DO - Dissolved oxygen concentration

DO:sat — Dissolved oxygen saturation

FIB - Faecal Indicator Bacteria

MPN — most probable number

QMRA - Quantitative Microbial Risk Assessment used to estimate the risk of infection to people from
exposure to microorganisms such as bacteria, viruses, and protozoa

TBM — Tunnel Boring Machine

TN — Total nitrogen

TP — Total phosphorous

TSS — Total suspended solids

WWTP — Wastewater treatment plant

WEPS — Wastewater environmental performance standards

Glossary

Background concentration (C,) - The concentration of water quality constituents already in the
receiving environment.

Discharge concentration (C;) —The concentration of discharge water quality constituents before
mixing with the receiving environment.

Combined concentration (C.) — The concentration after mixing the discharge concentration and the
background concentration.

Change in concentration (C») — The difference between the combined concentration and the
background concentration after mixing (C, = C, — Cp)
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1 Introduction

1.1 Purpose

This report has been prepared to assess the substantive application submitted by BSLP under the
FTAA. The Project name is ‘Beachlands South’ and is included in Schedule 2 of the FTAA as a Listed
Project with significant regional or national benefits. The Project location or Site is 110 Jack Lachlan
Drive and 620, 712, 758 and 770 Whitford-Maraetai Road, Beachlands.

Treated effluent data from the proposed wastewater treatment plant designed by Raath and
Associates have been used in conjunction with an existing hydrodynamic model of the Whitford
Embayment to consider how this discharge mixes and dilutes under a range of scenarios. This
information is intended to be used by ecologists in their Ecological Assessment of Effects (reported
separately), and to support an evidence-based consenting pathway for a proposed coastal outfall
structure, to be built in the longer-term.

1.2 Description of the Project

The Project will provide for the development of live zoned land at Beachlands into a
comprehensively planned and public transport focussed community to achieve a well-functioning
urban environment comprising residential dwellings, a hotel and conference venue, community and
commercial activities, protected ecological restoration areas, walking and cycling networks, and
community facilities, and enable the potential development of two schools, as well as all associated
earthworks and all associated infrastructure including transport facilities, intersection upgrades and
roading, telecommunications, power, and water supply, stormwater, and wastewater infrastructure
(including any treatment or storage facilities, drainage, pipes, pump stations, outfalls and
discharges). A portion of Future Urban zoned land will be used for wastewater management
purposes.

Key elements of the Project include:
. Residential activities comprising approximately 2,000 dwellings in a variety of housing types,
densities and vacant sites for future residential development.

. Establishment of a commercial local centre supported by employment opportunities within
and around the periphery of the local centre and on the Whitford-Maraetai Road frontage
comprising approximately 27,000 m? of commercial GFA and 30,000 m? of light industrial GFA.

. Education facilities comprising the development of both primary and secondary schools.

. Establishment of an Ecological Protected Area Network (EPAN) comprising approximately 75
hectares of land being replanted, restored, maintained and enhanced including preservation
of streams and their margins.

. A series of open spaces including a suburban park, neighbourhood parks, the Fairway Reserve,
golf course, esplanade reserve and riparian margins.

. Provision of public access to and along the coastal marine area and the creation of a quality
coastal pathway.

. Public transport enhancements and integrations including expanded ferry passenger capacity.

. Staged road upgrades including the provision of pedestrian and cycling facilities along Jack

Lachlan Drive, the upgrade of Whitford roundabout, a series of intersection upgrades.

. Establishment of infrastructure to service the project including wastewater, water supply,
stormwater, telecommunications and power.
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Figure 1.1: Project extent, also showing approximate outfall discharge location (red circle).

1.3 Background

As part of the Beachlands South plan change (PC88), T+T built a hydrodynamic model that simulates
tidal exchange (T+T, 2022), specifically to model terrigenous sediment transport and deposition into
the wider coastal embayment (silt associated with earthworks washing off the land during heavy
rainfall). A copy of this report is included in Appendix E. This assessment is based on estimates of
construction-phase and mature-phase contaminant loads that we understand from BSLP remain
unchanged since this work was undertaken. This study therefore remains appropriate in relation to
the effects of silt associated with earthworks washing off the land during heavy rainfall.

While this modelling did not consider freshwater rainfall inputs for key tributaries such as the
Waikopua Creek or water quality parameters relevant to treated wastewater (either measurement
or modelling), the fundamental hydrodynamic model provides an excellent starting point for this
work. No cumulative effect between the silt related effects and the effects of the wastewater
discharge are anticipated or assessed as part of this work.
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2 Water quality background information

2.1 Overview of parameters

This report considers a proposed marine outfall treated effluent discharge located on the seabed
centrally within a subtidal area of the Whitford Embayment (refer Figure 1.1). This work by T+T is
reliant on treated effluent data provided by Raath and Associates (2026). This assessment has
focused on the principal environmental risk pathways typically associated with treated domestic
wastewater discharges; namely nutrients, suspended solids and turbidity, biochemical oxygen
demand.

We have applied the dilution model to provide a first-pass assessment of faecal coliform
concentrations to better understand potential health risks to swimmers and shellfish harvesters. A
more detailed Quantitative Microbial Risk Assessment (QMRA) has not been undertaken as part of
this work. The assessment presented here is limited to modelling dilution and predicted faecal
coliform concentrations in the receiving environment.

2.2 Treated effluent data

The information on flow and concentrations of effluent before mixing with the receiving
environment has been provided to us by Raath and Associates (2026). The average concentrations of
the effluent water quality constituents are outlined in Table 2.1. Concentrations in this table
represent values that would typically be expected under regular weather conditions throughout the
year. A range of percentile exceedance values have been provided. For example, 90" percentile
values indicates that if 10 measurements of the different water quality constituents were taken, this
value would be exceeded by one measurement. For the 50" percentile, approximately half these
measurements would be above and below this value. No polishing of the effluent is considered in
these values.

Raath and Associates has additionally provided ‘Plant Failure’ concentrations, which represent worst
case operational conditions (Raath and Associates, personal communication, 16 June 2026).

Table 2.1: Average discharge water quality constituent concentrations before mixing with the
receiving environment (C;) (Raath and Associates, 2026)

Water quality 50t 8ot 9ot Plant failure Plant failure

constituent percentile | percentile | percentile concentrations | description

Total Nitrogen 3 4 5 8 Reactor media failure

(TN) (mg/L)

Total Phosphates | 2 3 3 3 Reactor media failure

(TP) (mg/L)

Total suspended 3 4 5 10 Circulation pump

solids (TSS) (mg/L) failure

BODs (mg/L) 3 6 8 10 Circulation pump
failure

Faecal coliforms 1 2 3 200 UV disinfectant failure

(CFU/100 mL)

Over the course of this study, we have considered a range of different discharge volumes, initially
commencing modelling with an estimate of 4,000 m*/day. Over the course of this work these
estimates have progressively decreased due as the Beachlands South Project design has been
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refined. Recently, Raath and Associates has identified an average discharge rate of 1,374 m3/day for
the current consent application (Raath and Associates, 2026 - Table 3.1).

Discussions with Raath and Associates (Raath and Associates, personal communication, 16 June
2026) indicated that future development could conversely increase this average discharge rate,
however, these would be subject to future planning approvals (i.e., not part of this application).

Given the potential for future increases in discharge volumes to support growth and intensification,
the original modelling flow rate of 4,000 m3/day has been retained for all remaining modelling
scenarios. While this flow rate is more than three times the discharge proposed under the current
consent application, it provides a conservative basis for assessment against relevant guideline
concentrations. It also ensures the modelling framework remains adaptable to future demand
scenarios, should higher discharge volumes be sought through future separate consenting processes.

2.3 Water quality guidelines

This section considers published water quality guidance that relate to water quality constituents
summarised in Table 2.2. Exceedance of these values indicate ‘poor’ water quality. Selection of these
values from guidance assumes the point of discharge is ‘marine’ (i.e., saline/salt water), located
within a sheltered embayment that could also be regarded as ‘estuarine’. Sources considered for
establishing guideline water quality values are:

. Foley et al. (2018) wrote a technical report for the Auckland Council on the marine water
quality state and trends in the Auckland Region from 2007 to 2016.

. Stevens et al. (2024) prepared a report for the Ministry for the Environment (‘MfE') on advice
on indicators, thresholds and bands for estuaries in Aotearoa New Zealand.

° The MfE (2003) microbiological water quality guidelines for marine and freshwater
recreational areas was used to determine the faecal coliform and enterococci thresholds.

Foley et al. (2018) derived marine and estuarine water quality guideline values using the Australian
and New Zealand Environment and Conservation Council ("ANZECC') guidelines for fresh and marine
water quality (ANZECC, 2000). The measured data from the Auckland region was used to set the
guideline value if the measured values exceeded the ANZECC 80™ percentile thresholds (Foley et al.
2018). The TSS and TN guideline levels were based on measured data from Auckland. The dissolved
oxygen saturation (DOsat) percentage was from ANZECC. The TP guideline concentration was from
both ANZECC and Auckland region measurements.

Stevens et al. (2024) provided values for TN, TP and DO concentration associated with ecological
quality categories of ‘very good’, ‘good’, “fair’, ‘poor’ and ‘very poor’. The boundary value between
fair and poor for TN and DO concentration are provided. The poor value for TP was 0.015 mg/L,
which is below the Foley et al. (2018) value and the background measured water quality in the
Turanga estuary (Figure 2.1). Therefore, the Foley et al. (2018) value was applied. Stevens et al.
(2024) gave TN > 0.11 mg/L as ‘poor’ water quality, which equals the 80" percentile guideline value
from Foley et al., (2018).

The MfE (2003) microbiological water quality guidelines for marine and freshwater recreational
areas recommend that, for shellfish gathering waters, the median faecal coliform concentration over
the shellfish-gathering season should not exceed a Most Probable Number ('MPN') of 14 per 100 mL,
and no more than 10% of samples should exceed an MPN of 43 per 100 mL (based on a five-tube
decimal dilution test). Although MPN/100 mL and CFU/100 mL (Most Probable Number and Colony
Forming Units, respectively) are derived using different analytical methods and are not directly
equivalent, for faecal coliforms at low concentrations the results are typically of the same order of
magnitude and are commonly treated as broadly comparable for regulatory assessment purposes.
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Table 2.2:

Estuarine water quality guideline values selected for use in this assessment

Water quality Estuarine guideline values | Variable definition
constituent

solids (TSS)

year monitoring

Total Nitrogen (TN) <0.11 mg/L 80 percentile from 10- (Foley et al., 2018)
year monitoring

Total Phosphates <0.032 mg/L 80 percentile from 10- (Foley et al, 2018)

(TP) year monitoring

Total suspended <16 mg/L 80 percentile from 10- (Foley et al., 2018)

Dissolved oxygen
saturation (DOsat)

90% < DOsat < 110%

80" percentile from 10-
year monitoring

(Foley et al., 2018)

Dissolved oxygen >5.0 mg/L 7-day mean minimum (Stevens et al., 2024)

concentration (DO)

Faecal coliform <14 CFU/100 mL 50% percentile per season | (MfE, 2003)

(recreational

hellfish gatheri

shellfish gathering) <43 CFU/100 mL 90 percentile per season | (MfE, 2003)
Surveillance/Green: <140 | Single sample from (MfE, 2003)
CFU/100 mL weekly sampling

Enterococci (safe Alert/Amber: =140 Single sample from daily (MfE, 2003)

swimming limits) CFU/100 mL sampling
Action/Red: =280 Two consecutive daily (MfE, 2003)
CFU/100 mL samples

The recently released Wastewater Environmental Performance Standards ("WEPS') Regulations 2025
relate to the consenting of publicly owned wastewater treatment plants (WEPS regulation 40.1.a),
and the discharge concentration limits only apply at the point at which the wastewater would be
discharged (WEPS regulation 46.1). Given the WEPS (2025) regulations are not applicable to the
private wastewater discharge in this consent, values in Table 2.2 above (which are more stringent)
have been used.

2.4 Background water quality

Guideline values in Stevens et al. (2024) and Foley et al. (2018) are not intended to be used on their
own as individual regulatory targets or to assess compliance. In this assessment we have additionally
considered background levels for each water quality constituent to contextualise guideline
suitability. Their relevance is separately confirmed in the T+T ecological effects assessment
(T+T,2026).

24.1 Physicochemical - TN, TP, TSS, DO

The measurements from Foley et al. (2018) at the mouth of the Turanga Estuary (1774464 m E,
5914091 m N, NZTM) from 2009 to 2015 enable us to estimate a background concentration of water
quality constituents within the Whitford Embayment. The 80" percentile background concentrations
of TN ~“=0.1 mg/L, TP ~= 0.03 mg/L and TSS ~= 15 mg/L are estimated from the graphs and are
provided in Table 2.2. The guideline values from Foley et al. (2018) are based on the 80" percentile
of background measurements from the Auckland region.
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Figure 2.1: Water quality measurements from the Turanga estuary mouth (1774464 m E, 5914091 m N, NZTM)
from 2009 to 2015 for TN, TP, TSS and DOsa:. The blue line shows the trend and the shaded grey area shows 5%
and 95 confidence intervals. Retrieved from Foley et al. (2018).

A saline water sample collected from near the outfall location on 20 May 2026 was analysed by Hill
Labs. The TP level was 0.017 mg/L, which is within the range of the measured data in Figure 2.1.

Dissolved oxygen is a fundamental indicator of aquatic ecosystem health because adequate levels
are essential for the survival, growth, and reproduction of marine life, including fish and benthic
invertebrates. If the dissolved oxygen drops below 5.0 mg/L or 90% oxygen saturation, the water
quality is considered poor (Stevens et al., 2024, Foley et al., 2018).

The recent Auckland Council monitoring sites nearest to the proposed discharge location are at
Tamaki and the Wairoa River mouth (Figure 2.2).

+
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Figure 2.2: Auckland Council coastal water quality monitoring locations near the Whitford Embayment,
showing the 5" percentile dissolved oxygen.
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Dissolved oxygen concentrations (summarised in Table 2.3 and Table 2.4) recorded between 2010
and 2025 ranged from 6.6—-8.6 mg/L (5th—95th percentile) at Tamaki and 6.7-8.9 mg/L at the Wairoa
River mouth. When corrected for variations in temperature and salinity, dissolved oxygen saturation
ranged from 88.8—102% and 93.4—105%, respectively. Median saturation values were close to
atmospheric equilibrium (97-99%), indicating generally well-oxygenated conditions. Occasional
supersaturation (>100%) is likely attributable to daytime photosynthetic activity. The 5th percentile
saturation remains close to 90%. This suggests a receiving environment with a relatively high oxygen
status and limited evidence of chronic oxygen depletion.

Table 2.3: Dissolved oxygen concentration from 2010 to 2025 (Auckland Council water quality
and river ecology -WQRE data explorer, 2026).

Tamaki Wairoa river mouth

5% percentile 6.6 mg/L 6.7 mg/L
50t percentile 7.5 mg/L 7.8 mg/L
95t percentile 8.6 mg/L 8.9 mg/L

Table 2.4: Dissolved oxygen saturation from 2010 to 2025 (Auckland Council water quality and
river ecology - WQRE data explorer, 2026).

Tamaki Wairoa river mouth

5% percentile 88.8% 93.4%

50 percentile 97.3% 98.6%

95* percentile 102% 105%
24.2 Faecal Indicator Bacteria — enterococci, faecal coliform

Faecal indicator bacteria ('FIB') are measured not because they necessarily cause disease
themselves, but because they provide an indicator of faecal contamination and the potential
presence of pathogenic microorganisms associated with wastewater discharges.

Collectively, these organisms are widely used as surrogate indicators of potential pathogen
contamination. Direct measurement of pathogens such as viruses, protozoa, and disease-causing
bacteria is generally more complex, costly, and analytically challenging. Consequently, faecal
indicator bacteria provide a practical and well-established means of assessing microbiological water
quality and potential human health risk.

Enterococci

Enterococci are a group of bacteria, commonly including Enterococcus faecalis and Enterococcus
faecium, that occur naturally in the intestines of humans and other warm-blooded animals. They are
generally more resilient to changes in salinity, sunlight (UV) persist for similar lengths of time to
many pathogens in coastal waters, whereas faecal coliforms can die off more rapidly.

Sampling records undertaken by Auckland Council from 2009 until 2015 over a 6-year period in the
Turanga Estuary Mouth (Figure 2.3) indicate typical values less than 50 CFU, exceeding ‘red’ safe
swimming limits on one occasion in 2010 (Figure 2.3).
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Figure 2.3: Measured enterococci levels at the Turanga Estuary Mouth. Source: Auckland Council.
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Figure 2.4 plots more recent measurements of enterococci levels from Sunkist Bay immediately east
of the Whitford Embayment as provided by Safe Swim (2026). Measured levels appear to exceed the

240 CFU/100 mL limit for safe swimming on an increasing basis over the duration of monitoring.
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Figure 2.4: Measured enterococci levels at Sunkist Bay. Source: SafeSwim (2026).

Faecal coliform

Faecal coliforms are a broader group of bacteria associated with faecal matter and include
Escherichia coli (E. coli) and several related species. Sampling records undertaken by Auckland
Council in 2009 over an 8-month period in the Turanga Estuary Mouth (Auckland Council, personal
communication, 2026) indicate 50" percentile values of 5 CFU, occasionally becoming much higher
on an episodic basis (Figure 2.5).
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Figure 2.5: Measured faecal coliform levels from the Turanga Estuary Mouth. Source: Auckland Council.

Contextually much higher concentrations of Faecal coliform have been detected in the location of
sheltered streams and estuaries where land run-off from surrounding catchments occurs. For
example, measurements were conducted by NIWA (2025) for the QMRA of the Te Puru Stream
discharge, 2 km east of the Whitford Embayment entrance. The median faecal coliform
measurement was near 1000 CFU/100 mL. The high levels were predominantly attributed to
agricultural sources.
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2.5 Summary

A summary table of the guidance, background and discharge concentrations is included in Table 2.5.
Based on these concentrations, different methods will be used to consider the effect of the
discharge:

° Total Nitrogen (TN): The discharge TN concentration is above the guidance from Foley et al.
(2018) and Stevens et al. (2024). TN will be numerically modelled with a conservative tracer.

° Total Phosphorous (TP): The discharge TP concentration is above the guidance concentration
from Foley et al. (2018). TP will be numerically modelled with a conservative tracer.

o Total Suspended Solids (TSS): The discharge TSS concentration is less than Foley et al. (2018)
guideline concentration and does not need to be modelled.

° Dissolved Oxygen (DO): Dissolved oxygen effects were assessed using a Delft3D dissolved
oxygen—BOD mass balance model that simulated oxygen sources, sinks, advection, dispersion
and tidal exchange, while conservatively excluding oxygen production from phytoplankton
and wind-driven reaeration.

° Faecal Indicator Bacteria (FIB): Discharge faecal coliform is above the MfE (2003) guideline for
shellfish gathering. This has been assessed using a conservative tracer for the Army Bay WWTP
(T+T, 2013). Assuming no decay rate of faecal coliform is highly conservative (T+T, 2013). This
will provide a high-level screening of the exposure to FIB. Enterococci limits for safe swimming
(140 CFU/100mL guideline compared with 10CFU/100 mL background) are considered less
critical than limits associated with the collection of shellfish.

Table 2.5: Summary of the guideline, background and discharge concentration for each water
quality constituent, along with the method to assess each water quality constituent.

Water quality | Guideline Background Discharge Method to assess
constituent concentration concentration concentration effect
(Cp) (Ca)

N <0.11 mg/L ~0.10 mg/L 4 mg/L Numerical model 8ot
conservative tracer. | percentile

TP <0.032 mg/L ~0.030 mg/L 3 mg/L Numerical model 8ot
conservative tracer. | percentile

TSS <16 mg/L ~15 mg/L 4 mg/L Discharge below 8ot
threshold and percentile
equals background
measurements.

DO:sat 90% < DOsat < 89% < DOsat < BODs = 6 mg/L Numerical 8ot

110% 105% dissolved oxygen— | percentile

BOD mass balance
model

Faecal <14 CFU/100 5 CFU/100 mL 1 CFU/100 mL Conservative tracer | 50t

Indicator mL model as a first- percentile

Bacteria pass screening tool.

(Faecal

Coliform)
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3 Coastal setting

The Site is located south of the Pine Harbour marina along the eastern shore of the Whitford
Embayment (Figure 3.1).
NORTH*

Approximate area
of development |

Figure 3.1: Map of the Whitford Embayment.

The approximately 3 km of coastal edge bordering the Site follows the length of the Jack Lachlan
Esplanade Reserve (Figure 3.1). The northern end of the Site is separated from the Pine Harbour
Marina by a small unnamed stream (previously referred in T+T, 2022 as Stream A). Moving south
towards Waikopua Creek, intertidal sediments turn from sandy to silty, eventually becoming
established mangrove habitat.

Figure 3.2 and Figure 3.3 provide aerial images of the embayment looking towards the northern and
southern extents, respectively, of the coastal edge bordering the proposed development area. These
images highlight a steep cliffed backshore, variable and hummocky beach material at cliff-toe, which
in turn is fronted by a very wide and gently sloping intertidal flat.
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3.1 Bathymetry and tributaries

The hydrographic chart of the Whitford Embayment in Figure 3.4 shows close to half of the
embayment as being intertidal, with three main tributaries. The Mangemangeroa Creek is the widest
and deepest tributary, discharging into the southwestern corner of the embayment.

Figure 3.4: Published hydrographic chart of the Whitford Embayment.

3.2 Wind

The nearest weather station with a long-term dataset that includes both wind and rainfall data
(continuous daily rainfall and hourly wind speed data from January 1980 to January 2013) is
Auckland Aero, located approximately 16 km to the southwest. The predominant wind direction at
Auckland Aero is from the southwest sector, occurring 42% of the time. Maximum wind speeds
generally occur from the southwest and northeast sectors, with typical associated weather systems
at these times shown in Figure 3.5. Strong northeast winds are associated with sub-tropical or ex-
tropical cyclonic low-pressure systems, and strong southwesterlies arise from relatively stable
anticyclone conditions over Australia. Similar trends are observed in other nearby areas of Auckland
where less complete historical wind records exist, such as 10 km northeast of Beachlands at Musick
Point (Cliflo, 2021).
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Figure 3.5: Wind rose showing wind speeds and directions at Auckland Aero from January 1980 to January

2013.

3.3 Waves

Previous modelling of extreme waves (T+T, 2020b) using SWAN highlights the sheltering effects of
islands within the Hauraki Gulf (particularly Rangitoto, Motutapu, Waiheke and Ponui) to offshore

swell (Figure 3.6). Waves in the Whitford Embayment are generally limited to short-
that are generated by winds acting on the sea surface locally inside of these islands.

Rangitoto Motutapu Waiheke
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Figure 3.6: Sheltering effects of islands within the Hauraki Gulf.
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Wave heights within the Whitford Embayment depend on the joint probability occurrence of water
level and wind. For intertidal settings under a steady wind, wave height will be largest at high tide
when fetch is longest and water depth is greatest, and wave height will typically decrease rapidly as
the tide falls, and water depths reduce. Depth-limited wave breaking occurs along the shallow edges
of the water body, sweeping back and forth across the intertidal flats with the rise and fall of the tide
(Figure 3.7).

Figure 3.7: Depth-limited wave breaking of small waves inshore of the proposed discharge area.

34 Water temperature

Long term monitoring of the Turanga Estuary included water temperature, which fluctuates from
10°C to 25°C. Water temperature measurements taken from the Turanga Estuary mouth (1774464 m
E, 5914091 m N, NZTM) from 2009 to 2015. The blue line shows the trend and the shaded grey area
shows 5" and 95" confidence intervals. Retrieved from Foley et al. (2018).
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Figure 3.8: Long term temperature monitoring of the Turanga estuary (Foley et al., 2018)
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Marine farms

There are a number of consented marine aquaculture farms in surrounding areas of Tamaki Strait:

Green lipped mussels and oysters 10 km east at Ngai Tai Pakihi Ltd (Auckland Council Resource
Consent CST60408610).

Oyster farm 10 km north in Huruhi Bay, Waiheke.
Oyster farm 13 km north-east in Awaawaroa Bay, Waiheke.

Green lipped mussels more than 20 km east at Ponui Aquaculture Ltd (Auckland Council
Resource Consent CST60335843).

Figure 3.9: Map showing discharge location of nearby commercial marine aquaculture farms.

3.6

Significant ecological areas

Significant Ecological Areas are located within the Whitford Embayment (Figure 3.10). More
information on these areas is reported separately in T+T marine ecological assessment (T+T, 2026).
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Figure 3.10: Map of significant ecological areas within the Whitford Embayment.

3.7 Outfall structure

The proposed discharge is located in Figure 3.11 below (1775364 m Easting and 5915809 m
Northing, NZTM2000). An underground pipe will be installed by direct drive methods (micro-
tunnelling using TBM) from the proposed drilling location (inferred to be a temporary shaft for direct
pipe drive). We understand that a diffuser is to be installed at the discharge point, design details of
which are yet to be confirmed.
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Figure 3.11: Proposed outfall options

4 Hydrodynamic modelling

As part of PC88, T+T undertook field data collection and built a hydrodynamic model that simulates
tidal exchange (T+T, 2022 and included in Appendix E) using the software Delft3D 4. For this study
the 2022 model was rebuilt using Delft 3D FM D-Flow Flexible Mesh (a newer version). The same
bathymetry 10 x 10 m grid (unstructured in this instance), and water level boundary were applied.

A saltwater (i.e. saline) single-layer depth averaged model was used. Current measurements
collected through the water column in 2021 (T+T,2022 and included in Table 4.1) showed minimal
variation in velocity magnitude and direction between the upper, middle and lower layers. The
absence of significant vertical shear indicates that the water column was generally well mixed during
the monitoring period. While no salinity profiles were collected and transient density stratification
cannot be excluded, the available data do not indicate persistent stratification at the Site. These
ADCP results provide supportive evidence that the receiving waters behave predominantly as a
vertically mixed system.

Table 4.1: ADCP data collected in 2021 (T+T,2022)

Upper | Middle | Lower | Unit
Speed Mean |[0.09 |0.08 |0.08 m/s
Max 0.24 |0.22 ]0.22 m/s
Min 0.00 (0.00 |0.00 m/s
Std. dev |0.05 (0.04 |0.04 m/s

The updated model was validated in the same manner as the 2022 hydrodynamic model with similar
performance, considered suitable for dilution modelling of the proposed outfall.

The wastewater discharge was represented in the model as a point-source freshwater (i.e. non-
saline) input. As the effluent is less dense than the receiving marine waters, it is expected to exhibit
buoyant behaviour and rise through the water column following discharge from the seabed. During
its ascent, the plume will entrain and mix with the surrounding seawater, resulting in substantial
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dilution before reaching the surface. ADCP measurements indicate little variation in current speed or
direction between the upper, middle and lower thirds of the water column, suggesting limited
vertical shear and generally well-mixed conditions within the receiving environment. Consequently,
a multi-layered model was considered less critical for the far-field assessment than would be the
case in a strongly stratified environment, where vertical density gradients could significantly
influence plume behaviour and dispersion.

A discharge source of 4,000 m3/day (0.046 m3/s) was incorporated into model hydrodynamics in the
location of the proposed outfall. This has minimal effect on the model hydrodynamics, because the
depth-averaged flowrate through the model cell at the discharge is significantly higher due to tidal
flows than by the discharge itself. The minimum depth-averaged flowrate through the discharge
model cell is 0.53 m3/s, which is an order of magnitude higher than the discharge flowrate (Figure
4.1).

The discharge was represented as a single point source because diffuser design information was
unavailable. In practice, a diffuser would be expected to enhance initial mixing and dilution, reducing
near-field concentrations relative to those predicted by the model. Consequently, modelled near-
field concentrations are likely to be conservative. Far-field transport and dispersion patterns are
expected to be less sensitive to diffuser configuration. In the near-field, the single-layer model
cannot represent jet momentum from vertical diffuser ports, nor can it resolve buoyancy
effects/density stratification. The 200 m wide mixing zone (100m radius) spans approximately 20
grid cells, ensuring well resolved transport horizontally.
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Figure 4.1: Depth-averaged flowrate and velocity at the discharge location using the baseline hydrodynamic
model. The minimum flowrate is 0.53 m3/s, which is much higher than the discharge flowrate of 0.046 m?3/s.
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5 Water quality modelling

5.1 Overview

Outputs from the hydrodynamic model are used to drive the water quality model, Delft3D-FM D-
Water Quality (DWAQ). Because DWAQ is fundamentally a far-field model, it simulates the plume
after its initial discharge energy has dissipated and ambient water entrainment is complete. In this
far-field region, the plume behaves passively and drifts with the surrounding environment, where
mixing is governed entirely by ambient tidal currents, wind shear, and natural diffusion. Transport is
driven by advection (the movement of mass by the mean water flow) and dispersion (spreading
caused by turbulent mixing, velocity gradients, and molecular diffusion).

Questions investigated as part of this study are:

. What is the model sensitivity to horizontal dispersion coefficient?

. What is the dilution with dry weather conditions (no freshwater inputs from streams)? Does
this occur during neap tides (when tidal ranges are smallest)? Does this become worse further
still and at low-water slack tide (when current velocities are lowest)?

. Is there an accumulation of water quality constituents over time?

. What is the effect of moving the discharge location eastward?

. How does wind affect mixing of this discharge?

5.2 Conservative tracer methodology for TN, TP and FIB

The wastewater plume was represented with a conservative tracer. A conservative tracer is
transported by advection and mixing without significant chemical, biological, or physical
transformation.

TN and TP are often treated as approximately conservative over short time scales in some screening
studies, but in reality, they can be affected by biological uptake, settling, and transformation
processes.

FIB can be non-conservative because bacterial populations die off, grow, settle, and can be affected
by sunlight, temperature, and predation. We have however applied no decay rate associated with
die-off and consider this appropriate in the context of background levels of this bacteria discussed in
Section 2.4.2.

The base case modelling methodology includes:

. Discharge at 1775364 m Easting and 5915809 m Northing (NZTM2000).

. Discharge at 4,000 m3/day (0.046 m3/s) and concentration of 1 mg/L. Dilution factors are
independent of concentration, and the concentration results can be scaled depending on the
wastewater water quality constituent input concentration.

. Model run periods:
— Long-run period 19/03/2021 — 30/04/2021, over full monthly tidal cycle.

— Short-run period 19/03/2021 — 25/03/2021, over a neap tide. Results are calculated for the 5-
day period after the 2-day model spin up time.

. Horizontal eddy diffusivity of 1.0 m?/s.

. No wind, no waves, no buoyancy or temperature simulated.
. No discharge initially within the embayment.
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5.3 Dissolved oxygen methodology

To understand how the proposed discharge might affect the dissolved oxygen, we used the dissolved
oxygen and Biochemical Oxygen Demand ('BOD') process model in the Delft-3D. This model
simulates the oxygen mass balance with the water, including the effects of advection and dispersion.
In this specific model setup, the oxygen levels in the water are driven by the following sources and
sinks (Figure 5.1):

Sources of Oxygen (Adding oxygen to the water):

. Atmospheric Reaeration: Oxygen from the atmosphere naturally dissolves and mixes into the
surface of the water. The model calculates this based on temperature, salinity, and the water
oxygen saturation percentage. If the water oxygen saturation percentage is below 100%,
oxygen from the air dissolves into the water.

. Tidal Flushing: As the tides move in and out, clean, oxygen-rich seawater (boundary DOs.) is
brought into the embayment, mixing with and replenishing the local water.

° Discharge: The discharge pipe contributes a level of 1.6 mg/L DO (Raath and Associates, 2026).
Sinks of Oxygen (Removing oxygen from the water):

. BOD Decay: As naturally occurring bacteria break down the organic matter (BOD) from both
the background environment, the ocean boundary and the proposed discharge, consume
dissolved oxygen. The warmer the water, the faster this breakdown and oxygen consumption
happens.

Processes Intentionally Excluded (To remain conservative):
. Phytoplankton: Natural oxygen produced by marine plants and algae during the daytime from

photosynthesis is completely turned off.

° Wind: Wind-driven surface turbulence mixes atmospheric oxygen into the water (reaeration).
To remain conservative, wind velocity was assumed to be 0 m/s. It is unexpected that a warm
water temperature (24 degrees) during a summer’s day would coincide with prolonged zero
wind speed.

. Schematic of sources of oxygen (green) and sinks of oxygen (red).
Assumptions:

. The model does not consider the oxygen sink from ammonia from the discharge which is non-
conservative.
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Figure 5.1: DO processes
The model input parameters are summarised in the table below.
Table 5.1: Oxygen and BOD process model parameters
Parameter Value Source
Water 24 °C T+T (2022) summertime measurements. This represents a conservative
temperature scenario because higher temperature reduces the oxygen concentration
at 100% saturation and increase BOD decay rate.
Salinity 35.4g/kg | T+T(2022) measurements. This is conservative as higher salinity
decreases the solubility of oxygen.
Wind speed 0m/s This is conservative as wind increases surface turbulence and oxygen
reaeration.
Reaeration 1m/d Default parameter for oxygen reaeration rate.
coefficient
BOD decay rate 0.31/d Default parameter for BOD decay rate. A higher parameter is
conservative as this increases oxygen consumption.
Phytoplankton 0gC/m? Phytoplankton acts as a source of oxygen. Setting this to zero is
conservative.
Boundary and 2.0 mg/L Open coastal waters often have BODs less than 2.0 mg/L (BODs is the
initial BODs biological oxygen demand, averaged over 5 days.
Boundary and 6.7 mg/L This is the 5™ percentile value measured from the Wairoa river mouth in
initial DO the adjacent embayment from Auckland Council (WQRE, 2026). Using
the 5% percentile value is conservative.
Adopting constant temperature and salinity values above, this results in a
boundary and initial DOsat of 99%.
Discharge BODs 10 mg/L The plant failure BODs concentration is simulated as a conservative
scenario.
Discharge DO 1.6 mg/L Raath and Associates (2026).
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6 Water quality results

This section of the report provides a summary of modelling results. Sections 6.1 to 6.5 relate to
modelling based on a conservative tracer, while Section 0 is based on a DO model.

Outputs from the conservative model are provided in the form of dilution factor plots. A Dilution
Factor (DF) is defined as the ratio of the combined volume (V) to the discharge volume (V,;) by the
equation:

Vo Vp+Vy

DF =< =
Va Va

where I is the combined volume, given by the sum of the background volume (V},) and the
discharge volume (V).

Conceptually, the DF describes the degree to which the discharge has been mixed with the receiving
environment.

DF values presented in this report are derived from a conservative tracer simulation and therefore
represent physical dilution due to mixing and dispersion only. While individual water quality
constituents such as TN, TP and FIB are subject to decay/transformation, they are assumed to
behave conservatively, which is considered suitable for the purposes of this assessment.

Dilution is generally lowest near the outfall location and increases with distance as the effluent is
mixed and dispersion progressively distribute the effluent throughout a greater volume of the
receiving waters.

The 50th percentile and minimum dilution factors for all model simulations are provided in Appendix
D.

6.1 Dispersion coefficient

First, a sensitivity of plume dispersion to the horizontal dispersion coefficient was conducted. This
coefficient controls the mixing of the discharge into the surrounding estuary caused by turbulence
that is not resolved by the hydrodynamic model grid. This influences how quickly a substance
spreads out from high concentration to low concentration. The dispersion coefficient can range from
0.1 m?/s to 10 m?/s, depending on grid size and sub grid turbulence. Previous studies have
considered 0.15 m?%/s for a 100 m grid of the Hauraki Gulf (Auckland Regional Council, 2004) and 0.05
— 0.5 m?%/s for Army Bay WWTP with 20 m grid (T+T, 2013).

For this study, with an unstructured 10 x 10 m grid resolution, a sensitivity of dilution results to
dispersion coefficients of 0.05, 0.5, 1, 5, 10 m?/s was conducted, with results included in Appendix E.
A lower dispersion coefficient results in less dilution and less spread of the discharge. Between 0.05
and 1.0 m?/s, the far field dilutions have low sensitivity to dispersion coefficient. For 5 and 10 m?%/s,
far field dilutions increase significantly. A dispersion coefficient of 1.0 m?/s was determined to best
represent far field dilution behaviour, while limiting sensitivity to mixing processes in the vicinity of
the discharge.

6.2 Baseline model

The baseline model represents a reasonably foreseeable combination of conditions that could result
in poorer-than-average water quality, occurring up to twice a month. These conditions include low-
amplitude tides (less tidal exchange), no wind (less dispersion), and absence of rainfall. The 50t
percentile dilution factor results are shown in Figure 6.1 for the baseline model. The discharge
plume preferentially flows towards the west side of the embayment. This is because the tidal
currents are predominantly north-south, in and out of the embayment. Since the discharge location
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is centred in the embayment, the discharge flows south and then is directed west towards the
Turanga estuary. At 100 m from the discharge location, the minimum 50" percentile dilution factor
is 1100-fold (Figure 6.2) and for the 80™ percentile conditions, the dilution factor is 850-fold (Figure

6.3).
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Figure 6.1: 50" percentile dilution factor map.
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Figure 6.2: 50t percentile dilution factor map, showing minimum 1100 dilution factor at 100 m from the

discharge pipe.
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Figure 6.3: 80™ percentile dilution factor map, showing minimum 850 dilution factor at 100 m from the
discharge pipe. Dilution factors less than those shown occur 20% of the time.

6.3 Long model duration

A long model duration was simulated over the period of 26/03/2021 to 30/04/2021 to determine if

there is an accumulation of wastewater within the model domain, and also confirm worst case tidal

conditions from a water quality perspective. The 50" percentile DF map (below) has higher dilutions
than the baseline model (above) because there is more dilution during spring tides.

June 2026
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Figure 6.4: 50" percentile DF map.

The figure below plots the water level and DF at the discharge location. This is based on the
discharge concentration at the pipe being mixed into the depth-averaged, 10 x 10 m grid cell. DF
values range between 100 and 300 during neap tides and between 100 and 450 during spring tides.
The 50* percentile DF is 250-fold. The minimum dilution remains just above 100-fold at low tides.
There is no accumulation of discharge over the model duration. Lowest dilutions occurred under dry
weather conditions during neap tides (when tidal ranges are smallest) and at low-water slack tide
(when current velocities are lowest). The ‘Short run’ period used for other modelling scenarios
between 19/03/2021 and 25/03/2021 typically reflects worse case conditions from a water quality
perspective.
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Figure 6.5: (upper) Water level at the discharge location and (lower) depth-averaged dilution at the discharge
location.
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6.4 Discharge location

The baseline model showed that the wastewater plume preferentially spread to the west of the
Whitford Embayment. A sensitivity of discharge location was investigated by moving the discharge
location 500 m to the east. This model indicated greater dispersion of the discharge towards the
Waikopua Estuary. Despite this and as shown in Figure 6.6, the dilutions are more than 1000 for the
50t percentile, over the intertidal areas and near the coastline.
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Figure 6.6: 50" percentile DF map.

6.5 Wind

Wind enhances turbulent mixing and generates surface currents, which consistently increases the
dilution of discharge plumes. Four different wind scenarios were simulated, wind speeds of 5 m/s
and 15 m/s and the two dominant directions, southwest and east-northeast (Section 3.2). Faster
wind speeds cause greater dilution; a 15 m/s wind drives far more rapid mixing and broader
spreading than a moderate 5 m/s wind. The southwest wind (Figure 6.7) moves the plume toward
Pine Harbour but 50*" percentile dilutions exceed 10,000-fold before reaching Pine Harbour.
Likewise, during an east-northeast wind (Figure 6.8), the plume spreads toward Cockle Bay and
Howick Beach, but additional wind mixing increases dilutions above the baseline model.
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Figure 6.7: 50" percentile DF map for the southwest wind at 5 m/s.
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Figure 6.8: 50" percentile DF map for the east-northeast wind at 5 m/s.
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6.6 Dissolved oxygen

Figure 6.9 below plots DOs,: at the model boundary, at the pipe location and 100 m from the pipe. At
the model boundary, oxygen saturation is 93.6 — 100.5%. The dissolved oxygen at the discharge
location did not drop below 94% saturation. The minimum DOg,: is primarily governed by the
minimum DOt at the boundary. The minimum DOs;: at 100 m from the outfall is 93.8%, which is
actually a 0.2% improvement in oxygen saturation relative to the minimum DOs.t at the boundary.
Once the oxygen-rich water from the ocean passes the discharge pipe, the dissolved oxygen levels
increase to over 99%.
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Figure 6.9: Dissolved oxygen saturation (DOsat) at the boundary, at the outfall (after mixing) and 100 m from
the outfall.

6.7 Summary of water quality results

Table 6.1 provides a summary of modelling questions, approach and results. The baseline model
discussed in Section 6.2 represents a reasonably foreseeable combination of conditions that could
result in poorer-than-average water quality, occurring up to twice a month. These conditions include
low-amplitude tides (less tidal exchange), no wind (less dispersion), and absence of rainfall

Table 6.1: Summary of modelling questions, approach and results.

ID | Question | Modelling approach | Water quality result

1 | What is the model Simulated different Increasing dispersion coefficient increases
sensitivity to horizontal dispersion coefficients 0.05, | dilutions.
dispersion coefficient? 0.5,1,5, 10 m?%/s Coefficient of 1 m?/s selected.

2 | For typical conditions, how | Baseline modelling method. | Csoth percentile dilution of 850-fold at 100
much dilution occurs? m from the discharge. Dilutions less than
850-fold occur 20% of the time.

3 | Is there an accumulation Simulated neap-spring-neap | There was not an accumulation of
of effluent in the model cycle over the period discharge.
domain? 26/03/2021 - 30/04/2021

4 | What is the effect of Discharge moved 500 m Dilutions decrease towards Waikopua
moving the discharge east. stream but remain over 1000-fold for the
locations 500 m east? 50t percentile.

5 | What is the effect of wind? | Simulated SW, ENE wind at Effluent spread in the wind direction.

both 5 m/s and 15 m/s. Dilutions increase.
Tonkin & Taylor Ltd June 2026
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Model results from the baseline model are shown in Table 6.2, providing baseline modelled
concentrations of the constituents 100m radius from the discharge point. Figure 6.10 clarifies the
terminology used to describe these concentrations; whether they are background (C,), the
combined concentration (C,) and the difference between the combined concentration and
background concentration (C,).

A mixing zone radius of 100 m is considered appropriate for the proposed treated effluent discharge
for two primary reasons. First, the WEPS 2025 standards frequently identify mixing zones of a similar
scale for comparable discharge facilities, indicating that the proposed radius is consistent with
established regulatory practice. Second, ambient water quality in the receiving environment is
already approaching relevant guideline values for some parameters. In such circumstances, a mixing
zone provides a practical mechanism for allowing localised dilution and dispersion of the discharge
while recognising that background concentrations may limit the ability to demonstrate compliance
immediately at the point of discharge. The proposed mixing zone therefore reflects both regulatory
precedent and the existing water quality conditions within the receiving environment.

Higher -
Mixing zone
Outfall
Lower

Background concentration C,, Combined concentration C, Change in concentration Cy
(no discharge) (background and discharge)

Concentration

Figure 6.10: Idealised situation of a discharge in the centre of a fictional mixing zone with purely radial
dipersion, provided for illustrative purposes to clarify terminology in Table 6.2.

The difference between the combined concentration and the background concentration is less than
the laboratory detection limits at 100 m from the source (Table 6.2). Since the discharge TSS and
faecal coliforms are below the background concentrations, the combined concentration is less than
the background concentration, indicating an improvement in water quality.

Tonkin & Taylor Ltd June 2026
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Table 6.2:

Summary of concentrations
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Combined Laboratory
Water 11 Background concentration  Change in detection
. Guideline . : . . -
quality . concentration at100 m from  concentration limits VELELS
. concentration h I
constituent ((#Y) the source (Ca=C.—Cp) | (Foleyet
(CH* al., 2018)
80th
TN (mg/L) 0.11 ~0.10** 0.105 0.005 0.02 .
percentile
8ot
TP (mg/L) 0.032 ~0.030** 0.033 0.003 0.005 .
percentile
80th
TSS (mg/L) 16 ~15** 14.987 -0.013*** 0.2 .
percentile
Fae-cal 50t
Coliform 14 5.0 4.996 -0.004*** - reentil
(CFU/100 mL) percentile

* Combined concentration is given as: Cc = Cp + %(Cd — Cp). See Appendix A for the derivation of formula and see

Table Appendix B.1 for expanded results.

** Estimated from graphs in Section 2.4.1

*** Negative values represent an improvement in water quality.

The plant failure discharge concentrations were also considered, with an expanded results table
included in Table Appendix B.2. The difference in concentration is still below laboratory detection
limits. The discharge faecal coliform no longer results in an improvement in water quality, as the
plant failure faecal coliform levels are higher than 80" percentile background levels.

For the dissolved oxygen, the plant failure discharge concentration of BODs was considered. Under
this scenario, the minimum oxygen saturation at 100 m from the discharge did not draw down below
the model boundary levels (Table 6.3). The modelled oxygen saturation results are also within the

range of the 80" percentile guideline oxygen saturation levels.

Table 6.3:

Water quality constituent

Guideline (80* percentile)

Boundary

Summary of the dissolved oxygen saturation results for a plant failure BODs

Modelled

DOsat (%)

90% - 110%

93.6% - 100.5%

93.8% - 99.5%

Tonkin & Taylor Ltd

BSLP Fast Track Application — Water Quality Outfall Modelling Study
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June 2026
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7 Limitations

This study does not include a detailed evaluation of trace metals or emerging organic contaminants
(EOCs), including pharmaceuticals, personal care products, endocrine-disrupting compounds, PFAS,
and microplastics. Assessment of these constituents is constrained by limited baseline data,
uncertainties regarding environmental fate and transformation, and the absence of broadly
accepted monitoring frameworks and guideline values for treated effluent discharge assessments.

Similarly, while microbiological effects have been considered using conventional indicator
organisms, a QMRA has not been undertaken. This requires the collection of detailed information
regarding public access and seafood gathering that has not been undertaken within the scope of this
study.

Far-field models (like this assessment which uses DWAQ) cannot simulate the rapid, jet-driven
entrainment of a near-field plume, they inherently underestimate initial dilution. Detailed design of
the diffuser is outside the scope of this report and yet to be confirmed. The diffuser is an engineered
structure placed at the end of an outfall pipe designed to maximize discharge mixing with the
receiving water. The far-field model presented in this study shows that water quality standards are
met at the edge of the mixing zone without the benefit of near-field dilution.
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8 Conclusions

The hydrodynamic and water quality modelling indicates that the proposed treated effluent
discharge is expected to achieve substantial dilution within the receiving environment under
conservative conditions. The baseline scenario, representing dry weather, neap tidal conditions and
low-water slack tide, produced an 80" percentile dilution factor of approximately 850 at 100 m from
the discharge point. Sensitivity testing demonstrated that model predictions are robust across a
range of dispersion coefficients, discharge locations and wind conditions, with no evidence of long-
term accumulation of effluent within the model domain.

Predicted water quality concentrations at 100 m from the discharge remained close to background
levels for all assessed parameters. The differences between background and combined
concentrations for total nitrogen, total phosphorus, total suspended solids and faecal coliforms were
all less than relevant laboratory detection limits, indicating that the discharge would have a
negligible effect on ambient water quality beyond the proposed mixing zone. Model results also
showed no measurable deterioration in dissolved oxygen conditions, with oxygen saturation
remaining within both guideline ranges and existing boundary conditions.

Overall, the modelling supports the conclusion that the proposed discharge is unlikely to result in
significant adverse effects on receiving water quality outside the proposed 100 m mixing zone. The
proposed mixing zone is consistent with regulatory practice for comparable discharges and is
considered appropriate given the existing background water quality conditions within the receiving
environment.
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9 Applicability

This report has been prepared for the exclusive use of our client BSLP, with respect to the particular
brief given to us and it may not be relied upon in other contexts or for any other purpose, or by any
person other than our client, without our prior written agreement.

We understand and agree that our client will submit this report as part of an application under the
Fast-track Approvals Act 2024 and that an Expert Panel will use this report for the purpose of assessing
that application. We understand and agree that this report will be used by the Expert Panel in
undertaking its regulatory functions.

Tonkin & Taylor Ltd
Environmental and Engineering Consultants

Report prepared by:

Peter Quilter Joshua Bagg

Principal Coastal Engineer Coastal Engineer

Authorised for Tonkin & Taylor Ltd by:

Mark Thomas
Project Director

Technical Review by: Richard Reinen-Hamill
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Appendix A  Governing equations

Table Appendix A.1: Nomenclature

Variable Symbol Units

Mass m mg
Volume |4 L
Concentration C mg/L

Combined volume at any location is the sum of the discharge volume and background volume:
‘/C = Vd + Vb

The discharge volume fraction is defined as the volume of the discharge to the combined volume.
—Ya
f=5

The DF is defined as the ratio of combined volume to discharge volume, which is the inverse of the
volume fraction:

Ve 1
DF ==<==

Va f
Example: Say we have 1 part discharge mixed into 20 parts background water. The combined volume

is now 21 parts. The volume fraction is f = 1/21 and the DF = 21, by:

Now we wish to define how the discharge concentration (C;) contributes to the combined
concentration after mixing (C,).

Mass:
m=CxV
Mass balance:
me, =mp +my

Where m,, is the background mass of the water quality constituent, m, is the mass contribution of
the water quality constituent from the discharge pipe and m,. is the sum of the background and
discharge mass.

Substituting in m = C X V, the mass balance is:
CV. = CpVy, +C4Vy
Rearrange for the combined concentration:
C. = CoVp+Cava
c VC
Expanding and rearranging:

Voo, Va
CC_Vch+ Vch



Given that our volume fraction f = V—d, it follows that the remaining volume fraction is the

c

background, given by% —1-Zd-1_ f
Substituting in f:
Cc=QAQ-1f)C+ fCy
Rearranging:
Cc=0Cp+f(Cq—Cp)
or
1
Cc=Cp+5;(Ca—Cp)

This means that at any point, the combined concentration is the sum of the background
concentration, plus the volume fraction contribution of the difference between the discharge and
the background concentration.

The effect of the discharge on the combined concentration is Cp = % (€4 — Cp), which is the same

as the difference between the combined concentration and the background concentration C, =
C.— Cyp.

This results in three scenarios:

. If the background concentration equals the discharge concentration (C; = C}), the combined
concentration also equals the background concentration (C, = C), regardless of the dilution
factor.

. If the discharge concentration is greater than the background concentration (C; > Cp), then

the combined concentration will increase above the background (C, > C,), for dilution factors
greater than (DF > 1). The dilution factor determines how much the combined concentration
increases above the background level.

. If the discharge concentration is less than the background concentration (C; < Cp), then the
combined concentration will decrease below the background (C, < Cp), for dilution factors
greater than (DF > 1). This represents an improvement in water quality.

Example #1:
The discharge concentration equals the background concentration.
Cp =Cq
1
C.=0Cy+ o5 X 0
Cc =Gy

The combined concentration equals the background concentration.



Example #2:

The discharge concentration is above the background concentration. The dilution factor is DF =
100.

Cqy =20mg/L
C, =10mg/L
DF =100

1
Ce=Cp+5-(Cq = Cp)
1 10
Ce =10+ (20~ 10) = 10 + = = 10.1 mg/L

Because the discharge is 10 mg/L higher than the background, and the dilution factor after mixing is
100, the combined concentration is 10.1 mg/L

Example #3:

The discharge concentration is less than the background concentration. The dilution factor is DF =
100.

Cq=5mg/L
C, =10mg/L
DF =100

1
Ce=Cp+5-(Cq—Cp)
Cc=10+-(5-10) = 10—1%0= 9.95mg/L

Because the discharge is 5 mg/L less than the background, and the dilution factor after mixing is
100, the combined concentration has now reduced to 9.95 mg/L. This is an improvement in water
quality.

Example #4:

The discharge concentration is zero. The discharge dilution factor is DF = 100.

Cqs=0mg/L
C, =10mg/L
DF =100

1
Ce=Cp+5-(Cq = Cp)
Cc=10+7=(0—10) = 10 — - = 9.90 mg/L

Because the discharge is 0 mg/L, and the dilution factor after mixing is DF = 100, the combined
concentration has now reduced to 9.90 mg/L. This would represent the lower bound of the
combined concentration at this given dilution.



Appendix B Expanded results tables

Table Appendix B.1:

Expanded results table, with discharge concentrations based on the variable column

Combined Change in Laborat
. o Background Discharge Dilution om |n.e concentration at 4 c.>ra ctry.
Water quality Guideline ) : concentration at detection limits
. . concentration concentration at  factor 100 m from the
constituent concentration 100 m from the (Foley et al.,
(Cp) source (C,4) (DF) source (C,)*

80th

TN (mg/L) 0.11 0.10 4 850 0.105 0.005 0.02 .
percentile
80th

TP (mg/L) 0.032 0.030 3 850 0.033 0.003 0.005 .
percentile
80th

TSS (mg/L) 16 15 4 850 14.987 -0.013 0.2 .
percentile

Faecal

Coliform 50t

14 5.0 1 1100 4.996 -0.004 -
(CFU/100 percentile
mL)

1
* Combined concentration is given by: C, = C}, + oF

(Ca — Cp)




Table Appendix B.2:

Expanded results table, with discharge concentrations based on plant failure

Change in

Plant failure .. Combined . Laboratory
. . Background ) Dilution X concentration at )
Water quality Guideline . discharge concentration at detection .
. . concentration : factor 100 m from the . Variable
constituent concentration (Cy) concentration at (DF) 100 m from the cource limits (Foley
= source (C,) source (C.)* et al., 2018)
80th
TN (mg/L) 0.11 0.10 8 850 0.109 0.009 0.02 .
percentile
80th
TP (mg/L) 0.032 0.030 3 850 0.033 0.003 0.005 .
percentile
80th
TSS (mg/L) 16 15 10 850 14.994 -0.006 0.2 .
percentile
Faecal Coliform 50t
14 5.0 200 1100 5.2 0.2
(CFU/100 mL) percentile

1
* Combined concentration is given by: C, = Cp, + oF (Cq—Cp)







Appendix C Dispersion coefficient sensitivity
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Figure Appendix C.1: Horizontal dispersion coefficient of 0.05 m?/s.
5917000 & o 10000
5916000 EEERGNE
1000
=)
[=3
o
N
=
2 §
c 100 3
E a
o
£
&
p =
o
=z
10

5911000 e . ; :
1771000 177200 1773000 1774000 1775000 1776000 1777000 1778000 1779000

Easting (m NZTM2000)

Figure Appendix C.2: Horizontal dispersion coefficient of 0.5 m?/s.
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Figure Appendix C.3: Horizontal dispersion coefficient of 1 m?/s.
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Figure Appendix C.4: Horizontal dispersion coefficient of 5 m?/s.
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Figure Appendix C.5: Horizontal dispersion coefficient of 10 m?/s.
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Appendix D  Dilution map results
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Figure Appendix D.1: 50" percentile dilution factor map with 1000-fold dilution contour shown in red. Dilutions
less than those shown occur 50% of the time.
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Figure Appendix D.2: Minimum dilution factor map with 1000-fold dilution contour shown in red. Dilutions are
not less than those shown during the model simulation.



D2 Long model duration
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Figure Appendix D.3: 50" percentile dilution factor map with 1000-fold dilution contour shown in red. Dilutions
less than those shown occur 50% of the time.
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Figure Appendix D.4: Minimum dilution factor map with 1000-fold dilution contour shown in red. Dilutions are
not less than those shown during the model simulation.



D3 Discharge location 500 m east
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Figure Appendix D.5: 50" percentile dilution factor map with 1000-fold dilution contour shown in red. Dilutions
less than those shown occur 50% of the time.
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Figure Appendix D.6: Minimum dilution factor map with 1000-fold dilution contour shown in red. Dilutions are
not less than those shown during the model simulation.



D4 Southwest 5 m/s wind
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Figure Appendix D.7: 50" percentile dilution factor map with 1000-fold dilution contour shown in red. Dilutions
less than those shown occur 50% of the time.
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Figure Appendix D.8: Minimum dilution factor map with 1000-fold dilution contour shown in red. Dilutions are
not less than those shown during the model simulation.



D5 Southwest 15 m/s wind
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Figure Appendix D.9: 50" percentile dilution factor map with 1000-fold dilution contour shown in red. Dilutions
less than those shown occur 50% of the time.
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Figure Appendix D.10: Minimum dilution factor map with 1000-fold dilution contour shown in red. Dilutions are
not less than those shown during the model simulation.



D6 East-northeast 5 m/s wind
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Figure Appendix D.11: 50" percentile dilution factor map with 1000-fold dilution contour shown in red.
Dilutions less than those shown occur 50% of the time.
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Figure Appendix D.12: Minimum dilution factor map with 1000-fold dilution contour shown in red. Dilutions are
not less than those shown during the model simulation.



D7 East-northeast 15 m/s wind
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Figure Appendix D.13: 50" percentile dilution factor map with 1000-fold dilution contour shown in red.
Dilutions less than those shown occur 50% of the time.
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Figure Appendix D.14: Minimum dilution factor map with 1000-fold dilution contour shown in red. Dilutions are
not less than those shown during the model simulation.
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Executive summary

Beachlands South Limited Partnership (BSLP) is seeking a Private Plan Change (PPC) to re-zone
approximately 307 ha of land in Beachlands to facilitate urban development of that area.

BSLP engaged Tonkin & Taylor Ltd (T+T) to undertake a modelling study of Whitford Embayment and
Waikopua Creek to inform the assessment of potential adverse effects in the Coastal Marine Area
arising from sediment and metal runoff associated with implementation of the proposed Structure
Plan for the Beachlands South site (Figure 1-1). This report is intended to inform the PPC application.

The site planned for development is located south of Pine Harbour marina in the suburb of
Beachlands, Auckland. Five main streams (identified in this report as A through E, north to south)
discharge into the CMA from the site. An area of live zoning will be developed first, and then a
Future Urban Zone (FUZ), which will be the subject of a future plan change.

Two stages of development are modelled: the period during which earth working will be conducted,
and post-earth working / construction, when the landscape is “developed”.

For the earth working phase, the analysis focuses on event-scale deposition of sediment that is
eroded from earth working sites by rainfall and discharged into the CMA in freshwater runoff. In this
case, the modelling results were compared to critical deposition thicknesses and durations of
persistence to assess potential adverse effects on the embayment ecosystems. Effects thresholds for
all Average Recurrence Interval (ARI) events considered correlate to a deposition thickness of 20 mm
persisting for more than 5 days, and deposition of 5 mm persisting for more than 10 days. While
these thresholds are applicable to all design events, they have greatest relevance to the 100-y (year)
ARI where greatest deposition thickness is modelled.

For the developed landscape, the analysis focuses on annual average sedimentation rate and the
accumulation of zinc and copper in the bed sediments of the embayment. ANZECC guidelines
provide guidance for interpreting the ecological significance of the former, and the Auckland Council
Environmental Response Criteria (ERC) provide thresholds for interpreting the ecological significance
of the latter.

For the developed landscape, annual TSS (Total Suspended Solids, measured in tonnes) is predicted
to reduce overall by 64% compared with loads under the existing landscape . Copper and zinc will
accumulate, but metal concentrations within the surface mixed layer will remain below the ERC
amber threshold (19 mg/kg and 124 mg/kg for copper and zinc, respectively).

During the earthworks phase, which includes certain levels of stormwater treatment, sediment
runoff from the site will increase compared to sediment runoff from the existing landscape.
Modelling indicates the potential for 24 h TSS load (mass, measured in Tonnes) that are:

. 1to 2 times! increase in the mass of TSS discharged for the 95" percentile rainfall event
(approximately annual heaviest rainfall event expected)

. 2 to 3 times increase in the mass of TSS discharged for the 2-y ARI rainfall event (likely to
occur five times within a 10-y development period)

. 3to 5 times increase in the mass of TSS discharged for the 10-y ARI rainfall event (likely to
once within a 10-y development period)

. 6 to 14 times increase in the mass of TSS discharged for the 100-y ARI rainfall event (10%
chance of occurrence within a 10-y development period).

11 to 2 times means potential 24 h TSS discharged load (tonnes) during earthworks varies between 100% and 200% of the
existing situation, alternatively considered as up to 100% higher than existing, or up to double the load.
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For the 2-y and 10-y ARI events during the earthworks phase, the extent where the 5-mm deposition
threshold (and the 20 mm by default) was exceeded was less than 0.1 ha.

For the 100-y ARI event:

The 20-mm deposition thickness threshold persisting for more than 5 days was exceeded
over areas less than 0.1 ha. The 5-mm threshold was exceeded over greater areas and
shown to persist for more than 10 days as outlined below.

For sediment discharged from streams A and B in a 100 y ARI event, worse case deposition
occurred under spring tide conditions. A peak discharge over high tide had the potential for
3to 4 ha coverage of 5 mm or more in the upper intertidal area persisting longer than 10
days. Less than 2 ha was similarly affected within the lower intertidal area at other times.
During neap-tide conditions modelling indicates the tidal stage at time of discharge becomes
less influential on the size of the 5 mm deposition threshold with typically 1 to 2 ha with
more than 5 mm deposition persisting longer than 10 days. Longer term (i.e., timescale
months to years) exposure to wind waves will result in gradual redistribution of this material
to other subtidal areas of the wider embayment.

For sediment discharged from streams C, D and E in a 100 y ARI event, deposition areas 3 to
4 ha in size with more than 5 mm occurred under both neap and spring tide conditions,
albeit in different locations. Higher tidal currents (ebb/flood) enabled a greater spread of
discharge material compared with high tide where reduced currents enabled a more focused
and smaller deposition areas in the upper inter-tidal vicinity of the discharge points.
Sediment deposited in the vicinity of Waikopua Stream, where it is sheltered from winds and
waves, is likely to remain in place.

Considering a 2-3 times increase in sediment during construction for more frequent events
such as 2-y ARI, and noting existing rates of sedimentation as high as 3 mm/y, the potential
exists for more than 2 mm of accumulated sediment above existing background rates during
the construction period (taken indicatively as 10 years) in the vicinity of discharges C,D,E
which are existing predominantly silty and muddy environments. Changes in TSS in the order
of 2-3 times over the relatively short duration of construction need to be considered in
context with long term reductions in TSS by 64% in its developed form.

In conclusion this study indicates:

Post development resulting in an overall reduction in annual TSS, with likely long-term
accumulation of Zinc and Copper within green (acceptable) ERC threshold values.
During earthworks, the potential exists for increased TSS particularly following extreme
lower likelihood rainfall events (e.g. 100-y ARI event). Sediment areas and thicknesses
from this report that consider a range of design events are used to inform the T+T
ecological assessment report.
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1 Introduction

1.1 Background

Beachlands South Limited Partnership (BSLP care of Russell Property Group) engaged Tonkin &
Taylor Limited (T+T) to undertake a modelling study of Whitford Embayment and Waikopua Creek to
inform the assessment of potential adverse effects in the CMA arising from sediment and metal
runoff associated with implementation of the Proposed Structure Plan and PPC for the Beachlands
South site. We have carried out this work in accordance with our proposal of 3 December 2020
(T+T,2021a).

The site comprises an area of approximately 307 hectares of land south of the existing Beachlands
township and the Pine Harbour Marina, as shown in Figure 1-1. The site encompasses the existing
Formosa Golf Resort, the large farm properties to the south, and smaller rural properties along
Whitford-Maraetai Road. Figure 1-1 also shows where the main coastal streams, all of which are
considered in this assessment, discharge into the Whitford Embayment.

Whitford C
Embayment

[ 1 Sucture Puan Area Boundary
L _ ! Sub-precinct Boundary
Existing Major Road
Enisting Secondary Aonds
| - Indicative Primary Road
Indicative Secondary Aoads
| Ecological Areas
o indicaiive Vitage Centio
| Indicative Mivad Use
Indicative Hgher Density Residential
| Indicative Modium Density Resicential Waiko pua
Indicative Lowsr Denaity Fesidential
‘ Indicative Rural Bufler Residential Stream
S school @ Primary Play Areas
| @ rFasee @ Picnes/ Spors Facetes
| e St coestal boundary
| * Coastal stresm dischargs loctions

Figure 1-1 Structure Plan
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1.2 Proposed Structure Plan and PPC

BSLP is seeking a PPC across multiple contiguous properties in Beachlands, Auckland (shown in
Figure 1-1) to expand the existing Beachlands Maraetai coastal town.

The PPC area is currently zoned Rural — Countryside Living under the Auckland Unitary Plan
Operative in Part (AUP-OP). Through the Plan Change, the BSLP are seeking to rezone the land to a
combination of Business (Mixed Use, Local Centre and Neighbourhood Centre), Open Spaces, various
Residential zones and Future Urban zone.

Initially it is proposed to ‘Live Zone’ the proposed development footprint within the northern portion
of the PPC area (the 170 ha Formosa Golf Course at 110 Jack Lachlan Drive, Beachlands) via a plan
change (Figure 1-2). Development areas within the live zone comprising a village centre in the
northwest of the site, surrounded by mixed used land and higher density housing drain into coastal
discharges A and B.

It is proposed to rezone the remaining development footprint within the southern portion of the PPC
area as 'Future Urban Zone’ . This includes the proposed development footprint within the farm at
620 Whitford-Maraetai Road and various smaller land parcels. These Future Urban Zone areas will
be the subject of a further plan change application in due course as shown in Figure 1-2. Medium
and lower density housing in the Future Urban Zone discharges into C, D and E.

A treated wastewater discharge location is proposed in the vicinity of stream B as part of this
Structure Plan.
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Figure 1-2 Live Zone and Future Urban Zone
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1.3 Purpose of this report

This report has been prepared to support the PPC application for Beachlands South, and to assist
Auckland Council and decision makers in assessing this application in accordance with the Resource
Management Act 1991. This study considers potential effects on water quality and sedimentation
associated with the Structure Plan and Plan Change during the following three (consecutive) stages
of planned land development:

1 Existing (baseline): Understanding existing sedimentation and water quality is important
contextual information regarding the assessment of development effects.

2 During construction: Clearing of land, earthworks and construction can result in disturbed soils
being transported downstream and ultimately dispersed and potentially deposited in the
adjacent marine environment.

3 Following completion of the development: Ongoing runoff of sediment and metals (specifically
copper and zinc) from the developed landscape, dispersing and potentially accumulating in
the adjacent marine environment.

The following “effects thresholds” have been used in our study:

° Deposition of sediment in the immediate aftermath of single events (Gibbs and Hewitt ,2004):
- 20 mm thick, remaining for longer than five days.

- 5 mm thick, remaining for longer than 10 days.

. Long-term (yearly to decadal) accumulation of sediment: 2 mm sediment accumulation per
year above the natural annual sedimentation rate, which has been adopted by Australian and
New Zealand Water Quality Guidelines (ANZECC, 2018) as a Default Guideline Value (DGV) for
sedimentation.

° Metal (zinc and copper) accumulation in the surface mixed layer of the bed sediments is
reported against the Auckland Council Environmental Response Criteria (ERC) “traffic light”
system as described in TP168 (ARC, 2004), and shown in the table below. The ERC values are
considered more conservative than the trigger values provided in the Australian and New
Zealand Water Quality Guidelines (ANZECC, 2018), which are also listed for reference.

Table 1-1 Auckland Council ERC threshold values for sediment quality

Contaminant | Unit Auckland Council ERC DGV GV-High
Green Amber (TEL) Red (ERL)
Copper mg/kg dry weight <19 19-34 >34 65 270
Lead mg/kg dry weight <30 30-50 >50 50 220
Zinc mg/kg dry weight <124 124-150 >150 200 410
DGV : Default Guideline Values from ANZECC (2018)

GV - High : Guideline Values — High from ANZECC (2018)

Figure 1-3 illustrates key linkages between four key reports (including this one) that progress in a
stepwise manner, ending with the Marine Ecological Effects Assessment (T+T, 2021a). The Marine
Ecological Effects Assessment provides additional information regarding the suitability of the above
thresholds, reference standards and guidelines in this assessment, and potential ecological effects
based on findings contained in this report. For completeness the NIWA discharge report is included
in Appendix B.
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Figure 1-3 Contextual purpose of this report

1.4 Report outline

Section 1 of this report discusses scope, why this work is being undertaken, and general approach,
which is illustratively presented in Figure 1-4.

Section 2 provides a description of the physical setting of the site. Figure 1-4 highlights various
technical inputs external to this report, use of published data, and collection of field data that inform
the physical setting. External information includes Harrison and Grierson (HG) stormwater
information that has in-turn been used by NIWA in various models (GLEAMS and Contaminant Load
Model, CLM) to inform potential sediment and metals discharges. The scope of field data collection
has aimed to build on and corroborate with published information. Measured current, temperature
and water level information formed the basis for subsequent validation of numerical modelling.

Section 3 of this report provides information on hydrodynamic and sediment-transport modelling.
NIWA'’s regional hydrodynamic model of the Hauraki Gulf provides coarse information relating to
tidal currents, water levels, salinity and temperature driven by boundary water levels, temperature,
salinity and atmospheric coupling. A more detailed T+T nested hydrodynamic model takes this
coarse information and resolves it to a finer spatial scale to enable sediment transport modelling of
terrigenous sediment discharged into the embayment by creeks, where it settles to the bed under
gravity, and may be re-eroded from the bed by waves and currents.

Section 4 discusses sediment transport patterns and influences that, in turn, inform sediment model
scenarios. Results of the sediment dispersal and deposition modelling are discussed in Section 5.

Section 6 presents the metal accumulation modelling and results.

Section 7 provides a summary of key information and conclusions.
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2 Physical setting

2.1 Location

The site is located south of the Pine Harbour marina along the eastern shore of the Whitford
Embayment (Figure 2-1).

Figure 2-1 Map of the Whitford Embayment

The approximately 3 km of coastal edge bordering the site follows the length of the Jack Lachlan
Esplanade Reserve (Figure 2-1). The northern end of the site is separated from the Pine Harbour
Marina by a small unnamed stream (hereby referred to in this report as Stream A). Four other
streams annotated B through E in Figure 2-1 show discharges along the coastal edge. Moving south
towards Waikopua Creek, intertidal sediments turn from sandy to silty, eventually becoming
established mangrove habitat.

Figure 2-2 and Figure 2-3 provide aerial images of the embayment looking towards the northern and
southern extents, respectively, of the coastal edge bordering the proposed development area. These
images highlight a steep cliffed backshore, variable and hummocky beach material at cliff-toe, which
in turn is fronted by a very wide and gently sloping intertidal flat.
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2.2 Bathymetry and tributaries

The hydrographic chart of the Whitford Embayment in Figure 2-4 shows close to half of the
embayment as being intertidal, with three main tributaries. The Mangemangeroa Creek is the widest
and deepest tributary, discharging into the southwestern corner of the embayment.
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Figure 2-4 Published hydrographic chart of the Whitford Embayment
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2.3 Wind

The nearest weather station with a long-term dataset that includes both wind and rainfall data
(continuous daily rainfall and hourly wind speed data from January 1980 to January 2013) is
Auckland Aero, located approximately 16 km to the southwest. The predominant wind direction at
Auckland Aero is from the southwest sector, occurring 42% of the time. Maximum wind speeds
generally occur from the southwest and northeast sectors, with typical associated weather systems
at these times shown in Figure 2-6. Strong northeast winds are associated with sub-tropical or ex-
tropical cyclonic low pressure systems, and strong southwesterlies arise from relatively stable
anticyclone conditions over Australia. Similar trends are observed in other nearby areas of Auckland
where less complete historical wind records exist, such as 10 km northeast of Beachlands at Musick
Point (Cliflo, 2021).

Wind rose from 1980 to 2013
N

Windspeed (m/s)
Ml15 < m/fs< 23.2
8% 12 <mis<15
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4% B3 <mfs<6
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Figure 2-5 Wind rose showing wind speeds and directions at Auckland Aero from January 1980 to January 2013
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Figure 2-6 Typical weather systems associated with high wind speeds in the Auckland region (Images modified
from Chappell, 2013)
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2.4 Waves

Previous modelling of extreme waves (T+T, 2020b) using SWAN highlights the sheltering effects of
islands within the Hauraki Gulf (particularly Rangitoto, Motutapu, Waiheke and Ponui) to offshore
swell (Figure 2-7). Waves in the Whitford embayment are generally limited to short-period waves
that are generated by winds acting on the sea surface locally inside of these islands.

Rangitoto Motutapu Waiheke Ponui
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Figure 2-7 Sheltering effects of islands within the Hauraki Gulf

Largest waves impinging on the eastern shoreline of the embayment are expected to be generated
by north to northwest winds blowing into the shoreline across approximately 10 km of fetch. This
study indicates a 100 ARI design wave height of 1.8 m from 315° (NW) with a peak wave period of
4.5 seconds (s).

Wave heights within the Whitford Embayment depend on the joint probability occurrence of water
level and wind. For intertidal settings under a steady wind, wave height will be largest at high tide
when fetch is longest and water depth is greatest, and wave height will typically decrease rapidly as
the tide falls, and water depths reduce. Depth-limited wave breaking occurs along the shallow edges
of the water body, sweeping back and forth across the intertidal flats with the rise and fall of the tide
(Figure 2-8).
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Figure 2-8 Depth-limited wave breaking of small waves

2.5 Water levels
2.5.1 Published water level information

2.5.1.1 Astronomical tide

The closest long-term tidal station to Beachlands is at the Port of Auckland located some 18 km
northwest of the site (see Table 2-1 for tide levels at the Port). Typically, the tide range is 2.88 m and
1.80 m for spring and neap tides, respectively. Levels in Table 2-1 are provided in terms of the LINZ
Auckland Chart Datum. Additional published water levels are also included in this table from
Stephens & Wadhwa (2012) for a point centrally located within the embayment (ref. 63).

Table 2-1 Predicted tide levels

Nominal level Port of Auckland Beachlands
(LINZ, 2021) (Stephens & Wadhwa, 2012)
Water level CD Water level RL! Water level CD | Water level RL!
(m) (m) (m) (m)
Highest Astronomical Tide (HAT) | 3.71 1.97 3.57 1.83
Mean High Water Perigean - - 3.39 1.65
Springs (MHWPS)
Mean High Water Springs 3.35 1.61 - -
(MHWS)!
Mean High Water Springs -102 | - - 3.32 1.58
(MHWS - 10)
Mean High Water Neaps 2.38 0.64 - -
(MHWN)
Mean Sea Level (MSL) 191 0.17 - -
Mean Low Water Neaps 1.03 -0.71 - -
(MLWN)
Mean Low Water Springs 0.48 -1.26 - -
(MLWS)
Lowest Astronomical Tide (LAT) | 0.06 -1.68 - -

1. Levels in Auckland Vertical Datum 1946, which is 1.74 m lower than Chart Datum (CD)
2. Where 10% of high tides exceed the level.
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2.5.1.2 Storm surge

Storm surge results from the combination of barometric setup from low atmospheric pressure and
wind stress from winds blowing along or onshore. This process elevates the water level above the
predicted tide. The combined elevation of the predicted tide and storm surge is known as the storm
tide. In 2013, NIWA modelled coastal-storm inundation around the coastline of the Auckland region
(Stephens et al., 2013). The predicted storm tide levels for a range of return periods for Waikopua
are presented in Table 2-2. These levels include local effects of wave set-up that may occur in
limited areas of wave breaking along the northern extent of the site. This is likely to be relatively
minor in the vicinity of the Waikopua Creek where there is shelter from waves. Published values for
the same location excluding wave setup indicate a 1% AEP level of 2.2 m RL (Stephens et al., 2016),
indicating approximately 0.26 m of wave setup elsewhere in the embayment for this event
magnitude.

Table 2-2 Storm tide levels for Beachlands (Stephens et al., 2013)

Annual Exceedance 39% 18% 10% 5% 2% 1% 0.5%
Probability (AEP)

Average Recurrence Interval (ARI) 2y S5y 10y 20y 50y 100y 200y
Elevation RL" (m) 2.08 2.20 2.05 2.26 2.32 2.46 2.49

1. Elevations in Auckland Vertical Datum 1946

Greatest storm surges within the Whitford Embayment are likely to arise under strong northerly
winds associated with either subtropical lows or ex-tropical cyclones (discussed in Appendix A),
which also bring extreme rainfall.

2.5.2 Measured water levels

Water levels were monitored in three locations within the embayment, detailed in Table 2-3 with
locations shown in Figure 2-9. The data are presented in Appendix D.

Table 2-3 Instrumentation details

Instr ion | Model Level (m, CD) Lat Long Recording Date
Burst 8192 data points .
Pressure RBR 2m 36.89527 S | 174.97605 E | at 8Hz, first ~17 min of | March 19 until
sensor north | Solo April 30, 2021
every hour
Pressure RBR . March 19 until
sensor south | virtuoso -1m 36.88265S | 174.97364 E | Continuous at4 Hz April 30, 2021
N k Conti March 19 il
ADCP ortek | 0.2m 36.89238's | 174.97167 ¢ | Continuousat10 arch 19 unti
Eco minute intervals April 8, 2021
Tonkin & Taylor Ltd March 2022
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Figure 2-9 Instrumentation location plan

2.6 Currents

An Acoustic Doppler Current Profiler (ADCP) was used to measure current speed and direction at
three levels in the water column at the location indicated in Figure 2-9 over the period March 19
until April 8, 2021. The data are presented in Appendix D. Measurements indicate peak currents
typically occurring at mid-tide as high as approximately 0.2 m/s over the spring tide, and
approximately half this value over the neap tide.

2.7 Temperature

The Acoustic Doppler Profiler (ADCP) at the location in Figure 2-9 was also used to measure
temperature at bed level. This data revealed daily variations in temperature of between 0.5 and 1.5
degrees C, with daily highs typically occurring in the early afternoon. Overall, water temperatures
cooled by a degree over the monitoring period.

2.8 Sediments

2.8.1 Terrigenous sediments

Terrigenous sediments are those derived from the erosion of soils or rock on land (as opposed to
marine) environments. In the Whitford embayment, key sources of terrigenous sediment include
material transported to the coastal edge by overland flows and streams identified in Figure 2-1, and
material derived from erosion of exposed areas of the coastal edge Figure 2-10.
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Figure 2-10 Erosion all exposed areas of the coastal edge (photo taken by T+T on 10 April 2021)

Gibbs and Hewitt (2004) describe terrigenous sediment in the Auckland region as typically being a
yellow-orange soil containing a lower clay content than in typical mudflat settings. Laboratory
testing by Gibbs and Hewitt of terrigenous material within the Whitford Embayment indicates a
large silt sized fraction (3.9— 63 um), with less than a quarter comprising fine sand (63— 250 um).

Figure 2-11 shows sediment deposited on a high-tide beach within a discharge channel at Stream C
following a period of moderate rainfall (25 mm accumulated over a 24 h period based on Auckland
Council, 2021a). Deposited material for the most part resembled a fine silt, with flocculation
occurring in pools of water trapped over the intertidal area®. As indicated in photo right of Figure
2-11, the flocculated material is often the last to settle, manifesting as a film of overlying sediment
that is comparatively easily resuspended.

Figure 2-11: Photo left shows sediment deposited on the high tide beach within discharge channel at Stream C.
Photo right shows floc development within intertidal areas approximately 50 m away. Photos taken on 10 April.

2 Flocculation is the process whereby individual particles cluster together into aggregates (or flocs) which, as a result,
become larger and less dense than the individual constituent particles.
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The regional geology of the Beachlands area provides information on the origins of terrigenous
material entering the embayment. The 2001 GNS 1:250,000 geological map of the Auckland area
(Figure 2-12) indicates most surrounding catchments being underlain by Waitemata Group East
Coast Bays Formation (ECBF Fm.) flysch, with weathered soils comprising clayey silt and occasional
thin beds of sand or sandy silt. The proposed development area is underlain by this material.

Undifferentiated Tauranga Group alluvium, comprising mud, sand and gravel, is limited to areas
north of the site (Puketoka Fm.). This may contribute a higher fraction of coarse sediments than
ECBF Fm. into Stream A. The map indicates low lying areas around the coastal edge, including stream
channels containing river deposits that have likely accumulated within the last 10,000 years.

Figure 2-12: Geological area, approximate site boundary marked in red (GNS, 2001)

Observations of sediment plumes within the embayment have been published by Healy (1996),
including aerial obliques in Figure 2-13 of the embayment that were taken following a ‘northerly
storm' in August 1996. Discharge locations are annotated in these figures for clarity. Given the
yellow—orange colouration of the plumes, which is consistent with Gibbs and Hewitt (2004)
descriptions noted above, the regional geology, and the fact that the plumes emanate from streams
(A through E, and Waikopua Creek), it is safe to say that the plumes are composed of terrigenous
sediment eroded from the catchment, suspended, and transported in freshwater runoff.
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i
Stream A

Waikopua
Stream E Creek

Stream.D

Figure 2-13 Aerial obliques of the embayment following a 'northerly storm' in August 1996 (Healy, 1996) with
key discharges considered in this study labelled with arrows

Data from the Freshwater Management Tool (FWMT data provided by Auckland Council, 2021a) has
been used to compare sediment runoff from the site to sediment runoff from adjacent catchments.
Data from 62 FWMT nodes were grouped spatially into the six catchments as shown in Figure 2-14.
TSS (Total Suspended Solids) discharges over a 48-h period inferred from rainfall records to
approximately fit a 2.33-y ARI 24-h (hour) event were aggregated for each catchment cluster, with
percentage contributions annotated on Figure 2-14. This indicates that the PPC area contributes less
than 10% by mass of TSS discharged from the land to the embayment during events of this size. This
figure also indicates the PPC area likely contributing less than one third of total TSS entering into the
Waikopua Creek for events of this size (7% from site catchments, compared with total 23% and 7%
contributions into this creek).
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Figure 2-14 Percentage of total suspended solid (TSS) contributions from key catchment clusters surrounding
the Whitford embayment

2.8.2 Marine sediments

Sediments within the Whitford Embayment indicatively shown in Figure 2-15 may be broadly
characterised as being:

1 Unconsolidated shelly beach deposits, typically narrow and limited to areas with shelter from
wind waves.
2 Exposed rock, apparent along the coastal edge of the site, up to 200 m in width.

Mudflats, located within the comparatively more protected upper reaches of tributaries, often
in the vicinity of mangrove vegetation.

4 Sandflats, accounting for the majority of the embayment area.
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Waikopua Creek

Figure 2-15 Broad characterisation of sediments within the CMA

2.8.2.1  Unconsolidated beach deposits

The northern section of coastline is protected by an accretionary sand and shell spit, primarily
consisting of calcium carbonate (shell) overlying fine sand (Figure 2-16), which is typical of sheltered
estuarine sites within the inner Hauraki Gulf (Klinac, 2002). Mudstone flats extend seaward from the
beach toe. South of the headlands, muddy fine sand is more abundant, with some shell deposits
forming ridges in front of the vegetated shoreline (Figure 2-17).

Figure 2-16: Beach section north of headland
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Figure 2-17: Chenier ridge seaward of salt marsh south of headlands

28.2.2 Mudflat and sandflat areas

Grading distributions published in Gibbs and Hewitt (2004) show distinctive spatial patterns in
silt/clay content (Figure 2-18) , and usefully links this information to terrigenous sediments discussed
in2.8.1.

Waikopua Creek

Figure 2-18 Sediment fractions in terrigenous, mudflat and sandflat sediments within the Whitford embayment,
based on data from TP264

Auckland Regional Council (Norkko et al., 2002) undertook more widespread sampling throughout
the Whitford embayment to characterise sediment types and spatial distribution as indicated in
Figure 2-19. From this figure the following key observations are made:

. Sediment has higher silt and clay contents (typically >25%) in sheltered tributaries such as the
Waikopua Creek to the south of the site.
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o Sediment in exposed intertidal areas has a comparatively lower silt and clay content (typically
< 10%). A sharp contrast in silt content is apparent in Figure 2-19 in the location of discharge
C, with sandier intertidal areas north, and siltier intertidal areas upstream to the south.

. In subtidal areas, silt and clay content increases with increasing water depth to a maximum
value of around 70% on the western side of the Whitford Embayment. Analysis of seabed
samples just outside the entrance to the Whitford Embayment (northern extent of Figure 2-
19) by Auckland Regional Council (Swales et al., 2002) indicates approximately 4 mm/y of
sediment accumulation since the 1950's.

% silt & clay

96.72
91.80
B6.89
81.97
77.05
72.13
67.21
62.30
57.38
52.46
47.54
42.62

0

Waikopua [
Creek

1 L L] ] 1 1 L

Figure 2-19 Auckland Regional Council (Reproduced from Norkko et al., 2002) sampling throughout the
Whitford embayment to characterise sediment types and spatial distribution, with stream location annotations

Monitoring by Ellis et al. (2004) over a period of 7 months within upper intertidal areas indicates
sedimentation rates of 0 mm/y in the vicinity of Stream D and between 0 and 2.6 mm/y in the
vicinity of Stream E. These are lower rates than those expected in an area with comparatively high
silt and clay content shown in Figure 2-19, and may reflect the relatively short duration of
monitoring (less than 1 year). More recent ecological sampling undertaken by Hewitt & Calder
(2020) opposite Stream C also indicates higher sedimentation in these areas inferred qualitatively
from changes in macrofauna ecology (more than the 0 mm/y reported by Ellis et al.(2004). This is
consistent with progressive encroachment of mangroves in the vicinity of Stream C shown in Figure
2-20 that is likely to be more informative regarding longer-term Sediment Accumulation Rates (SAR).

For the purposes of this assessment, we have assumed a general 3 mm/y SAR for all discharge areas
(C, D and E) within the Waikopua Creek, which represents the upper bound estimate calculated by
Ellis et al. (2004).
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Figure 2-20 Left photo shows mangrove extent in 1961 (Retrolens, 2021). Right photo shows current-day extent
(Auckland Council, 2021c) of mangroves and mangrove expansion in Waikopua Creek (delineated in green
dashed polygon).

2.9 Metal concentrations in embayment bed sediments

In situ concentrations of zinc and copper in the surface mixed layer of the bed sediments were
obtained by T+T at three intertidal sampling locations shown Figure 2-21 in February 2021 with
values included in Table 2-4. These concentrations are significantly less than the ERC amber
threshold concentrations (see Table 1-1) and are considered representative of the equilibrium
metals concentration pre-development.
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Figure 2-21 Location of Sites 1, 7 and 8 where sediment samples were collected (green dots), black triangles are
other T+T monitoring sites and the red dots are Auckland Council monitoring sites

Table 2-4 Pre-development (present-day) in situ metal concentrations in the bed-sediment surface

mixed layer

Discharge locations Survey site Copper (mg/kg) | Zinc (mg/kg)
AandB Site 1 1.84 16.5
C Site 7 1.19 141
DandE Site 8 2.74 19
Tonkin & Taylor Ltd March 2022
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2.10 Discharges

2.10.1 Event-based TSS and metal loads

Freshwater runoff data was available from Auckland Council’s FWMT tool and separately NIWA
GLEAMS modelling outputs for the existing case (Appendix B, Table 2-7, Runoff Volume, Baseline).

The FWMT outputs consisted of daily averaged flow for the period 2003 to 2017 based on Virtual
Climate Station Network (VCSN) and 2013 land use data. FWMT rainfall records were used to
identify a 2.33 ARI 24 hr rainfall event equivalent, with the TSS loads from this event used to validate
the TSS load obtained from the GLEAMS® modelling for this same level of event. A comparison of the
TSS loads obtained from the FWMT and GLEAMS can be reviewed in Appendix C, which showed that
the TSS load obtained from the FWMT and the GLEAMS model for a ~2 year ARI 24-hour event was
of the same order of magnitude when accounting for differences in catchment area and ARI events.

Based on earthworks controls that include stormwater collection ponds, NIWA developed modified
event runoff volumes (Appendix B, Table 2-7, Runoff Volume, Interim). Runoff volumes were
disaggregated into time series data for each of the discharge points using GLEAMS modelling
(Appendix B, located in Appendix C of this report).

Event-based (i.e., single rainstorm) TSS loads for the existing and earthworks stage were obtained
from NIWA GLEAMS modelling (Appendix B, Table 2-7 termed ‘Baseline’ and ‘Treated-interim’
respectively, and additionally Figure 1-4 for context). NIWA have regarded total sediment mass
being discharged into the embayment from the stream discharges as equivalent mass in TSS with 24-
h loads, with this information summarised in Figure 2-22 for a range of design events.

NIWA have disaggregated these loads into time series (10 min) flow rates and TSS concentration
information to inform model boundary conditions, used to model freshwater runoff entering the
embayment at these times over the duration of particular design level rainfall events.

3 A field scale model developed to evaluate the impact of management practices on potential pesticide, nutrient leaching,
surface runoff and sediment losses from the field (GLEAMS Model : USDA ARS)
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Figure 2-22 24 h TSS loads from each stream outlet for existing baseline and earthworks stages for 95
percentile, 2-y ARI, 10-y ARI and 100-y ARI events.

From Figure 2-22, potential changes in 24 -h TSS (tonnes) from existing to earthworks scenarios for a
range of ARI events are in the order of:

. 1 to 2 times* for the 95™ percentile rainfall event (approximately annual heaviest rainfall event
expected).

. 2 to 3 times for the 2-y ARl rainfall event (likely to occur five times within a 10-y development
period).

. 3 to 5 times for the 10-y ARI rainfall event (likely to once within a 10-y development period).

. 6 to 14 times for the 100-y ARI rainfall event (10% chance of occurrence within a 10-y
development period).

2.10.2 Mean annual sediment and metals loads

Mean annual TSS, zinc and copper loads for the existing and fully developed scenario were provided
by NIWA (Appendix B, Tables 3-3, 3-4, 3-5 respectively) and used as inputs for the metal
accumulation model in Section 7 and summarised in Figure 2-23.

41 to 2 times means potential 24 h TSS discharged load (tonnes) during earthworks varies between 100% and 200% of the
existing situation, alternatively considered as up to 100% higher than existing, or up to double the load.
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Figure 2-23 Comparison of existing and developed annual mean loads of TSS, Cu and Zn

From mean annual loads in Figure 2-23, the development has the potential to result in:

. Net reduction in TSS mass discharged on an annual basis, approximately equating to an overall
64% reduction®.

. Net increase in Cu mass discharged on an annual basis, approximately equating to 3 x
increase®.

. Net increase in Zn mass discharged on an annual basis, approximately equating to a 4 x
increase by mass.

NIWA produced two sets of numbers that either make no allowance for wetlands (‘No wetlands’) or
assumes that all water falling on impervious surfaces are treated (Wetlands). These will provide
maximum and minimum estimates for the mean annual loads of TSS, Zn and Cu under the fully
developed scenario, with the most likely scenario resulting in discharges that sit somewhere
between these conditions. Values used in our assessment conservatively use ‘No-wetlands’ figures
(i.e., no allowance has been made for wetland treatment in these discharges.)

The fate of metals is inextricably linked to the fate of TSS because of the inorganic sorption
phenomena of metals onto sediment that has been widely observed (Chapra, 2008) - so the ratio of
metals to TSS was a particularly important input to the accumulation model. The ratios were
calculated from the TSS and metals discharge loads provided by NIWA for the various discharge
locations. We note that discharge flows from H+G for the existing case were not modified by NIWA
to reflect attenuating effects of erosion and sediment control under the earthworks stage, or
stormwater infrastructure and water quality devices under the developed stage. These assumptions
amongst others are discussed separately in related NIWA reporting (Appendix B).

5 For example the 59 tonnes of average annual TSS sediment discharged from Stream A could experience a 59% reduction,
becoming 24 tonnes as shown in Figure 2-23.

6 For example the 0.42 tonnes of average annual Cu discharged from Stream A could experience a 3.8 x increase, becoming
1.6 tonnes as shown in Figure 2-23.

Tonkin & Taylor Ltd March 2022
Beachlands South Structure Plan Change - Water Quality & Sedimentation Modelling Report Job No: 1014358.005.v0.3
Beachlands South Limited Partnership



26

3 Hydrodynamic and sediment-transport models

3.1 Overview

As outlined in Figure 3-1, at the top of the model hierarchy is NIWA'’s regional hydrodynamic model
of the Hauraki Gulf. This simulates tidal currents, water levels, salinity and temperature driven by
boundary water levels, temperature, salinity and atmospheric coupling in coarse detail over the
Hauraki Gulf (wind and atmospheric pressure). This information is not sufficient to inform sediment
transport within the Whitford Embayment, which has required T+T to develop a more detailed
nested model that simulates hydrodynamics at a higher resolution to undertake this assessment.

The more detailed T+T nested hydrodynamic model takes coarse water level, temperature, salinity
and wind speeds from the regional model to simulate currents at its seaward boundary. These are
then propagated into the nested model and simulated at a much finer spatial scale to resolve
important detail near the site, including the dispersal and mixing of freshwater runoff into the
embayment. Waves are superimposed on the nested hydrodynamics by the wave model, which is
driven by winds, including sequences of winds, which simulate the passing of different types of
weather systems.

The Whitford Embayment sediment transport model simulates dispersal of terrigenous sediment
discharged into the embayment by the creeks in Figure 1-1. For this, it uses the currents simulated
by the nested hydro model, including the way freshwater is mixed and dispersed, and the waves
simulated by the wave model. Sediment is carried by the freshwater runoff, and once it enters the
embayment it is dispersed by the tidal and wind-driven currents, settles to the bed under gravity,
and may be re-eroded from the bed by waves and currents. Ultimately, the sediments settle on the
bed, remain suspended in the water column, or are transported out of the model domain. The
results are analysed to determine deposition thicknesses and so on, from which ecological effects
can be inferred.

Figure 3-1 Modelling overview
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3.2 Regional hydrodynamic model (NIWA)

NIWA’s Delft3D model of the area shown in Figure 3-2 is used to inform boundary conditions for the
nested model of the Whitford Embayment.

-
- NIWA Regional model domain

E ] ]

Figure 3-2 NIWA regional model domain with Black lines representing 78 m model mesh and the red dots
showing the location of the freshwater sources.

NIWA have developed a Delft3D model (WETS Tamaki Strait Model) over the area shown in Figure
3-2, comprising a 78 m x 78 m rectilinear grid, containing 15 sigma layers. This hydrodynamic model
considers temperature, salinity and wind. Temperature and salinity at the northern boundary are
informed from the Global HYCOM ocean model. The NIWA model does not take into account of
salinity changes at the eastern boundary due to large freshwater inputs from the Firth of Thames
(Waihou and Piako Rivers). The regional model includes spatially varying winds, atmospheric
pressure and precipitation. These values are informed from a combination of NIWA’s NZCSM 1.5 km
weather model and a higher resolution 0.333 km grid Auckland model. Because the 0.333 km
Auckland model does not cover the full regional model grid, some interpolation between the 1.5 km
and 0.333 km model occurs near the north and western model boundaries. The regional model also
includes an atmospheric—ocean coupling model, which includes humidity, cloud cover, temperature
and incoming solar radiation. These values are spatially constant but varying in time and are
informed from a central Tamaki Strait location extracted from the NZCSM 1.5 km weather model.
The regional model contains freshwater inputs from eight locations from around Waitemata
Harbour and Tamaki Strait (red dots in Figure 3-2); these values are extracted from NIWA’s TOPNET
catchment forecasting model.

The regional model simulates freshwater discharges into the embayment from the Mangemangeroa
and Turanga Creeks, but not the Waikopua. Wind fields over a 0.333 square kilometre grid are used
to model wind-driven currents. Waves are forced at the boundary of the regional model by NIWA'’s
RICOM storm surge model and 2 km NZWAVE model. Because the wave model runs uncoupled from
the hydrodynamic model, it does not take into account currents and density driven flows from the
Deflt3D regional model. The Delft3D Regional model (Tamaki Hydrodynamic) and Swan wave model
(Tamaki Wave model) share the same high resolution 333 m Auckland Weather model wind fields.
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3.3 Nested Whitford Embayment hydrodynamic model (T+T)

3.3.1 Extent

T+T’s nested Whitford Embayment hydrodynamic model comprises a 10 m x 10 m rectilinear grid
and 3 sigma layers of equal thickness. The primary reasons for layering are to allow for discharge of
sediments suspended in freshwater runoff into the surface layer of the receiving environment and
also allow for varying sediment concentrations with elevation in the water column.

3.3.2

Topographic and bathymetric information from sources listed in Table 3-1 has been used to develop
the model bathymetry (hierarchic order based on data quality, highest to lowest).

Bathymetry

Table 3-1 Bathymetric sources

Source Date Hierarchical Projection Datum Adjustments
order

Auckland Council 2016- | 1 NZTM AVD46 Subtracted 1.743 m

Lidar 2017 GD2000

LINZ hydrographic 2020 |2 NZTM Auckland Nil

survey 1:90 - GD2000 Chart Datum

1:350K

Single beam echo- 2021 3 NZTM Sea level Corrected to CD using

sounder GD2000 locally collected time
varying water levels

70m

50m

00m

Figure 3-3: Bathymetric LiDAR and bathymetric survey maps including cross-section and average difference

3.3.3 Boundary conditions

As indicated in Figure 3-4, the nested model domain has a seaward northern boundary. No other
boundaries have been applied.

March 2022
Job No: 1014358.005.v0.3
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3.3.3.1  Water levels

NIWA regional model water levels at an approximate midpoint along the nested boundary in Figure
3-4 (-36.8828, 174.9560) are representative of water levels overall along this boundary, with
opposite ends typically fluctuating +/- 5 mm and occasionally as high as +/- 15 mm relative to the
midpoint. Considering the approximate 4 km length of the nested boundary and the minimal impact
of this water level difference to the hydrodynamics, water levels from the NIWA regional model at
the single midpoint location were used to define uniform water levels along the nested boundary.

Figure 3-4 Extent of nested model domain

3.3.3.2  Temperature and salinity

Representative temperature and salinity profiles from NIWA’s regional model at the midpoint in
Figure 3-5 are shown as a function of z/h, where z is elevation above the bed and h is the water
depth.

Salinity Temperature
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Figure 3-5 Temperature (C° and salinity (ppt) information as a function of z/h

Figure 3-5 indicates a uniformly mixed water column (no significant stratification) and slow and small
fluctuations in salinity (about one week period and typically less than 1 ppt magnitude — parts per
thousand). Daily temperature cycles (maximum during the day and minimum during the night) are
observed.
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ADCP data show no appreciable difference in flow velocities between layers that might arise from
density contrasts associated with temperature and salinity stratification (Speight, 2018).

Given that temperature, salinity and current-velocity profiles are typically uniform, we have elected
to use regional-model depth-averaged values from the midpoint in Figure 3-4 to inform the nested
model boundary conditions.

From Figure 3-6, visual comparison of measured temperatures at the location of the ADCP and
adopted model boundary values demonstrate a good fit with respect to daily fluctuations and overall
values.

. AE0RAH
26 T T T T T T T

‘Water temperature (degress C.)

16 | 1 1 ] 1 1 !
Mar 11 Mar 18 Mar 25 Apr 01 Apr 08 Apr15 Apr 22 Apr 29 May 06

2021

Figure 3-6 Comparison between measured temperatures in the location of the ADCP and modelled boundary
values (red line indicates measured values, black line shows adopted boundary values)

3.3.4 Model parameters

The parameters in Table 3-2 were used in the nested hydrodynamic model. With the exception of
the time step, these are all default values.

Table 3-2 Parameters used in the nested hydrodynamic model

Parameter Value
Water density 1024 kg/m?
Chézy friction coefficient 65 mY?/s
Horizontal eddy viscosity( m?/s) 1 m?/s
Horizontal eddy diffusivity (m?/s) 10 m?/s
Smoothing time 60 min
Advection scheme for momentum cyclic
Computational timestep 0.1 min!

L_Deltares (2021) suggest to generally adopt a Courant-Friedrichs-Lewy (CFL) number of less than 5.7 to acquire a stable model run for
sediment transport. Accordingly, a time step of 0.1 min was adopted for all sediment transport modelling and/or wave modelling to
generally achieve suitably low CFL numbers

3.3.5 Wind field

Wind direction and speed over the modelling period of March and April 2021 have been provided by
NIWA from the Auckland 0.333 km model (also applied in the NIWA regional model). Time series of
wind speed and direction have been extracted from an approximate mid-point within the
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embayment (174.9465, -36.8909), which is considered representative of the wider embayment and
applied as a uniform wind field over the nested model domain.

Additional wind fields have been applied in selected cases to better understand effects of wind on
hydrodynamics and sediment transport (discussed in Section 4.4).

3.3.6 Hydrodynamic model performance

Figure 10-9 and Figure 10-10 (Appendix D) provide a visual comparison between modelled and
measured water levels, depth-averaged currents, and current direction at the location of the ADCP.
Figure 10-11 and Figure 10-12 provide a more quantitative comparison of modelled and measured
hydrodynamics at the location of the ADCP.

3.3.6.1  Currents

At the location of the ADCP, it is apparent from Figure 10-11 that current speeds were over-
predicted more often than under-predicted. A Root Mean Square Error (RMSE) of 0.03 m/s,
amounting to approximately 15% of the largest measured current speed, is considered adequate for
the purposes of this model. Figure 10-12 indicates that the model reproduces the north-south
component of the current velocity considerably more accurately than it does the east-west
component. Figure 10-7 in Appendix D shows typical peak ebb and flood Depth Averaged Velocities
(DAV) across the model domain, indicating highest DAV in the vicinity of Mangemangeroa and
Waikopua channels.

3.3.6.2 Water levels

At the location of the ADCP, it is apparent from Figure 10-11 that over-prediction and under-
prediction of water level were reasonably balanced. RMSE of 86 mm calculated at this location
amounts to approximately 6% of the mean tidal range.

3.4 Wave model (T+T)

Waves are superimposed on the nested hydrodynamics by the wave model, which is driven by
winds, including sequences of winds, which simulate the passing of different types of weather
system. This section describes the wave model and its input parameters.

34.1 SWAN wave model

SWAN (version 40.01) is a third-generation wave model that computes random, short-crested wind-
generated waves in coastal regions and inland waters. The SWAN model accommodates the
processes of wind generation, white capping, bottom friction, quadruplet wave-wave interactions,
triad wave-wave interactions and depth-induced breaking (Ris & Booij, 1999).

3.4.2 Model extent and bathymetry

To simulate local wind wave generation in circumstances where wind waves would not be expected
to enter the northern embayment entrance, the SWAN model implemented on the nested model
domain shown in Section 3.3.1 has been used.

For northerly wind waves, a separate SWAN model covering an extended domain including an
additional 10 km of fetch to the north beyond the nested model domain has been used. Wave
heights from the midpoint in Figure 3-7 have been used as a boundary condition to the nested
model. The same wind speeds used to generate wind waves on the extended model domain were
used on the nested Whitford Embayment hydrodynamic model.
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Figure 3-7 Extended model domain

3.4.3 Wave parameters

Spectral space was defined at 10-degree direction bins and 31 logarithmically spaced frequency bins
ranging between 3 Hz to 0.05 Hz (i.e., 0.33 to 20 second periods). The representation of wave energy
at the seabed is based on the JONSWAP form (Hasselmann et al., 1973), with a default friction
coefficient Cportom = 0.067 m?s=, Following Komen et al. (1984) the default dissipation coefficient was
assigned the value Cqs = 2.36-10°. Wave heights calculated by empirical means (Goda,2003) had
similar periods and significant wave heights within 15% of SWAN model values.

35 Sediment transport model (T+T)

The sediment transport model simulates the dispersal, resuspension, transport and deposition of
cohesive particulate material. Indicative values for key parameters were initially assessed from
published literature, where possible supported with laboratory testing information. Sensitivity of
these parameters to model results were established through model re-analysis, informed where
possible from observations discussed in Section 2.8.1 and our broader understanding of the coastal
setting. This section discusses the selection of key model parameters.

35.1 Settling velocity

Settling velocity is the terminal velocity of a particle in still fluid. In cohesive materials, settling
velocities can vary significantly depending on flocculation and particle concentration. Flocculation
(described in 2.8.1) results in a materially less dense sediment with a lower settling velocity
compared to the individual particles that make up the flocs (or aggregates). Higher concentrations of
sediment in suspension restrict and slow the overall settling velocity. Figure 3-8, reproduced from
(Van Rijn & Barth, 2018), shows these two associated effects in a wide range of cohesive materials.
This indicates settling velocity for cohesive sediments ranging between 0.02 mm/s and 2 mm/s.
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Figure 3-8 Flocculation and hindered settling

Oldman & Swales (1999) used a value of 2 mm/s for settling velocity to study sediment transport
within the Mangemangeroa Stream on the southwestern side of the Whitford Embayment (opposite
from the site). In the absence of relatable field information, this estimate was based upon the work
of Gibbs et al. (1971), which was subsequently shown to be limited in application allowing for
natural material densities other than glass beads used in the 1971 experiments (Roux, 1992 & Graf,
1971).

More recent guidance from Whitehouse et al. (2000) recommends using a settling velocity of 1
mm/s for cohesive materials in the absence of specific test data, informed by sensitivity analysis and
observed patterns of deposition.

Pritchard (2016) used a bottom withdrawal tube to estimate settling velocity of sediments from
Mangere Inlet comprising ~80% clay and silt, which is a similar texture to the Whitford terrigenous
sediments. The median settling velocity was 0.2 mm/s, consistent with the lower value of the range
of settling velocities presented by Van Rijn & Barth (2018).

As recommended by Whitehouse et al. (2000), sensitivity of the model predictions to variations in
settling velocity has been undertaken. Figure 3-9 presents three values: left (2 mm/s), centre
(0.7mm/s) and right (0.2 mm/s). True variations in this parameter are likely to occur within a tide
cycle due to flocculation, hindered settling, and small variations in terrigenous sediment
composition.

Based on a visual comparison, the settling velocity of 0.7 mm/s appears to produce a dispersal
pattern that is most consistent with the pattern shown in Figure 2-13. This value also strikes a
balance between conservative empirical guidance in the absence of test data and the comparatively
much lower values obtained from laboratory testing in similar materials by Pritchard (2016).
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Figure 3-9 Sensitivity of settling velocity parameters based on high spring tide condition

3.5.2 Critical shear stress for erosion and for sedimentation

Critical bed shear stress for erosion is the minimum bed shear stress required to initiate erosion of
bed sediment. The critical bed shear stress for sedimentation is the minimum bed shear stress at
which sedimentation is no longer possible.

Van Rijn’s (2020) literature review suggests that the critical bed shear stress for erosion lies between
0.1 N/m?and 1 N/m?depending on the level of sediment consolidation, percentage of material with
particle diameter less than 63 pm and the dry bulk density of the mud-sand mixture. Whitehouse et
al. (2000) suggests the critical bed shear stress for sedimentation can be taken as half the critical bed
shear stress for erosion. Based on guidance in Whitehouse et al. (2000), values of 0.25 N/m?and
0.125 N/m? for erosion and sedimentation, respectively, were used by Pritchard (2016) in the
Mangere Inlet study.

Parameters used to model re-erosion by waves

Bed stresses during the NW event are expected to be high and capable of disturbing cohesive
sediment previously deposited over the comparatively sandy intertidal area opposite discharges A
and B. A sensitivity analysis was undertaken for this event using erosion thresholds of 0.2 and 0.4
N/m?. Modelling of re-erosion using an erosion threshold of 0.4 N/m?indicated less than 0.1 mm
(maximum) re-erosion over a high tide cycle (image left of Figure 3-10). Given that extreme wave
heights in this setting from rare NW events are expected to result in the highest rates of re-erosion
in these areas, a 0.1 mm re-erosion rate would appear to underestimate the observable effects of
such an event. To model more realistic sediment resuspension during a severe NW wind event in
exposed intertidal areas (where typically low silt is apparent), a critical shear stress for erosion was
of 0.2 N/m? was used for modelling resulting in up to 1 mm of deposition re-erosion over a single
high tide (image right of Figure 3-10).

Tonkin & Taylor Ltd March 2022
Beachlands South Structure Plan Change - Water Quality & Sedimentation Modelling Report Job No: 1014358.005.v0.3
Beachlands South Limited Partnership



35

0.8 mm

Erosion threshold = 0.4 N/m? Erosion threshold = 0.2 N/m?
Ko T T Rt

0.6 mm

0.4 mm

0.2 mm

0.1 mm

0.0 mm

Figure 3-10 Re-erosion rates over a single high tide for a NW event, following a spring high tide deposition, in
relation to 0.4 N/m2 and 0.2 N/m?erosion thresholds in image left and image right respectively

Parameters used to model deposition immediately following discharge (before waves)

A sensitivity analysis was undertaken to understand critical sedimentation thresholds of 0.1 and 0.2
N/m? on deposition thickness as shown in Figure 3-11. This modelling indicates the deposition
thickness as being particularly sensitive to the value used for the critical bed shear stress for
sedimentation. Increasing this from 0.1 to 0.2 N/m?increases deposition thickness by as much as
30%.
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Figure 3-11 Sensitivity of modelled deposition thickness to critical bed shear stress for sedimentation

Approach

Sensitivity analysis performed on critical erosion thresholds in circumstances where significant re-
erosion is very likely (severe NW event discussed in Section 4.4), indicates 0.2 N/m?as being the
most credible parameter in conjunction with published guidance and related testing. Guidance from
Whitehouse et al., (2000) recommends a sedimentation threshold half of this value. Noting the
sensitivity of the sedimentation threshold to deposition thickness, a conservative sedimentation
threshold of 0.2 N/m? was used to model initial deposition thickness. Separate model runs were
then used to model re-erosion using a more credible erosion threshold of 0.2 N/m?.
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Table 3-3 provides a summary of the values used to parameterise the sediment transport model and
includes ranges for sensitivity testing.

Table 3-3 Summary of values used to parameterise the sediment transport model

Parameter Adopted Value Sensitivity test Sensitivity test
lower bound upper bound

Settling velocity (mm/s) 0.7 0.2 0.2

Critical bed shear stress for 0.2* 0.1 0.2

sedimentation (N/m?)

Critical bed shear stress for erosion | 0.22 0.2 0.4

(N/m?)

Specific density (kg/m?3) 2650° 1600 -

Dry bed density (kg/m?) 1600° 400 -

Reference density for hindered 7003 - -

settling (kg/m?3)

Erosion parameter (kg/m?/s) 0.00013 - -

Advection scheme for transport cyclic - -

Layer discharge Top layer k=14 Top layerk=1 All layers k=0

1 For deposition period during and immediately following discharge (before waves added), this value taken as 0.1 to
ensure conservative sedimentation thickness.

! — For wind wave erosion (i.e., after deposition) and higher value of 0.4 was used to ensure conservative

2 — Default Delft3d values

3. Discharges at model boundaries are applied only to the top (k =1) layer, comprising the top third of the water depth to
better replicate effects of this discharge having a lower relative density to that of the receiving environment (freshwater

flowing into salt).
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4 Sediment transport patterns

This section describes a variety of factors that influence sediment transport patterns in the Whitford

Embayment. This will inform the model scenarios discussed in Section 5.

4.1 Effects of tidal stage on sediment transport

Patterns in dispersal of terrigenous sediment discharged in freshwater runoff are shown in Figure
4-1 for discharges at different stages of the tide.

1. At high tide, when currents are
‘slack’, suspended sediments
disperse with semi-circular
distribution. Sedimentation is focused

around discharge areas.

3. At low tide, when currents are
‘slack’, transport of suspended
sediments tend to ‘pile up’ on inter-
tidal areas. This is particularly
noticeable at the northern discharge.
Advection dispersion, (transport) at
these times are limited to subtidal
channels, which is more apparent
around the southemn discharges
where narrower intertidal areas exist.

2. Dunng mid-ebb lide, outgoing
currents are typically at their
maximum. Northemn discharge
advects around the marina and
across the intertidal area, dispersing
elliptically with sedimentation
occurring on intertidal areas.

Al the southern discharges, advection
is aligned with the channel centre in a
weslerly direction, with more confined
dispersion. Sedimentation occurs on
both intertidal areas and within
existing subtidal channels.

4. During flood tide, incoming currents
are typically at their maximum
Northern discharge advects
alongshore in a southerly direction

At the southern discharges, advection
is aligned with the channel centre and
flows upstream. Over the lower half of
the nising fide, dispersion is confined
within upstream channels that narrow
in width to the limits of this model
resolution. On the upper half of this

tide, flood tides spill over low grade
mangrove habitat, likely resulting in
sedimentation over these areas.

Figure 4-1 Patterns of sediment dispersal for discharges at different stages of tide

Stormwater during rainstorms typically discharges most of its particulate load over just a few hours
at peak flow. Figure 4-2 shows patterns of sediment deposition for peak discharge coinciding with
different stages of the tide.

At streams A and B, sediment deposition is thickest when peak discharge occurs at high tide, at
which time water levels change slowly, resulting in a more focused deposition area close to the high-
tide shoreline. When peak discharge occurs at other stages of the tide, deposition is thinner, but
spread over larger areas. Subsequent re-erosion of this material by wind waves is discussed in
Section 4.4. Longer-term transport of this material into deeper water within the wider embayment is
discussed in Section 5.2.
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Figure 4-2 Discharge simulations for different tidal stages

For sediment discharged from streams C, D and E, deposition occurred under both neap and spring
tide conditions, albeit in different locations. Higher tidal currents over ebb/flood tidal stages enabled
a greater spread of discharge material at this time, compared with high tide where reduced currents
enabled more focused and smaller deposition areas in the upper inter-tidal vicinity of the discharge
points.

4.2 Spring/neap effects on sediment transport

The following two 5-day periods within the monitoring period were used to characterise spring/neap
tide effects on sediment dispersal:

o Neap tide 19 March - 23 March 2021, tidal range of ~2 m.
o Spring tide 29 March - 2 April 2021, tidal range of ~3 m.
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A 100-y ARI event was discharged over high tide during both the neap and spring periods, with
results shown in Figure 4-3.

Under spring tides, deposition occurs across higher ground compared to under neap tides, due to
the higher reach of water under the spring tide (about +0.5 m). This is particularly significant for
discharges from Waikopua Creek, where “sediment accommodation space” (areas where sediment
may deposit) beyond the confines of the main tidal channel increases rapidly with increasing
elevation.
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Figure 4-3 Neap vs spring sediment thickness map comparison

Noting the effects on deposition resulting from approximately 0.5 m difference in high water levels
between spring and neap tide cycles, a 0.5 m storm surge associated with a 100-y ARI water level is
expected to result in a similar effect. This means more deposition over higher intertidal ground due
to the elevated water levels at these times.
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4.3 Rainfall effects in Waikopua Stream

Heavy rainfall resulting in large freshwater discharges also have the potential to result in elevated
backwater profiles along tributaries that feed into the embayment, such the Waikopua Creek. These
elevation differences are expected to increase ebb-tide currents, potentially flushing more sediment
from the stream channel into the wider embayment than the modelling otherwise indicates.

4.4 Wind and wave effects

Sediment transport in shallow estuaries has been shown to be strongly influenced by wind due to
drag on the water surface, and by wind waves (Green & Coco, 2013). These effects can potentially
occur:

. During sediment discharge, resulting in more sediment remaining in suspension for longer
periods, in-turn resulting in reduced deposition thickness spread over a larger area.

. After deposition, material can be remobilised and transported into other areas of the
embayment.

As discussed in Section 2.3, largest wave heights (and longest wave periods) occur under strong
northerly winds. Under typically lighter southwest winds, which occur more frequently than
northerly winds, fetch is smaller and wave heights are smaller.

To better understand the effects of wind and waves on material eroded from the catchment and
discharged to the embayment in freshwater runoff during and immediately after rainstorms, we
have reviewed extreme rainfall events and associated winds. The Auckland Aero weather station
(Cliflo, 2021), located 16 km southwest of the Beachlands area, provides the nearest rainfall data set
that is long and of reliable quality and consistency. Review of six of the largest 24-h rain gauge
events over a period of approximately 30 years (based on hourly data) is included in Appendix A.
This shows in almost all instances:

. Strong northeast to east winds during the rainfall.
o Northerlies weaken as rain continues to fall.
. Backing of wind to the southwest after rainfall.

. Southwest winds build in the days that follow rainfall to 10 to 20 m/s, but typically around 10
m/s, lasting for at least the duration of a tidal cycle.

The following events have been selected for modelling to characterise typical effects of wind and
waves on sedimentation:

. Rare strong northwesterly event (NW): 12 m/s northwesterly wind with annual probability of
occurrence of around 0.1%, which will generate extreme wave heights from this direction and
elevated water levels.

. Southwesterly winds following an extreme rainfall event (WSW): 11 m/s southwesterly wind,
which is typical of winds that occur over 5 days following extreme rainfall events. It is noted
from analysis of wind records that similar windspeeds or greater from related directions
(WSW through SSW) has an occurrence of approximately 2%, considered to occur on at least a
monthly occurrence.
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Figure 4-4, which shows max bed shear stress over a full tide cycle with and without waves’ during a
spring tide illustrate the following:

° Discharges from streams A and B are more exposed to wind waves, which generate larger bed
shear stresses than discharges into the Waikopua Creek.

° In exposed areas bed shear stresses associated with the NW wind are much higher than those
under the WSW wind.

° Pine Harbour Marina shelters areas of the upper intertidal flat in the vicinity of Stream A,

resulting in similar bed stresses under the two winds.

° Bed shear stress in the lower intertidal area peak each side of the high tide.
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Figure 4-4 Bed shear stresses plotted over two tide cycles for the strong northerly event (NW, blue), and
comparatively more frequent south westerly event (WSW, purple)

Wind waves have the potential to resuspend freshly deposited material discharged in the vicinity of
Streams A and B. As shown in Figure 4-5, during a NW wind and over a single high tide, sediment
thickness reduces as it is eroded from the bed (red dash line) when bed stresses (orange line) exceed
the erosion threshold. Higher rates of erosion occur when bed stresses increase. In this scenario bed
stresses increase with water depth (blue line) to a maximum at around 1 m water depth, before
decreasing again at greater depths.

7 Max bed shear stress refers to the summation of the current alone stress, and the maximum oscillatory shear stress due
to wave action defined in Deltares (2021) and adapted from Soulsby et al. (1993). When no waves occur, the max bed
shear stress is influenced by current alone.
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Figure 4-5 Erosion and resuspension of recently deposited sediment from wind waves

Erosion over consecutive high tides in Figure 4-6 show that in lower intertidal areas more exposed to
waves from the NW, higher bed shear stresses result in approximately double the rate of
resuspension of sediments compared to under a WSW wind.

In upper intertidal areas, NW and WSW winds result in similar erosion rates. These rates are larger
than rates in the lower intertidal areas due to the way bed shear stress peaks for a longer duration
at a water depth of around 1 m over the phase of tide when water levels change more slowly.
Allowing for an approximately 2%® occurrence of winds comparable or greater to the WSW wind on
a monthly basis could amount to re-erosion in the order of 1 mm in the lower intertidal, and more
than this within the upper intertidal over the course of a typical year.
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deposited sediment thickness).

Figure 4-6 Sediment resuspension from wind waves applied over consecutive tidal cycles

Noting that re-erosion rates differ spatially, the duration that sediment remains in place is strongly
influenced by location on the intertidal flat. Figure 4-7 compares re-erosion under a WSW wind
(applied over a single tide) on low and high spring tide deposition areas. This show more aggressive
removal of sediment in upper intertidal areas.

8 Combination of % occurrence of WSW,SW,SSW greater than or equal to 11 m/s from wind rose determinants shown in
Section 2.33.3.5 and derived from 33 year Auckland Aero dataset.
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Figure 4-7 Comparing re-erosion rates of lower (low tide) and upper (spring tide) deposition areas
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5 Results from modelling of sediment dispersal and deposition

The hydrodynamic and sediment-transport model suite was used to investigate:

. Earth works stage: Event-based sediment deposition, particularly in the vicinity of discharges.

. Developed stage: Longer-term sedimentation, in the vicinity of discharge areas and across the
wider embayment.

Results from discharges A and B have been characterised separately from discharges C, D and E,
noting that the former relate to the Live Zone, with the latter discharging from the Future Urban
Zone.

5.1 Earth works stage

511 Design events

T+T has been provided with time series of TSS discharged in freshwater runoff from NIWA (2021),
detailed in Appendix B. NIWA results allow for a maximum 5 ha of disturbed ground exposed within
sub-catchment areas at any one time. Over a single earthworks season with disturbed ground being
progressively built over or stabilised, up to 15 ha may be developed. We understand that earthworks
may be undertaken in more than one contributing sub-catchment at any one time.

Since NIWA'’s modelling above, we understand that maximum proposed disturbed areas within sub-
catchments have been reduced from 5 ha to 4 ha. This reduction in disturbed areas would indicate
the potential for lower TSS discharged, adding conservatism to this assessment.

Modelling shows deposition areas from A and B at the northern end of the site in the Live Zone, as
being quite different from C, D, and E within the Waikopua Stream that drain from the Future Urban
Zone. Modelling results indicate these two broad areas as being generally independent of each
other.

Noting the different deposition areas, for simplicity modelling has been undertaken with
simultaneous discharges from all streams despite the work in the Future Urban Zone being
undertaken at a later time.

For the purposes of the event-based assessment, the following three design rainstorm events have
been considered:

. 2-y ARI rainstorm, considered as a ‘worst certain’ event, with a 39% probability occurring in
any single year.

. 10-y ARI rainstorm, considered as a ‘worst likely’ event, with a 10% probability occurring in
any single year.

. 100-y ARI rainstorm, considered as a ‘worst possible’ event, with a 1% probability occurring in
any single year.

5.1.2 Scenarios

Section 4 identifies the key variables that influence sediment dispersal and deposition at the event
scale. Based on this understanding, the model scenarios shown in Table 5-1 were run. For each
scenario, the modelling sequence was:

a Day 1 — Hydrodynamic spin-up.
b Day 2 — Sediment discharge and deposition under no wind waves.

C Day 3- WSW wind waves and resuspension/transport of freshly deposited sediment. Re-
erosion rates over a single high tide taken as an equivalent of 10 days typical exposure.
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Table 5-1 Event-based deposition modelling scenarios (ticks indicate scenarios modelled)

Baseline stage Earth works stage

Peak discharge
occurring at:

Peak discharge

High Ebb Low Flood i
occurring at:

High Ebb Low Flood

WSW v WSW v v v v
Spring Spring
NwW NW v
WSW WSwW v v v v
Neap Neap
NW NW v

Based on T+T numerical modelling of the above scenarios, Table 5-2 and Table 5-3 provide a detailed
synthesis of key variables, their likelihood, and the sediment deposition (magnitude and likelihood)
based on a 100-y ARI event. This shows:

For discharges from streams A and B, maximum deposition occurs when peak discharge occurs
over high tides, particularly spring tide, resulting in more focused deposition area at a time
when water levels vary the least.

For discharges from streams C, D and E reduced currents and high water levels over the high
tide results in a more focused deposition in the upper inter-tidal vicinity of the discharge
points. Deposition areas become enlarged when tidal currents increase which assist in
spreading discharge, or when water levels are sufficiently low to result in discharge directly
entering the stream channel itself.

The duration that deposited sediment remains in place within the intertidal area primarily
depends on how exposed the area is to wind waves. Areas where sediments discharged from
A and B are deposited are exposed to wind waves that, over time (more than 10 days), will see
the continued removal of the deposited sediment. In contrast, areas where sediments
discharged from C, D and E deposit are located within the sheltered confines of the Waikopua
Stream and much of this material may remain in place for a longer duration.

Although review of historical weather events shows a low likelihood of strong northwest winds
prevailing at the time of discharge, a single scenario model was run to investigate these effects. This
showed a substantial reduction in deposition thickness as indicated in Table 5-2.

Tonkin & Taylor Ltd March 2022
Beachlands South Structure Plan Change - Water Quality & Sedimentation Modelling Report Job No: 1014358.005.v0.3
Beachlands South Limited Partnership
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Influence on discharge

Larger sediment deposition area(s)

Smaller sediment deposition area(s)

4.2), noting likely
comparable to storm
surge 1

spring tides results in
deposition within upper
intertidal areas

Earthworks
3.5ha>5mm
Less than 0.1 ha > 20mm

Even likelihood

expected to affect a proportionally larger
area compared to discharge at high tide

Earthworks
2 ha>5mm
Less than 0.1 ha > 20mm

Condition Magnitude Likelihood Condition Magnitude Likelihood

Peak discharge during consi(.:ler.ing sprin.g high consifle.ring spn’n.g low
Tidal stage at peak high tides results in Existing baseline Peak discharges outside of high tide Existing baseline
discharge (High, Ebb, greater sediment Less than 0.1 ha > 5mm 25% times result in reduced deposition, Less than 0.1 ha > 5mm 75%
Flood, Low) ! deposition over a smaller Earthworks Less likely expected to affect a proportionally larger Earthworks Likely
(Section 4.1) area in the upper 3.5 ha>5mm area compared to discharge at high tide 1.6 ha > 5mm

intertidal area
Less than 0.1 ha > 20mm Less than 0.1 ha > 20mm
considering spring high considering neap high

Discharge during spring - " Existing baseline Existing baseline
vs neap tides (Section Peak discharge during Less than 0.1 ha > Smm 50% Over neap tides, reduced deposition is Less than 0.1 ha > 5mm 50%

Even likelihood

Wind and wave effects
during discharge?!
(Section 4.4)

No NW wind/waves
during discharge results
in settled conditions
resulting in greatest
potential for deposition

considering spring high
Earthworks
3.5ha>5mm

>~80%

Likely, typically light
winds in the 24 hrs that
follow heavy rainfall
events, based on 5 out
of 6 historical
occurrences

Moderate to strong NW winds with wave
action during discharge keeps material in
suspension, meaning less sediment
deposition in area of discharge

considering spring high
Earthworks
0.8 ha>5mm

<~20%

Unlikely, typically light winds in the
24 hrs that follow heavy rainfall
events. Strong winds only occurin 1
out of 6 occurrences

Effects of increased
ebb-tidal currents from

No increase in ebb tide
depth averaged currents

No modelling information to

Rainfall associated with the site
discharge, also results in freshwater
catchment contributions into the

No modelling information to inform

freshwater associated with inform this scenario Less than likely Waikopua Creek, increasing currents and this scenario Likely
(Section 4.3) catchment effects overall reducing potential deposition
within the river channel
considering spring high ~30% considering spring high
) No wind waves after the Existing baseline Less likely. Review of Existing baseline ~70%

Wind a'nd wave effects discharge event results in Less than 0.1 ha > Smm historical events WSW wind occurs over one high tide Less than 0.1 ha > 5mm Likely considering historical events

after discharge deposited sediment Earthwork indicate 2 occurrences within 5 days, and over two high tides Earthwork indicate wind and wave effects

(Section 4.4) remaining in place for an kbl out of 6 events within 10 days of the discharge arthworks occurred in 4 out of 6 events

extended period 3.5 ha>5mm considered (less and 3.4 ha>5mm considered
Less than 0.1 ha > 20mm 10m/s) after 10 days

1-Ignores re-erosion from wind-wave effects within 10 days that follow
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Table 5-3 Key factors influencing 100-y ARI deposition at stream discharge locations C, D and E

Influence on discharge

Larger sediment deposition area(s)

Smaller sediment deposition area(s)

Less than 0.1 ha > 20mm

Condition Magnitude Likelihood Condition Magnitude Likelihood
considering neap flood /ebb considering neap high
- Peak discharge during Existing baseli Existing baseli
Tidal stage at peak ? xisting baseline » ) isting baseline
discharge (High, Ebb, evbb/ﬂood tides rgs_ults Oha>5mm 50% Reduced depos!t!on argas, with more 0ha>5mm 25%
Flood, Low) * in greater deposition Earthworks Less likel focused deposition (thicker) around Earthworlks Liket
. area spread over lower arthwor ess likely upper inter-tidal discharge points wor ely
(Section 4.1) inter-tidal areas. 3.7ha>5mm 2.9 ha>5mm
0.3 ha>20mm 0.1 ha>20mm
considering neap flood considering spring flood
Discharge dusing P:ak d;isgha:ge dlil:mi:g Existing baseline Over spring tides, more focused Existing baseline
5 e eap tides results 0 ha>5mm 50% deposition in upper inter-tidal areas Less than 0.1 ha > Smm 50%
spring vs neap tides larger deposition areas . i i i ikeli
. R Earthworks Even likelihood around discharge points result in Earthworks Even likelihood
(Section 4.2) spread over lower inter- educed d -
tidal areas 3.7 ha>5mm reduced deposition areas. 2.3 ha>5mm

Less than 0.1 ha > 20mm

Effects of increased
ebb-tidal currents
from freshwater

(Section 4.3)

No increase in ebb tide
depth averaged
currents associated with
catchment effects

No modelling information to
inform this scenario

Less than likely

Rainfall associated with the site
discharge, also results in freshwater
catchment contributions into the
Waikopua Creek, increasing currents
and overall reducing potential
deposition within the river channel

No modelling information to
inform this effect

Likely

i-Ignores re-erosion from wind-wave effects within 10 days that follow
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On the basis of sensitivity analyses and the various considerations in Table 5-2 and Table 5-3, it is
evident that areas of more than 20 mm deposition thickness do not exceed 0.1 ha, and that the

primary consideration relates to areas with more than 5 mm sediment deposition thickness

persisting for greater than 10 days. Table 5-4 compares these areas for a range of scenarios for

discharges from A and B and Table 5-5 for discharges from C, D and E.

Table 5-4 Area that sediment discharged from A and B deposit at a thickness of more than 5 mm
persisting for greater than 10 days

Peak discharge occurring at: High Ebb Low Flood
Spring <0.1 ha <0.1 ha <0.1 ha <0.1 ha
2-y ARI
Neap <0.1 ha <0.1 ha <0.1ha <0.1 ha
Spring <0.1 ha <0.1 ha <0.1 ha <0.1 ha
10-y ARI
Neap <0.1 ha <0.1 ha <0.1 ha <0.1 ha
Spring 3.4 ha 1.5 ha 0.6 ha 1.6 ha
100-y ARI
Neap 2.0 ha 1.2 ha 0.9 ha 2.0 ha

Table 5-5 Area that sediment discharged from C,D and E deposit at a thickness of more than 5 mm
persisting for greater than 10 days

Peak discharge occurring at: High Ebb Low Flood
Spring <0.1 ha <0.1 ha <0.1 ha <0.1 ha
2-y ARI
Neap <0.1 ha <0.1 ha <0.1 ha <0.1 ha
Spring <0.1 ha 0.4 ha 0.4 ha 0.2 ha
10-y ARI
Neap 0.35 ha 0.4 ha 0.3 ha 0.3 ha
Spring 19 ha 3.6 ha 3.6 ha 2.3 ha
100-yARI
Neap 29 ha 3.7 ha 3.4ha 3.7 ha
5.1.3 Discussion

We note in Section 2.8 an existing annual Sedimentation Accumulation Rate (SAR) of up to +3 mm/y
in the upper reaches of the Waikopua Stream, with approximately a third of this sediment
accumulation due to sediment originating from the development area. This implies that the
development site contributes ~¥+1 mm to the SAR in the vicinity of discharges C, D and E. A 2-3 times
increase in sediment runoff for more frequent events (such as 2-y ARI) during construction has the
potential to add more than +2 mm of accumulated sediment above the existing background rate
over the duration of the construction period in the deposition areas shown in Figure 7-1.

Potential changes in TSS in the order of 2-3 times over the course of construction need to be
considered in context with long term reductions in TSS in its developed form discussed in Section 5.2
below.
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5.2 Developed stage

NIWA have undertaken an assessment of annual TSS loads for the developed case. This indicates a
net 64% reduction overall in annual TSS loads compared with the existing baseline. Over the longer
term:

For sediment discharged from streams A and B:
. Within a month it is likely that moderate SW winds accompanied by wind waves will have

partially removed recently deposited sediment.

. Within a typical year, during which a comparatively rarer NW event(s) occurs, more
substantial re-erosion of this material is likely.

o Upon reaching areas of the embayment where higher tidal currents occur (i.e., tributary
channels and the western side of the embayment), the majority of material is likely to be
transported in suspension towards a subtidal deposition area over time (Figure 5-1).

Subtidal
deposition

i ™
“".--' area
AN} :
p, SR
5:“\
o
1 1
1 1
0.0 km

Figure 5-1 Long term transport trends within the Whitford Embayment (Annotated image showing fines
contents reproduced from TP158, 2002)

For sediment discharged from Streams C, D and E:

. If the peak discharge coincides with a high tide (even more so during spring tide cycles, or
during storm surge), more sediment will be deposited on the upper inter-tidal area. This
material will likely remain and accumulate in place.

. If the peak discharge occurs over lower stages of tide, more sediment will reach the main
stream channel. This material is likely to be transported in suspension towards a subtidal
deposition area (Figure 5-1):

— Possibly within days in the instance of high river flows from rainfall coinciding with
sediment discharge into the channel.

— Within 12 months with progressive resuspension from tidal currents (particularly during
spring tides or in combination with moderate rainfall events).

— Within years, during which extreme rainfall events result in sufficiently high ebb-tide
currents resulting in erosion of stream bed sediment.
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6 Treated wastewater discharge

The Wastewater Reticulation and WWTP Concept Design report (GWE, 2022) discusses three options
for the disposal of treated wastewater. ‘Option 2 — Polishing Wetland and Discharge to the Coastal
Marine Area’ involves the discharge of water into the upper reaches of a stream that leads to
Discharge B. Treated wastewater is intended to mix with the existing stream through a series of
wetlands before it meets with the coastal marine area.

As shown in Figure 6-1, the existing stream is confined at times by beach sediment that is
periodically eroded during heavy rainfall events, before accumulating again. Due to the high quality
of wastewater treatment, ponding of this discharge is considered acceptable. We understand that
no physical works to bypass periodic beach sediment accumulation has been considered necessary.

Increasing overall discharge from this location due to added treated wastewater may reduce
sediment accumulation, resulting in reduced beach width at the mouth of this discharge. The narrow
accumulation of this beach sand in the upper intertidal merges with low grade (<1’ fall) sand flats. At
low tide these sand flats extend approximately 600 m to the west with stream discharge at these
times likely via a series of shallow intertidal channels.

This study does not specifically model mixing of discharge over successive tide cycles to understand
dilution effects, however it’'s comparatively exposed location within the Whitford Embayment and
separation distance from the Waikopua Creek indicate more suitable opportunities for mixing and
dilution of discharge with coastal waters over successive tides.

Figure 6-1 Proposed treated wastewater location at Discharge B
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7 Metal accumulation in embayment bed sediments

An analytical model was used to predict the accumulation of zinc (Zn) and copper (Cu) in the surface
mixed layer of the embayment bed sediments. Both metals are washed from the mature urban
landscape and discharged into the embayment attached to sediment particulate matter in
freshwater runoff. The model is based on the methodology developed by Green (2015). Details
regarding the metal-accumulation model are included in Appendix F.

Potential metal depositional footprints are shown in Figure 7-1 below, informed by the event-based
modelling of sediment deposition in areas where bed shear stress exerted by waves and currents
tends to be minimum (upper intertidal areas away from higher tidal currents and wind waves).

Figure 7-1 Depositional zones for the site discharges

Values used for parameters in the metal-accumulation model are listed in Table 7-1.

Table 7-1 Values of parameters used in the metal-accumulation model

Parameter Value Source

Annual-average sedimentation rate 3.25 Approximate median value for deposition

(mm/y) rates reported for the Auckland East-Coat
Bays as reported in Green (2016)

Wet bulk bed density (kg/m?) 1850 Derived from the dry bed density in Table
3.3, using a void factor of 25% to obtain the
wet bulk density
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F, fraction of annual load derived 0.0672 Based the relative contribution of TSS loads

from the discharge deposited in the from the site catchment to total TSS loads

depositional zone of interest to the catchment (T+T,2021a)

Fraction of total metals dissolved 0 Ellwood et al. (2008) presented a wide

due to speciation range of dissolution values, but a value of
zero was used in the end to remain
conservative.

A, thickness of SML (cm) 5 Green (2008)

a - In some cases a lower value (20% reduction) was used to avoid sedimentation that exceeded the available source.

The metal concentrations in the SML predicted by the metal-accumulation model at 50 and 100
years after full development and at equilibrium are shown in the table below. No ERC threshold (19
mg/kg and 124 mg/kg for copper and zinc amber thresholds, respectively) is predicted to be

exceeded.

Table 7-2 Metal concentration in the bed-sediment SML at 50 and 100-y after full development,

and at equilibrium.

Deposition zone Copper concentration (mg/kg) Zinc concentration (mg/kg)
Initial | 50-y | 100-y | Equilibrium Initial | 50-y 100-y | Equilibrium
A B 1.84 6.24 | 6.40 6.4 16.5 39.88 | 40.69 | 40.72
C 1.19 275 |28 2.8 141 21.81 | 22.08 | 22.09
D, E 2.74 3.14 | 3.16 3.16 19 21.06 |21.13 | 21.13
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8 Conclusions

For the developed landscape, annual TSS (Total Suspended Solids, measured in tonnes) is predicted
to reduce by 64% compared with loads under the existing landscape. Copper and zinc will
accumulate, but metal concentrations within the surface mixed layer will remain below the ERC
amber threshold (19 mg/kg and 124 mg/kg for copper and zinc, respectively).

During the earthworks phase, which includes certain levels of stormwater treatment, sediment
runoff from the site will increase compared to sediment runoff from the existing landscape.
Potential changes in 24 h TSS load are:

. 1 to 2 times® increase in the mass of TSS discharged for the 95" percentile rainfall event
(approximately annual heaviest rainfall event expected)

. 2 to 3 times increase in the mass of TSS discharged for the 2-y ARI rainfall event (likely to
occur five times within a 10-y development period)

. 3to 5 times increase in the mass of TSS discharged for the 10-y ARI rainfall event (likely to
once within a 10-y development period)

. 6 to 14 times increase in the mass of TSS discharged for the 100-y ARI rainfall event (10%
chance of occurrence within a 10-y development period).

For the 2-y and 10-y ARl event’s the 5-mm threshold (and the 20-mm by default) was not shown to
be exceeded over areas greater than 0.1 ha.

For the 100-y ARI event:

The 20-mm deposition thickness threshold persisting for more than 5 days was exceeded
over areas less than 0.1 ha. The 5-mm threshold was exceeded over greater areas and
shown to persist for more than 10 days as outlined below.

For sediment discharged from streams A and B in a 100 y ARI event, worse case deposition
occurred under spring tide conditions. A peak discharge over high tide had the potential for
3to 4 ha coverage of 5 mm or more in the upper intertidal area persisting longer than 10
days. Less than 2 ha was similarly affected within the lower intertidal area at other times.
During neap-tide conditions modelling indicates the tidal stage at time of discharge becomes
less influential on the size of the 5 mm deposition threshold with typically 1 to 2 ha with
more than 5 mm deposition persisting longer than 10 days. Longer term (i.e. timescale in
years) exposure to wind waves will result in gradual redistribution of this material to other
subtidal areas of the wider embayment.

For sediment discharged from streams C, D and E in a 100 y ARI event, deposition areas 3 to
4 ha in size with more than 5 mm occurred under both neap and spring tide conditions,
albeit in different locations. Higher tidal currents (ebb/flood) enabled a greater spread of
discharge material compared with high tide where reduced currents enabled a more focused
and smaller deposition areas in the upper inter-tidal vicinity of the discharge points.
Sediment deposited in the vicinity of Waikopua Stream, where it is sheltered from winds and
waves, is likely to remain in place.

Considering a 2-3 times increase in sediment during construction for more frequent events
such as 2-y ARI, and noting existing rates of sedimentation as high as 3 mm/y, the potential
exists for more than 2 mm of accumulated sediment above existing background rates during

91 to 2 times means potential 24 h TSS discharged load (tonnes) during earthworks varies between 100% and 200% of the
existing situation, alternatively in this instance earthworks values could be considered up to 100% higher than existing, or
also viewed as potential doubling of load in tonnes in the worst instance.
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the construction period (taken indicatively as 10 years) in the vicinity of discharges C,D,E
which are existing predominantly silty and muddy environments. Potential changes in TSS in
the order of 2-3 times over the relatively short duration of construction need to be
considered in context with long term reductions in TSS by 64% in its developed form.

In conclusion this study indicates:

o Post development resulting in an overall reduction in annual TSS, with likely long-term
accumulation of Zinc and Copper within green (acceptable) ERC threshold values.

o During earthworks, the potential exists for increased TSS particularly following extreme
lower likelihood rainfall events (e.g., 100-y ARI event). Sediment areas and thicknesses
from this report that consider a range of design events are used to inform the T+T
ecological assessment report.
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9 Applicability

This report has been prepared for the exclusive use of our client Beachlands South Limited
Partnership, with respect to the particular brief given to us and it may not be relied upon in other
contexts or for any other purpose, or by any person other than our client, without our prior written
agreement.

Tonkin & Taylor Ltd

Report prepared by: Authorised for Tonkin & Taylor Ltd by:
Peter Quilter Peter Millar

Senior Coastal Engineer Project Director

Technical review by:

Richard Reinen-Hamill

Principal Coastal Engineer

The following technical authors have contributed to this report:

1. Dr Mal Green (rmascience) providing modelling approach review

2. Alex White (T+T Water resources engineer) for discharge review, technical review by
Wageed Kamish (T+T Senior water resources engineer)

3. BenPerry (T+T coastal engineer) providing modelling support

PWQ
p:\1014358\1014358.0050\workingmaterial\03 coastal\final_beachlands-mar_31.docx

Tonkin & Taylor Ltd March 2022
Beachlands South Structure Plan Change - Water Quality & Sedimentation Modelling Report Job No: 1014358.005.v0.3
Beachlands South Limited Partnership



57

10 References

Auckland Council (2021a) Freshwater Management Tool (FWMT)

Auckland Council (2021b) Data - Environment Auckland accessed from:
https://environmentauckland.org.nz/

Auckland Council (2021c) Geomaps accessed from:
https://geomapspublic.aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/viewer/index.html

Auckland Regional Council Technical Report 2008/043.

ARC (2004). Blueprint for monitoring urban receiving environments. Auckland Regional Council
Technical Publication No 168, Auckland.

ANZECC (2018) Australian and New Zealand Guidelines for Fresh and Marine Water Quality
(ANZWQG), Volume 1, The Guidelines.

Chappell, P.R. (2013) The Climate and Weather of Auckland. 2nd Edition accessed from:
https://niwa.co.nz/static/web/Auckland Climate NIWA.pdf

Cliflow (2021) The National Climate Database, NIWA, Accessed from: https://cliflo.niwa.co.nz/

Deltares (2021) Delft3D-FLOW Simulation of multi-dimensional hydrodynamic flows and transport
phenomena, including sediments. User Manual

Ellis E., Hofstra D. Hewitt J. (2004) Effect of terrigenous sedimentation on mangrove physiology and
associated macrobenthic communities

Gibbs et al. (1971) The relationship between sphere size and settling velocity. Journal of Sedimentary
Research (1971) 41 (1): 7-18.

Gibbs and Hewitt (2004) TP264 Effects of sedimentation on macrofaunal communities: a synthesis of
research studies for ARC

GNS (2001) 1:250,000 geological map of the Auckland area
Goda(2003) Revisiting Wilson’s Formulas for Simplified Wind-Wave Prediction
Graf (1971) Hydraulics of Sediment Transport. Mc-Graw-Hill, New York, N.Y.

Green, M.O. (2008) Central Waitemata Harbour Contaminant Study. Predictions of Sediment, Zinc
and Copper Accumulation under Future Development Scenario 1. Prepared by NIWA Ltd for
Auckland Regional Council.

Green, Coco (2013) Review of wave-driven sediment resuspension and transport in estuaries

Green, M.O. (2015) Assessment of Potential Effects of Land Development on Okura Estuary.
Estimates of Metal Accumulation in the Estuary. NIWA Client Report No. HAM2015-114, September
2015, NIWA Hamilton.

Green, M.0.(2016) Assessment of Potential Effects of Land Development on Okura Estuary.
Estimates of Metal Accumulation in the Estuary. Extension of Model and Review of Model
Parameters. Report number: Report TOD1601-1, Streamlined Environmental, Hamilton, 28 pp.

Griffiths (2013) New Zealand six main centre extreme rainfall trends 1962-2011. Weather and
Climate, 33, 76-88

GWE (2022) Watewater Reticulation and WWTP Concept Design, V3

Tonkin & Taylor Ltd March 2022
Beachlands South Structure Plan Change - Water Quality & Sedimentation Modelling Report Job No: 1014358.005.v0.3
Beachlands South Limited Partnership



58

Hasselmann K. et al. (1973) Measurements of wind-wave growth and swell decay during the Joint
North Sea Wave Project (JONSWAP)

Healy (1996) Assessment of Long Term Disposal Options for Dredged Material from the Navigation
Approach Channel to Pine Harbour Marina

Hewitt & Calder (2020) Auckland East Coast Estuarine Monitoring Programme: Summary of key
changes 2015-2018. Technical Report 2020/011

Kidson (2000) An analysis of New Zealand synoptic types and their use in defining weather regimes

Klinac, P. (2002) Sediment dynamics of the sheltered East Coast beaches of Auckland. Thesis,
University of Waikato.

Komen, G.J. (1984) On the Existence of a Fully Developed Wind-Sea Spectrum
Le Roux (1992) Settling Velocity of spheres: a new approach

LINZ (2021) Standard Port Tidal Levels accessed from: https://www.linz.govt.nz/sea/tides/tide-
predictions/standard-port-tidal-levels

NIWA (2021) Beachlands South Development - Estimates of Construction- and Mature-Phase
Contaminant Loads

Norkko et al. (2002) Macrofaunal Sensitivity to Fine Sediments in the Whitford Embayment, TP158
for Auckland Regional Council

Oldman, Swales (1999) Maungamaungaroa estuary numerical modelling and sedimentation report
prepared for Auckland Regional Council

Pascoe (n.d.) Meteorology of extreme rainfalls in New Zealand, accessed from:
https://www.nzextremerainfalls.com/

Pawlowicz (2002) Classical tidal harmonic analysis including error estimates in MATLAB using T_TIDE.
Computers & Geosciences Volume 28, Issue 8, October 2002, Pages 929-937

Pritchard (2016) Modelling the effects of coastal reclamation on tidal currents and sedimentation
within Mangere Inlet

Retrolens (2021) Accessed from: https://retrolens.co.nz/

Ris & Booij (1999) A third-generation wave model for coastal regions, Part I, Model description and
validation

Speight (2018) Reaction Mechanisms in Environmental Engineering Analysis and Prediction, ISBN
978-0-12-804422-3

Stephens et al. (2013). Coastal Inundation by Storm-tides and Waves in the Auckland Region.
Prepared by the National Institute for Water and Atmospheric Research, NIWA and DHI Ltd for
Auckland Council. Auckland Council technical report

Swales et al. (2002) Evidence for the physical effects of catchment sediment runoff preserved in
estuarine sediments: Phase Il (field study)

Swales, A., Gibbs, M., Pritchard, M., Budd, R., Olsen, G., Ovenden, R., Costley, K., Hermanspahn, N.
and Griffiths, R. (2013) Whangarei Harbour Sedimentation: Sediment Accumulation Rates and
Present-Day Sediment Sources.

NIWA Client Report HAM2013-14.

Soulsby, R. L., A. G. Davies, J. Fredsge, D. A. Huntley, I. G. Jonnson, D. Myrhaug, R. R. Simons, A.
Temperville and T. J. Zitman, (1993). Bed shear stresses due to combined waves and currents. In

Tonkin & Taylor Ltd March 2022
Beachlands South Structure Plan Change - Water Quality & Sedimentation Modelling Report Job No: 1014358.005.v0.3
Beachlands South Limited Partnership



59

Abstracts-in-depth of the Marine Science and Technology G8-M overall workshop, Grenoble., pages
2.1-1/2.1-4.

Stephens & Wadhwa (2012) Development of an updated Coastal Marine Area boundary for the
Auckland Region

Stephens (2013) Coastal inundation by storm tides and waves in the Auckland region

Stephens (2016) Coastal inundation by storm tides and waves in the Auckland region: Small East
Coast Estuaries Update

T+T (2020a) Proposal — Beachlands South — Structure Plan Change — Water quality modelling. T+T job
number 1014358.0050.

T+T (2020b) Coastal Hazard Assessment — Formosa Golf Course Development. T+T job number
1014601.

T+T (2021a) Beachlands South — Structure Plan Change — Marine ecological effects. T+T job number
1014358.4000.

T+T (2021b) Letter report to Beachlands South Limited Partnership, 15 November 2021. Beachlands
South Structure Plan Change - Comparison of TSS outputs from the FWMT and GLEAMS models.

Van Rijn & Barth (2018) Settling and consolidation of soft mud-sand layers
Van Rijn (2020) Literature review of critical bed shear stresses for mud sand mixtures

Whitehouse, Soulsby, Roberts, Mitchener (2000) Dynamics of estuarine muds.Thomas Telford
Publishing

Tonkin & Taylor Ltd March 2022
Beachlands South Structure Plan Change - Water Quality & Sedimentation Modelling Report Job No: 1014358.005.v0.3
Beachlands South Limited Partnership



Appendix A:  Wind and rainfall information




Extreme rainfall events

Extreme rainfall events occurring in the Auckland region are associated with lows of sub-tropical
origin or ex-tropical cyclones (Pascoe, n.d.). Synoptic charts showing examples of these weather
systems are shown in Figure 10-1.

EX-TROPICAL CYCLONE (Cvclone Fehi)
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Figure 10-1 Weather systems typically associated with heavy rainfall in the Auckland region

Pascoe (n.d.) notes high variability in rainfall across the Auckland region due to convective activity,
often in summer, frequently resulting in a large number of events that produce a 100-y ARI rainfall
somewhere or other. With particular relevance to the Beachlands area, sheltering by the
Coromandel Peninsula often reduces rainfall associated with airflows from the east

Kidson (2000) defined 12 synoptic weather types to assist with the characterisation of New Zealand
weather patterns. Griffiths (2013) showed two particular Kidson synoptic weather types(Figure 10-2)
as being typical of extreme rainfall events in the Auckland Region:

. The ‘Northeast’ (NE) anticyclonic, and to a lesser extent.

. Trough-Southwesterly (TSW) associated with cyclonic, unsettled conditions.
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Figure 10-2 Kidson weather types identified by Griffiths (2013) as being associated with extreme rainfall events
in the Auckland region. Similarities between synoptics in this figure and Figure 10-1 are apparent.

The Auckland Aero weather station (Cliflo, 2021), which is located 16 km southwest of the
Beachlands area, provides the closest rainfall data set of good duration and of reliable quality and
consistency. Figure 10-3 shows six of the largest 24-hr rain gauge events (indicated by red stars) over
a period of approximately 30 years (based on hourly data).
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Figure 10-3 Auckland aero rainfall record

Figure 10-4 in Appendix A summarises recorded wind speed and direction following the six largest
rainfall events. This shows in almost all instances:

. Strong northeast to east winds during the rainfall.

. Typically northerlies weaken during the day of the rainfall event.

. Backing of wind to the southwest occurs after rainfall.

o Southwest winds build to 10-20 m/s, but typically around 10 m/s, in the days that follow the
rainfall, lasting for at least the duration of a tidal cycle.
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Figure 10-4 Wind speed and direction during and following extreme rainfall events at Auckland Aero
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Figure 10-5 Rainfall during and following extreme rainfall events at Auckland Aero (Cliflo 2021)



Monitoring during instrumentation period

Rainfall data from a local rainfall gauge maintained by Auckland Council approximately 1 km south of
the site is shown in Figure 10-6 (Auckland Council, 2021b). This indicates rainfall events clustered
towards the end of March and over the first few days of April.
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Figure 10-6 Local rainfall data collected over the time of instrumentation (Auckland Council, 2021b)



Appendix B:  NIWA discharge modelling
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Executive summary

Beachlands South Limited Partnership are applying for a change to the Auckland Unitary Plan
associated with the proposed development of land in Whitford Embayment catchment, south of the
suburb of Beachlands. NIWA was commissioned to provide estimates of contaminant loads
associated with earthworks during the construction phase of the development, and for the
development in its mature form. These estimates are to be provided as inputs to a wider modelling
exercise to assess the potential effects of the development on Whitford Embayment and its
tributary, Waikopua Creek.

For the construction phase, we have used the GLEAMS model, combined with information on
earthworks staging and the performance of erosion and sediment control measures, to estimate
runoff and sediment loads under an interim earthworks scenario. Specifically:

=  Mean annual runoff and sediment loads, with and without erosion and sediment control
measures, for a 15-ha representative catchment in four different slope classes, and in the
context of loads discharged to Whitford Embayment at five different outlets (A —E); and

=  Event specific (24-hr) runoff and sediment loads for a range of return periods (2, 5, 10, 20,
50 and 100 years) including disaggregation to a 10-minute timestep.

For the mature phase, we have used the C-CALM model, combined with information on land cover
and stormwater treatment measures, to estimate total suspended solids (TSS), zinc (Zn) and copper
(Cu) loads under a fully-developed scenario. Specifically:

=  Mean annual TSS, Zn and Cu loads, with and without planned stormwater treatment, for
the proposed stormwater catchments as well as by outlet to Whitford Embayment.

Construction phase

As the project is at an early stage, a specific catchment analysis of the proposed earthworks areas is
yet to be undertaken. Instead, Harrison Grierson (consulting engineers for the project) provided an
interim earthworks scenario assuming a representative 15 ha catchment with uniform slope, worked
over a single season. The sequence of works is carried out in three 5 ha subcatchments, with a
maximum of 5 ha disturbed area at any one time.

Estimated mean annual runoff volumes for the 15-ha representative catchment under the interim
earthworks scenario show only a slight increase over baseline (existing land cover) values across
slope classes. Estimated mean annual treated sediment loads are between six and 25 times higher
than the equivalent baseline loads across slope classes. Though the magnitude of the treated
sediment loads increases with slope, the relative difference between the baseline and interim
earthworks scenarios is greatest for the lowest slope class (0° — 3°) and reduces in magnitude with
increasing slope. Mean annual untreated load estimates are around an order of magnitude higher
than the equivalent treated loads. 24-hr treated sediment load estimates are between
approximately six and 36 times higher than the equivalent baseline loads over all slope classes and
across the range of events with different ARIs.

The runoff and sediment loads estimated for the 15-ha representative catchment were placed in the
context of discharges to Whitford Embayment based on conservative assumptions around the
location and extent of works in a set of indicative earthworks catchments provided by Harrison
Grierson.
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Estimates of mean annual runoff volumes discharged to Whitford Embayment under the interim
earthworks scenario show little change compared with baseline values, across outlets. Estimated
mean annual treated sediment loads are between around two and three times higher than the
equivalent baseline values across outlets. The relative increase is higher for Outlets A and B (at the
northern end of the project area) than for Outlets C — E which are further towards Waikopua Creek.
Estimated mean annual untreated sediment loads are around four times higher than the equivalent
treated values (and between 10 and 16 times higher than the equivalent baseline loads). 24-hr
treated sediment load estimates for the 2-yr ARl event under the interim earthworks scenario are
between two and three times higher than the equivalent baseline loads across outlets. For the
higher return periods, the increase over baseline is between two- to four-fold for the 10-yr ARl event
and five- to 11-fold for the 100-yr ARI event across outlets.

Mature phase

Due to difficulties in assessing the land use category area in each stormwater catchment expected to
be treated by wetlands, estimates of mean annual TSS, Zn and Cu loads under the fully-developed
scenario were prepared for two cases reflecting the maximum / minimum extent of stormwater
treatment: “wetlands” (at-source treatment of carriageway areas plus wetland treatment of all
impervious areas), and “no wetlands” (at-source treatment of carriageway areas only).

Estimated mean annual TSS loads discharged to Whitford Embayment under the fully-developed
scenario are between 60 — 90 % (“wetlands”) and 30 — 90 % (“no wetlands”) lower than the
equivalent baseline values, across outlets. The reduction in loads reflects lower TSS yields for roofs
and ecological areas under the fully-developed scenario, as well as stormwater treatment. The
greatest reduction in load occurs for Outlet D, resulting from both a change in land cover under the
fully-developed scenario and a reduction in catchment area, as stormwater runoff from much of the
original catchment area under the existing land cover is routed to other outlets.

Mean annual treated loads of Zn estimated under the fully-developed scenario are up to 4.1 times
higher (“wetlands”) and 7.2 times higher (“no wetlands”) than equivalent baseline values for some
outlets, but show little change (or even some reduction) for others. The relative increase for Outlets
A and B, in the north of the project area, is greater than for Outlets C — E which are closer to
Waikopua Creek. Over the entire plan change area, the mean annual Zn load discharged to Whitford
Embayment under the fully-developed scenario is expected to represent between an approximately
two-fold (“wetlands”) and four-fold (“no wetlands”) increase over baseline.

Mean annual treated loads of Cu estimated under the fully-developed scenario are up to 2.7 times
higher (“wetlands”) and 6.6 times higher (“no wetlands”) than equivalent baseline values for some
outlets, but also show little change (or even some reduction) for others. Spatially, the pattern is
similar to Zn, with the greatest proportional increase in Cu load occurring for Outlet B. Over the
entire plan change area, the mean annual Cu load discharged to Whitford Embayment under the
fully-developed scenario is expected to represent between around a 30 % increase (“wetlands”) and
a three-fold increase (“no wetlands”) over baseline.

Based on the estimated extent of wetland treatment in each stormwater catchment, we expect the
mean annual treated loads of TSS, Zn and Cu discharged to Whitford Embayment under the fully-
developed scenario to be closer to (though still more than) the “wetlands” values for Outlets A — C,
and closer to (though still less than) the “no wetlands” values for Outlets D — E.
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1 Introduction

1.1  Background

Beachlands South Limited Partnership (Beachlands South LP) are applying for a private plan change
to the Auckland Unitary Plan in association with the development of land adjoining the Whitford
Embayment and its tributary, Waikopua Creek. The proposed development area (the project area)
drains to the eastern shoreline of the embayment south of Beachlands (Figure 1-1) and comprises
the Formosa Golf Resort at 110 Jack Loughlin Dr (around 170 ha) and the pastoral land at 620
Whitford-Maraetai Rd (around 80 ha). The plan change area covers the project area and also
properties from 680 to 770 Whitford-Maraetai Rd (the ‘future urban zone’) which are not in the
applicant’s ownership but may be considered for future urban development.

Beachlands South LP have commissioned NIWA to provide estimates of contaminant generation
associated with different phases of the development. These include: (1) estimates of runoff and
sediment generation associated with earthworks during the construction phase of the proposed
development, and (2) estimates of typical urban contaminants associated with the mature
development in its final state. These estimates are to be provided to other parties to enable
integrated assessment of the potential effects of the development on the embayment.

1.2 Scope

The scope of the assessment was to provide estimates of contaminant generation associated with
earthworks during the construction phase of the proposed development, and from the mature
development in its final state. Specifically, the following estimates were required:

1. Construction phase

= Mean annual runoff volumes and sediment loads for an interim earthworks scenario
reflecting the typical area over which earthworks may occur in a single season, for a
range of slopes consistent with those in the project area;

=  Event-specific (24-hr) runoff volumes and sediment loads for a range of return periods
(2, 5,10, 20, 50 and 100 years) associated with the interim earthworks scenario; and

= |ndicative estimates of mean annual and event-specific runoff volumes and sediment
loads discharged to Whitford Embayment, including disaggregation to a 5-minute time
step.

2.  Mature phase

=  Mean annual sediment and metal (zinc, copper) loads for the fully-developed state.

In both cases, the estimates were compared with baseline values representative of the current state.
The spatial extent for the construction phase assessment is limited to the project area, as this is the
only area that will be subject to any change in runoff and sediment loads as a result of earthworks for
the proposed development. Any earthworks related to the potential development of the properties
from 680 — 770 Whitford-Maraetai Rd would occur in future and therefore would not have a
cumulative effect.

Conversely, the spatial extent for the mature phase assessment includes both the project area and
the ‘“future urban zone’, as this represents a worst-case assessment for discharges to the embayment
should development of the full plan change area occur in future.
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Figure 1-1: Plan change area. The plan change area includes the proposed development area (the project
area), as well as the ‘future urban zone’ (the properties from 680 — 770 Whitford-Maraetai Rd which are not in
the applicant’s ownership but may be subject to future urban development).

1.3 Content and structure of this report

This report documents the methods and results for the assessments as outlined above. Section 2
contains details of the construction phase estimates while Section 3 describes the mature phase
estimates. Details of the methods include summary descriptions of the models used, model input
data and assumptions and post-processing of outputs where required.

1.4 Terminology

This report refers to “untreated” and “treated” loads. These are defined as follows:

=  Untreated loads are the loads generated within the project / plan change area, prior to
runoff entering any erosion and sediment control / stormwater treatment measures.

=  Treated loads are the loads exiting erosion and sediment control / stormwater treatment
measures, and which are discharged to the embayment.
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2 Construction phase

2.1 Methods

Runoff and sediment loads associated with construction earthworks in the project area were
estimated using the GLEAMS! model, following an established methodology adopted by NIWA in
similar previous studies (Section 2.1.2). The methodology involves the following steps:

1. Collation and analysis of geospatial data on land cover, soil type and slope for the project
area under baseline (existing land cover) conditions as well as all earthworks stages.

2.  Running GLEAMS with a long-term climate record to generate daily runoff depth and
sediment yield time series for a unit area of each possible land cover, soil type and slope
combination identified in (1).

3. Aggregating the outputs from (2), with and without erosion and sediment control (ESC)
measures, to derive mean annual runoff depth and sediment yield estimates for the project
area reflecting changing land cover as the project progresses through seasons and stages.

4. Conducting frequency analyses to estimate 24-hr runoff volume and sediment loads for a
range of return periods; and

5. Disaggregating the 24-hr runoff volume and sediment load estimates from (4) to a sub-
hourly time step based on representative hydrographs.

2.1.1 Land cover, soil type and slope

Existing land cover was taken from the New Zealand Land Cover Database (LCDB) v5.0? and has the
reference year 2018. The project area is predominantly pasture and urban parkland (including the
golf resort), with some vegetated areas bordering streams. There is also a small area classed as built-
up land within the golf resort; comprising the clubhouse, parking area and surrounding villas. The
imperviousness of the built-up area was estimated using Land Information New Zealand (LINZ)
building outlines® and aerial imagery* at approximately 39 %. There are also several ponds on the
golf course which were designed primarily for irrigation® and are assumed not to act as sediment
retention ponds.

This analysis used Land Information New Zealand (LINZ) building outlines® and aerial imagery’ to
delineate impervious surfaces

Land cover during the earthworks period was assumed to vary in a sequence through bare earth,
mulched and fully stabilized covers. The relative proportion of these at any given time was
determined from assumptions regarding the earthworks staging (see Section 2.1.7).

Soil type information was taken from the New Zealand Fundamental Soil Layers® developed by
Manaaki Whenua Landcare Research. Existing soils in the project area are classified as Yellow Ultic
soils, characterized as having clay subsoils with slow permeability and dispersible surface horizons

1 Groundwater Loading Effects of Agricultural Management Systems (Knisel, 1993)

2 https://Iris.scinfo.org.nz/layer/104400-lcdb-v50-land-cover-database-version-50-mainland-new-zealand/
3 Downloaded from https://koordinates.com/from/data.linz.govt.nz/layer/101290/

4Supplied as a base layer in ArcGIS

5 ). Dobrowolski, pers. comm. 5 May 2021.

6 Downloaded from https://koordinates.com/from/data.linz.govt.nz/layer/101290/

7 Supplied as a base layer in ArcGIS

8 https://soils.landcareresearch.co.nz/soil-data/fundamental-soil-layers/
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that are prone to erosion®. These soils were modelled as a single soil type following Senior et al.
(2003). Soils during the earthworks period represent bare earth following the removal of topsoil and
were modified from the existing soils to reflect the absence of the original upper soil horizon.

Existing slopes (in 3° intervals) were provided by Harrison Grierson, erosion and sediment control
engineers for the project, based on a topographical survey of the project area. Final-state slopes
were yet to be confirmed therefore all estimates were based upon existing slopes.

2.1.2 GLEAMS model

GLEAMS is a physically based model developed for continuous simulation of runoff and sediment
losses on a field-scale. The model operates on unique combinations of land cover, soil type and
slope. For each combination, GLEAMS simulates runoff and sediment losses from an arbitrary
hillslope by applying a long-term climate record (comprising daily rainfall as well as monthly
temperature, wind and solar radiation data), combined with a set of parameters reflecting soil and
land cover characteristics. The output is a long-term series of daily runoff depth and sediment yield
(load per unit area) for each combination, reflecting the range of climate conditions that may be
experienced. Runoff volumes and sediment loads for an entire catchment or project area can then
estimated by aggregating the GLEAMS outputs according to the area in each combination.

The model has been used in a number of past assessments of construction sediment loads, including
those associated with urban development adjacent to the project area (Elliott & Stroud, 2007) and in
the catchments of the Weiti River (Moores & Hoang, 2019) and the Okura River (Yalden & Moores,
2014) estuaries, as well as the Puhoi — Warkworth extension of State Highway 1 (Harper et al. 2013).
In addition, GLEAMS has been used to estimate sediment generation from rural areas in peer-
reviewed studies of the Central Waitemata Harbour (Parshotam & Wadhwa, 2008) and the
Southeastern Manukau Harbour (Parshotam et al. 2008). GLEAMS is also part of WAM'® which was
used to model the effect of potential rural intensification scenarios in the Whitford catchment
(Senior et al. 2003).

Further information on the application of GLEAMS can also be found in a New Zealand review of
modelling methods for assessing the performance of erosion and sediment control (Basher et al.
2016).

2.1.3 Long-term climate record

The long-term climate record used by GLEAMS comprises daily rainfall and monthly temperature,
wind and solar radiation data. For this project, we used a 50-year climate record (1971 — 2020)
extended from an earlier climate record (1963 — 2001) developed for the Whitford catchment
modelling study (Senior et al. 2003). Rainfall data for the earlier record was primarily derived from
measurements at Cockle Bay (1963 — 1999; about 4 km west of the project area) and Ardmore (1999
—2001; about 15 km south of the project area). Extension of the climate record between 2002 -
2020 is based on data from NIWA'’s National Climate Database!* and Auckland Council’s
Environmental Data Portal'? for the closest available sites. This comprises:

=  Rainfall data from Ardmore (C74091) between January 2002 — September 2013 and
Clevedon Coast RAWS @ Forest (659012) between October 2013 — December 2020.

9 https://soils.landcareresearch.co.nz/describing-soils/nzsc/soil-order/ultic-soils
10 Watershed Assessment Model

1 https://cliflo.niwa.co.nz/

12 https://environmentauckland.org.nz/
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=  Temperature data from Ardmore (C74091) between January 2002 — November 2016 and
Ardmore Aero AWS (C74094) between December 2016 — December 2020.

=  Wind data from Wiri (C64985) between January 2002 — April 2011, Mangere EWS (C64972)
between May 2011 — December 2018 and Mangere 2 EWS (C64973) between January 2019
— December 2020.

=  Solar radiation data from Auckland Aero (C74082) between January 2002 — December 2020.

2.1.4 Post-processing of model outputs

Per the steps outlined in the methodology, GLEAMS was run for each possible land cover, soil type
and slope combination identified from the geospatial analysis, resulting in long term time series of
daily runoff depth and sediment yield for each combination. For both the existing land cover and the
interim earthworks scenario, the following post-processing steps were applied to these outputs to
provide a data set from which mean annual and event-scale runoff and sediment load estimates
could be generated.

1. Generating time series of runoff volumes and untreated sediment loads

Aggregation of the GLEAMS outputs to provide time series of runoff volumes and
untreated sediment loads involves summing the runoff depths and sediment yields for
each combination, weighted by the area in each combination in any one month. For the
existing land cover, the area in each combination is drawn from the geospatial analysis.
For the interim earthworks scenario, the areas were based on staging information
provided by Harrison Grierson (Section 2.1.7).

2. Erosion and sediment control measures

For the interim earthworks scenario we have assumed the following ESC measures apply,
as specified by Harrison Grierson:

=  Mulching and stabilization of bare earth areas on completion of bulk earthworks;

=  Chemically-treated sediment retention ponds (SRPs) for the capture and
treatment of sediment from all areas of bulk earthworks.

While the ponds are likely to be sized in exceedance of GDO5*® requirements, for the
purposes of the interim earthworks scenario it was considered appropriate to assume
pond performance in line with GDO5 expectations. The performance of ESC measures was
modelled by applying load reduction factors (LRFs) to the time series of untreated
sediment yields produced by GLEAMS, so that:

Treated yield = Untreated yield X (1 — LRFg) X (1 — LRFs) (2.1)
where LRF¢ is an erosion control LRF and LRFs is a sediment control LRF.

LRFs adopted in previous studies were confirmed by the project’s principal erosion and
sediment control consultant®®. The LRFs for erosion controls were 0.85 for mulch and
0.93 for full stabilisation. Table 2-1 presents the LRFs for sediment retention ponds.

13 Auckland Council guideline document, 2016/005 (GDO05): Erosion and sediment control guide for land disturbing activities in the Auckland
Region https://www.aucklanddesignmanual.co.nz/regulations/technical-guidance
14 C. McGregor, pers. comm. 7 May 2021.
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Table 2-1:

Assumed load reduction factors for sediment control measures.

Sediment control device

Load reduction factor, by return period

2-year ARI 10-year ARI 50-year ARI

SRP (chemically-treated) 0.95 0.85 0.65

Table 2-2:

LRFs for sediment retention ponds are specified for 2-, 10- and 50-year Annual Recurrence
Interval (ARI) events. They are assumed to be inversely related to ARl because ponds
become less effective with the reduced retention time associated with bigger events.

Generating time series of treated sediment loads

Time series of treated sediment loads were calculated by applying the LRFs described
above to the time series of untreated sediment loads relating to bulk earthworks and
stabilisation. This required threshold daily loads to be established to determine whether
to apply the relevant 2-, 10- or 50-year ARI sediment control LRF to each daily untreated
load. These thresholds were determined from estimates of the 6- and 30-year ARI daily
loads; these being the mid-points between the three LRF classes. Table 2-2 summarises
the application of the LRFs according to the value of each untreated daily sediment load.

Application of sediment control LRFs to estimate treated sediment loads.

Value of untreated sediment load LRF for estimation of treated sediment load

< 6-year ARl 2-year ARI
6-year ARI to 30-year ARI 10-year ARI
> 30-year ARI 50-year ARI

The 6- and 30-year ARI daily untreated sediment loads were estimated by frequency
analysis of the 50-year time series outputs from GLEAMS. This involved fitting a
distribution to a ranked series of sediment loads, from which the magnitude of the
relevant ARl event could be estimated (Section 2.1.6).

We note that there is no requirement to calculate treated runoff volumes because the
LRF-based method adopted to model SRPs does not factor in runoff attenuation.

2.1.5 Estimation of mean annual runoff volumes and sediment loads

Mean annual runoff volume and sediment load estimates were prepared directly from the time
series of daily runoff volumes and sediment loads as follows:

1
Mean annual runoff volume = Nz runoff volume, (2.2)

I

1
Mean annual sediment load = Nz sediment load; (2.3)
i

where runoff volume; and sediment load; are, respectively, the runoff volume and sediment load on
dayiand N is the number of years in the time series.
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2.1.6 Estimation of event runoff volumes and sediment loads

The project required estimates of 24-hr runoff volumes and sediment loads associated with 2-, 5-,
10-, 20-, 50- and 100-year ARl events. A partial duration frequency analysis approach was adopted
whereby all values above a certain threshold are selected. This differs from the alternative annual
maxima approach, whereby the highest values from each year of record are adopted. While the two
approaches give similar results for the more extreme events, the partial duration analysis tends to
give more conservative (i.e., slightly higher) estimates for low ARI events.

For this project, the partial duration approach involved ranking the 50-year time series of daily runoff
volumes, treated and untreated sediment loads, and setting thresholds which resulted in the 50
largest values being selected for each. Generalized Pareto distributions were then fitted to the
selected values and the 2-, 5-, 10-, 20-, 50- and 100-year ARI events were estimated from these
distributions. It should be noted that there is considerable uncertainty around the 100-year ARI
events given that the records consist of only 50 years of data.

2.1.7 Interim earthworks scenario

Earthworks associated with the proposed development are anticipated to occur over a total area of
approximately 120 ha and are required to form road corridors, superlot platforms and stormwater
management devices as well as to allow for the installation of drainage and utilities®.

As the project is at an early stage, a specific catchment analysis of the proposed earthworks areas is
yet to be undertaken. Instead, Harrison Grierson provided an interim earthworks scenario assuming
a representative 15 ha catchment with uniform slope, worked over a single season. The sequence of
works is carried out in three 5 ha subcatchments, with a maximum of 5 ha disturbed area at any one
time. Figure 2-1 shows the assumed areas of earthworks and other land covers in each month (see
also Table A-1 in Appendix A).

The representative catchment is not spatially referenced within the project area. Instead, runoff and
sediment load estimates were prepared for four different slope classes: 0-3°,3°-6°,6°—9° and

9° — 12° to indicate the magnitude of loads that may be expected given the range of typical slopes in
the project area. As a conservative approach, we have assumed an existing land cover consistent
with the golf course (which produces the lowest baseline loads and will therefore result in the largest
increase under earthworks).

2.1.8 Estimates of discharges to Whitford Embayment

To inform the wider assessment of effects of the development on Whitford Embayment, we have
placed the runoff and sediment load estimates for the interim earthworks scenario in the context of
discharges to the embayment, based on a set of conservative assumptions about the location and
timing of earthworks in the project area as described below.

A set of five indicative earthworks catchments were provided by Harrison Grierson (Figure 2-2).
These catchments were clipped to the project area — the spatial extent for this part of the
assessment (Section 1.2). Runoff from the indicative earthworks catchments is assumed to enter the
embayment at five outlet points, denoted A — E. Additional areas outside the extent of these
catchments, but within the project area, are shown cross-hatched in Figure 2-2.

15 As referenced in the project’s draft Erosion and Sediment Control Report prepared by Harrison Grierson
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Figure 2-1: Assumed areas of earthworks and other land covers in each month.

In consultation with Harrison Grierson, and for the purposes of this assessment, it was assumed that
within each of the five indicative earthworks catchments 15 ha of earthworks can be completed in a
single season, with a maximum of 5 ha exposed at any one timel®. As a conservative approach, we
have also assumed that: (a) earthworks occur concurrently in all five catchments, and (b) the
earthworks area in each catchment covers the steepest 15 ha of the developable area.

We note that this is an indicative scenario designed to inform the plan change assessment while a
specific catchment analysis of the proposed earthworks areas is still being undertaken. It does not
preclude earthworks in areas outside of the indicative earthworks catchments (cross-hatched in
Figure 2-2), however it is considered representative of the likely magnitude and extent of works in a
single season.

Daily time series of runoff and sediment loads for the earthworks area in each indicative earthworks
catchment were estimated according to the following steps:

1. Daily time series of runoff and sediment loads for the 15-ha representative catchment in
each slope class (from the interim earthworks scenario) were converted to yields.

2. These representative yields were then aggregated according to the earthworks area in
each catchment in each slope class (Table 2-3)Y.

Daily time series of runoff and sediment loads for the total area in each catchment were then
estimated by first subtracting the daily runoff and sediment loads assessed for the earthworks area
under the existing land cover from those for the total area, then adding the values described above.
Mean annual runoff volumes and sediment loads, and 24-hr event loads, for the total area in each
catchment were then prepared from the daily time series following the methods described in
previous sections.

16 As specified in the project’s draft Erosion and Sediment Control Report.
17 Areas with slope greater than 12° were added to the 9° — 12° slope class. These areas represent a relatively small proportion of the
steepest 15 ha in each indicative earthworks catchment (between 1 -5 ha).
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Figure 2-2: Indicative earthworks catchments. The indicative earthworks catchments, labelled 1 - 5, are
coloured by assumed outlet point to Whitford Embayment. Cross-hatched areas, also coloured by outlet point,
are outside the extent of the indicative earthworks catchments provided, but within the project area and
therefore contribute to the assessment (see text).

Table 2-3:  Interim earthworks catchments. Slope breakdown of the steepest 15 ha of developable area in
each catchment.

Interim earthworks catchment

Quantity
1 2 3 4 5a 5
Catchment area (ha) 32.60 28.22 54.72 43.63 17.42 48.93
Developable area (ha) 23.27 23.29 41.06 24.26 8.64 27.96
Slope 0°-3° 0.00 0.48 0.00 0.00 0.81 0.00
(Cllqijiarea 3°—6° 8.40 8.02 0.00 4.91 331 2.53
6°—9° 3.67 3.75 4.86 4.88 1.96 7.48
9°—-12° 2.93 2.75 10.14 5.21 2.56 4.99
Total 15.00 15.00 15.00 15.00 8.64 15.00

*Area of the steepest 15 ha of the developable area in each slope class
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The caveat to this approach is that existing land cover for the earthworks area under the interim
scenario is assumed to be consistent with the golf course, which may not necessarily correspond with
the existing land cover for the steepest 15 ha of the developable area in each catchment. For
sediment loads this will result in an even more conservative assessment, as the golf course land
cover is associated with the lowest sediment yields. Runoff from the golf course land cover is,
however, somewhat higher than from pasture or forested land covers (consistent with the greater
grass cover), therefore the estimates of runoff volume discharged to the embayment under this
approach should be considered as indicative only.

2.1.9 Disaggregation of event runoff volumes and sediment loads

The project required the 24-hr runoff volume and sediment load estimates for the 2-, 10- and 100-yr
ARI events to be disaggregated to a 10-minute time step, to inform hydrodynamic modelling of
sediment deposition in the embayment. This involved the development of design storm hydrographs
and their use to distribute the daily runoff and load estimates, according to the following steps:

1. Design rainfall hyetographs for each ARl were developed using estimates of 24-hr
duration rainfall depths from NIWA’s High Intensity Rainfall Design System (HIRDS) and
the design rainfall distribution given in Auckland Council (2021).

2. Design runoff hydrographs for each ARI and each indicative earthworks catchment®® were
estimated using the HEC-HMS hydrological modelling software with the rainfall inputs
from (1). This involved:

(a) Representing the catchment areas as two sub-basins (bulk earthworks and
existing land cover);

(b) Estimating rainfall losses using the SCS curve method; and

(c) Routing the runoff from the bulk earthworks area through a reservoir
representing the storage and discharge characteristics of sediment retention
ponds.

3. Suspended sediment concentrations (SSCs) based on the hydrographs from (2) were
estimated at each 10-minute time step using relationships derived from previous
monitoring of an SRP (Moores & Pattinson 2008; see also Appendix B).

4. Design event 24-hr total runoff and sediment loads were calculated from (2) and (3).

5. Disaggregated runoff (m3/s) and sediment load (kg) estimates were prepared by scaling
the design event runoff and sediment load estimates at each time step (t) according to

runoff(t) = runoff,(t) x (tota/ runoff./total runoffD) (2.4)
load((t) = load(t) X (total load,/total loadp) (2.5)
where Fis the frequency analysis estimate and D is the design event estimate.

The result is a set of time series (at 10-minute time steps) in which the daily runoff and sediment
load estimates derived from the frequency analysis (Section 2.1.6) are distributed according to the
shape of the hydrographs from the design event analysis.

8 Including cross-hatched areas shown in Figure 2-2
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2.2 Results

2.2.1 Interim earthworks scenario
Mean annual runoff volumes and sediment loads

Table 2-4 presents estimates of mean annual runoff volumes, treated and untreated sediment loads
for the 15-ha representative catchment by slope class, for each land cover (existing, bulk earthworks
and stabilised) and in total. We note that the mean annual runoff volume does not vary with slope
class, because GLEAMS estimates of runoff vary only by land cover and soil type, not slope.

The estimated mean annual runoff volume under the baseline and interim earthworks scenarios is
approximately equal, with an increase of only 2 % between scenarios. A similar proportion of the
mean annual runoff under the interim earthworks scenario is generated from bulk earthworks and
stabilised land covers, with a much smaller proportion from existing land cover (as expected from the
progression of land cover shown in Figure 2-1).

The estimated mean annual treated sediment loads under the interim earthworks scenario are
between 6.7 and 24.7 times higher than the equivalent baseline loads over all slope classes. The
maximum relative increase occurs at the lowest slope class (0° — 3°), as the rate at which GLEAMS
estimates of sediment yields increase with slope is greater at shallower than at steeper slopes. For
the lower slope classes, the majority of the mean annual treated sediment load (between 53 % and
68 %) is generated from bulk earthworks land covers, whereas for the higher slope classes the
majority of the load (between 53 % and 57 %) is generated from the stabilised land cover. The
relatively high stabilised loads reflect the fact that yields for this land cover are higher than those
adopted for the existing land cover (an existing land cover consistent with the golf course was
deliberately chosen to produce the maximum earthworks effect; see Section 2.1.7), and this land
cover is exposed to rainfall over the winter months.

Mean annual untreated sediment load estimates are around an order of magnitude higher than the
equivalent treated load estimates, with a maximum of approximately 305 tonnes for the highest
slope class (9° — 12°) compared to the treated value of around 48 tonnes. The reduction factor
between the untreated and treated mean annual sediment loads for the bulk earthworks land cover
is around 91 % for all slope classes, reflecting the range of pond performance across different event
sizes (Table 2-1) and the frequency of these events in the 50-year time series.

Event runoff volumes and sediment loads

Table 2-5 presents estimates of 24-hr runoff volumes, treated and untreated sediment loads for the
15-ha representative catchment for 2-, 5-, 10-, 20-, 50- and 100-yr ARI events, by slope class. As with
the mean annual runoff volumes, the 24-hr runoff volumes do not vary with slope class.

There is essentially no change in the 24-hr runoff volumes estimated for the baseline and interim
earthworks scenarios for the 2-yr and 5-yr ARl events. For the less frequent events, estimates of the
24-hr runoff volume under the interim earthworks scenario increase between 4.9 % (10-yr ARI) and
38.3 % (100-yr ARI) over baseline values, with the effect increasing with return period.

The 24-hr treated sediment load estimates under the interim earthworks scenario are between 6.4
and 36.4 times higher than the equivalent baseline loads over all slope classes across the range of AR
events. Similar to the mean annual loads, the greatest relative increase at each ARl level occurs at
the lowest slope class; for example, at the 2-yr ARI, the estimated 24-hr treated sediment load under
the interim earthworks scenario is 11.8 times higher than the equivalent baseline load at the lowest
slope class (0° — 3°), and 6.4 times higher at the highest slope class (9° — 12°). The relative increase is
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also typically greater at higher return periods, with the maximum increase of 36.4 times the baseline
occurring for the 100-yr ARI event.

The 24-hr untreated sediment load estimates under the interim earthworks scenario are between 4.5
and 12.4 times higher than the equivalent treated load estimates (and between 42.3 and 183.1 times
higher than the equivalent baseline loads). The greatest proportional reductions between untreated
and treated loads across slope classes occur for the 2-yr ARl event while the lowest occur for the
100-yr ARI event, consistent with the reduction in pond performance for extreme events.
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Table 2-4:  Mean annual runoff volumes, treated and untreated sediment loads for the 15-ha representative catchment by slope class. Baseline values represent the runoff
volumes and (untreated) sediment loads under the existing land cover.

Baseline Interim earthworks Increase over baseline
Quantity Land cover
0-3° 3°-6° 6°—-9° 9°-12° 0-3° 3°-6° 6°—-9° 9°-12° 0-3° 3°-6° 6°—-9° 9°-12°
Runoff Existing 25463 25463 25463 25463 3644 3644 3644 3644 -21819 -21819 -21819 -21819
volume (m3)
Bulk earthworks - - - - 10889 10889 10889 10889 10889 10889 10889 10889
Stabilised - - - - 11360 11360 11360 11360 11360 11360 11360 11360
Total 25463 25463 25463 25463 25893 25893 25893 25893 430 430 430 430
Depth (mm) 170 170 170 170 173 173 173 173 3 3 3 3
Treated Existing 0.10 1.40 421 8.45 0.01 0.18 0.55 1.12 -0.09 -1.22 -3.66 -7.33
sediment
load Bulk earthworks - - - - 1.68 7.61 14.99 23.14 1.68 7.61 14.99 23.14
(tonnes) Stabilised - - - - 0.78 6.55 17.37 32.54 0.78 6.55 17.37 32.54
Total 0.10 1.40 4.21 8.45 2.47 14.34 32.91 56.80 2.37 12.94 28.70 48.35
Yield (tonnes km2) 0.67 9.33 28.07 56.33 16.47 95.60 219.40 378.67 15.80 86.27 191.33 322.34
Untreated Existing 0.10 1.40 421 8.45 0.01 0.18 0.55 1.12 -0.09 -1.22 -3.66 -7.33
fj:c'jme"t Bulk earthworks - - - - 18.59 88.19 178.29 279.67 18.59 88.19 178.29 279.67
(tonnes) Stabilised - - - - 0.78 6.55 17.37 32.54 0.78 6.55 17.37 32.54
Total 0.10 1.40 4.21 8.45 19.38 94.92 196.21 313.33 19.28 93.52 192.00 304.88
Yield (tonnes km2) 0.67 9.33 28.07 56.33 129.20 632.80 1308.07 2088.87 128.53 623.47 1280.00 2032.53
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Table 2-5:

ARI 24-hr runoff volumes, treated and untreated sediment loads for the 15-ha representative catchment by slope class. Baseline values represent the runoff
volumes and (untreated) sediment loads under the existing land cover.

Increase over baseline

Baseline Interim earthworks
Quantity ARI (years)
0-3° 3°-6° 6°-9°  9°-12° 0-3° 3°-6° 6°-9°  9°-12° 0-3° 3°-6° 6°-9°  9°-12°
Runoff volume (m3) 2 5982 5982 5982 5982 5809 5809 5809 5809 173 173 173 173
5 8292 8292 8292 8292 8269 8269 8269 8269 23 23 23 23
10 10328 10328 10328 10328 10830 10830 10830 10830 502 502 502 502
20 12652 12652 12652 12652 14208 14208 14208 14208 1556 1556 1556 1556
50 16233 16233 16233 16233 20386 20386 20386 20386 4153 4153 4153 4153
100 19390 19390 19390 19390 26817 26817 26817 26817 7427 7427 7427 742713
Treated sediment 2 0.05 0.50 1.36 2.64 0.59 3.72 9.14 16.93 0.54 3.22 7.78 14.29
load (tonnes) 5 0.08 0.75 2.04 3.98 2.10 11.61 23.05 35.81 2.02 10.86 21.01 31.83
10 0.12 0.99 2.71 5.27 339 15.68 33.57 52.48 327 14.69 30.86 47.21
20 0.17 1.30 3.54 6.87 4.40 20.00 38.98 63.21 423 18.70 35.44 56.34
50 0.26 1.84 4.95 9.56 5.89 26.29 51.73 79.72 5.63 24.45 46.78 70.16
100 0.37 2.36 6.33 12.16 13.48 56.75 108.28 163.99 13.11 54.39 101.95 151.83
Untreated sediment 2 0.05 0.50 1.36 2.64 7.29 36.06 71.88 111.61 7.24 35.56 70.52 108.97
load (tonnes) 5 0.08 0.75 2.04 3.98 13.70 64.50 126.22 193.73 13.62 63.75 124.18 189.75
10 0.12 0.99 271 5.27 20.59 93.18 180.50 275.40 20.47 92.19 177.79 270.13
20 0.17 1.30 3.54 6.87 29.94 129.95 249.60 378.94 29.77 128.65 246.06 372.07
50 0.26 1.84 4.95 9.56 47.60 194.97 370.69 559.51 47.34 193.13 365.74 549.95
100 0.37 2.36 6.33 12.16 66.58 260.50 491.67 739.09 66.21 258.14 48534 726.93
21
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2.2.2 Discharges to Whitford Embayment
Mean annual runoff volumes and sediment loads

Table 2-6 presents estimates of mean annual runoff volumes, treated and untreated sediment loads
discharged to Whitford Embayment from the interim earthworks catchments, aggregated by outlet.

The mean annual runoff volumes estimated for the interim earthworks scenario are approximately
equal to the baseline values, with a factor increase of just 1.01, of 1 %, across outlets.

Estimates of the mean annual treated sediment loads under the interim earthworks scenario are
between 2.4 and 3.4 times higher than the equivalent baseline values across outlets. The relative
increase is higher for Outlets A and B than Outlets C—E, as the proportion of the earthworks area in
the lower slope classes (0° — 3°, 3° — 6°) is higher for the interim earthworks catchments discharging
to these outlets (see Table 2-3).

The estimated mean annual untreated sediment loads under the interim earthworks scenario are
approximately four times higher than the equivalent treated value across outlets. For example, the
mean annual untreated sediment under the interim earthworks scenario for Outlet A is 427.52
tonnes (13 times greater than the equivalent baseline value), compared with the treated value of
69.75 tonnes.

Table 2-6: Mean annual runoff volumes, treated and untreated sediment loads discharged to Whitford
Embayment by outlet location. Baseline values represent the runoff volumes and (untreated) sediment loads
under the existing land cover. Increase represents the relative difference between scenarios, both in
magnitude and as the factor by which baseline values are multiplied (in parentheses).

Interim earthworks

Quantity Outlet Baseline scenario scenario Increase
Runoff volume (m3) A 165228 166088 860 (1.01)
B 66824 67254 430 (1.01)
C 61553 61983 430 (1.01)
D 17610 17857 247 (1.01)
E 47594 48024 430 (1.01)
Total 358809 361206 2397 (1.01)
Treated sediment load A 32.95 102.70 69.75 (3.1)
(tonnes) B 10.49 3535 24.86 (3.4)
C 22.63 54.60 31.97 (2.4)
D 11.07 26.07 15.00 (2.4)
E 22.15 56.60 34.45 (2.6)
Total 99.29 275.32 176.03 (2.8)
Untreated sediment A 32.95 460.47 427.52 (13.0)
load (tonnes) B 10.49 170.56 160.07 (16.3)
C 22.63 223.17 200.54 (9.9)
D 11.07 109.96 98.89 (9.9)
E 22.15 236.97 214.82 (10.7)
Total 99.29 1201.13 1101.84 (12.1)
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Event runoff volumes and sediment loads

Table 2-7 presents estimates of 24-hr runoff volumes, treated and untreated sediment loads
discharged to Whitford Embayment from the interim earthworks catchments, aggregated by outlet,
for 2-, 5-, 10-, 20-, 50- and 100-yr ARI events.

There is no appreciable change in the 24-hr runoff volume estimated between the interim
earthworks and baseline scenarios for the 2-, 5- and 10-yr ARl events, across outlets. For the less
frequent events, estimates of the 24-hr runoff volume under the interim earthworks scenario
increase between 4 % (20-yr ARI) and 21 % (100-yr ARI) over baseline values, with the effect typically
increasing with return period, across outlets.

The 24-hr treated sediment load estimates for the 2-yr ARl event under the interim earthworks
scenario are between 2.1 and 3 times higher than the equivalent baseline loads across outlets. For
the 10-yr AR, the relative increase is only slightly higher (between 2.7 and 4.4 times). The largest
relative increase occurs for the 100-yr ARI event, where the treated load estimates are between 5.2
and 11.4 times higher than the baseline values across outlets. Similar to the mean annual sediment
loads, the relative increase for Outlets A and B is higher than for Outlets C — E at each ARI level,
reflecting the higher proportion of earthworks area in lower slopes discharging to these outlets.

The 24-hr untreated sediment load estimates under the interim earthworks scenario are between 2.2
and 5.9 times higher than the equivalent treated loads across outlets (and between 9.5 and 26.5
times higher than the equivalent baseline loads), for all ARl events. The greatest relative difference
between untreated and treated loads occurs for the 2-yr ARl event while the lowest occurs for the
100-yr ARI event, consistent with poorer pond performance for extreme events.

Details of the disaggregated 24-hr runoff and sediment loads for the 2-, 10- and 100-yr ARl events at
10-minute time steps are discussed in Appendix C.
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Table 2-7:  24-hr ARI runoff volumes, treated and untreated sediment loads discharged to Whitford Embayment under the interim earthworks scenario by outlet. Baseline
values represent the runoff volumes and (untreated) sediment loads under the existing land cover. Interim values represent the interim earthworks scenario. Increase represents
the relative difference between scenarios, both in magnitude and as the factor by which baseline values are multiplied (in parentheses).

ARI Runoff volume (m3) Treated sediment load (tonnes) Untreated sediment load (tonnes)

(vears) Outlet Baseline Interim Increase Baseline Interim Increase Baseline Interim Increase

2 A 39122 38776 -346 (0.99) 11.06 31.03 19.97 (2.8) 11.06 164.40 153.34 (14.9)
B 14433 14260 -173 (0.99) 3.53 10.54 7.01(3.0) 3.53 61.99 58.46 (17.6)
C 14482 14309 -173(0.99) 8.49 17.67 9.18(2.1) 8.49 80.91 72.42 (9.5)
D 5188 5087 -101 (0.98) 4.17 8.70 4.53(2.1) 4.17 40.24 36.07 (9.7)
E 14200 14027 -173 (0.99) 8.37 18.21 9.84(2.2) 8.37 85.78 77.41(10.3)
Total 87425 86459 -966 (0.99) 35.62 86.15 50.53 (2.4) 35.62 433.32 397.70(12.2)

5 A 54348 54301 -47 (0.99) 16.87 54.90 38.03 (3.3) 16.87 285.69 268.82 (16.9)
B 19976 19952 -24 (0.99) 5.37 19.06 13.69 (3.6) 5.37 108.51 103.14 (20.2)
C 20517 20493 -24 (0.99) 13.27 30.87 17.60 (2.3) 13.27 140.41 127.14 (10.6)
D 7411 7395 -16 (0.99) 6.50 15.22 8.72(2.3) 6.50 69.94 63.44 (10.8)
E 20372 20348 -24 (0.99) 13.22 32.06 18.84 (2.4) 13.22 149.00 135.78 (11.3)
Total 122624 122489 -135 (0.99) 55.23 152.11 96.88 (2.8) 55.23 753.55 698.32 (13.6)

10 A 68031 69033 1002 (1.01) 22.39 86.29 63.90 (3.9) 22.39 406.54 384.15 (18.2)
B 24958 25460 502 (1.02) 711 30.95 23.84 (4.4) 711 154.95 147.84 (21.8)
C 25886 26387 501 (1.02) 17.80 47.87 30.07 (2.7) 17.80 199.58 181.78 (11.2)
D 9500 9786 286 (1.03) 8.86 23.75 14.89 (2.7) 8.86 99.72 90.86 (11.3)
E 26073 26575 502 (1.02) 18.08 50.34 32.26 (2.8) 18.08 212.12 194.04 (11.7)
Total 154448 157241 2793 (1.02) 74.24 239.20 164.96 (3.2) 74.24 1072.91 998.67 (14.5)

24 Beachlands South Development



Table 2-7 cont.

24-hr ARI runoff volumes, treated and untreated sediment loads discharged to Whitford Embayment under the interim earthworks scenario by outlet.

Runoff volume (m3)

Treated sediment load (tonnes)

Untreated sediment load (tonnes)

ARI Outlet

(vears) Baseline Interim Increase Baseline Interim Increase Baseline Interim Increase

20 A 83912 87026 3114 (1.04) 29.10 137.90 108.80 (4.7) 29.10 560.00 530.90 (19.2)
B 30746 32303 1557 (1.05) 9.20 51.59 42.39 (5.6) 9.20 214.04 204.84 (23.3)
C 32063 33620 1557 (1.05) 23.30 75.62 52.32 (3.3) 23.30 274.58 251.28 (11.8)
D 12020 12915 895 (1.07) 11.87 37.71 25.84 (3.2) 11.87 137.71 125.84 (11.6)
3 32851 34408 1557 (1.05) 24.26 80.66 56.40 (3.3) 24.26 292.40 268.14 (12.1)
Total 191592 200272 8680 (1.05) 97.73 383.48 285.75 (3.9) 97.73 1478.73 1381.00 (15.1)

50 A 108895 117199 8304 (1.08) 40.31 262.30 221.99 (6.5) 40.31 828.20 787.89 (20.6)
B 39850 44003 4153 (1.10) 12.64 104.57 91.93 (8.3) 12.64 317.49 304.85 (25.1)
C 41678 45831 4153 (1.10) 32.44 142.58 110.14 (4.4) 32.44 405.41 372.97 (12.5)
D 16167 18559 2392 (1.15) 17.21 71.33 54.12 (4.1) 17.21 204.51 187.30 (11.9)
E 43814 47966 4152 (1.09) 35.11 154.74 119.63 (4.4) 35.11 432.96 397.85(12.3)
Total 250404 273558 23154 (1.09) 137.71 735.52 597.81 (5.3) 137.71 2188.57 2050.86 (15.9)

100 A 131358 146213 14855 (1.11) 50.99 432.99 382.00 (8.5) 50.99 1095.52 1044.53 (21.5)
B 48038 55466 7428 (1.15) 15.89 181.59 165.70 (11.4) 15.89 420.82 404.93 (26.5)
C 50234 57661 7427 (1.15) 41.10 235.13 194.03 (5.7) 41.10 535.58 494.48 (13.0)
D 20064 24346 4282 (1.21) 22.59 117.52 94.93 (5.2) 22.59 271.46 248.87 (12.0)
E 53941 61368 7427 (1.14) 45.96 258.05 212.09 (5.6) 45.96 573.28 527.32 (12.5)
Total 303635 345054 41419 (1.14) 176.53 1225.28 1048.75 (6.9) 176.53 2896.66 2720.13 (16.4)
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3 Mature phase

3.1 Methods

Mean annual sediment (total suspended solids; TSS) and metal (zinc; Zn, and copper; Cu) loads
associated with the mature phase of the development were estimated using the C-CALM*® model.
The methodology involves the following steps:

1. Collation and analysis of land cover and stormwater treatment information for the plan
change area (including the project area and future-urban-zone; see Section 1.2) consistent
with a fully-developed scenario.

2.  Applying C-CALM with the land cover areas and stormwater treatment options identified in
(1) to generate mean annual loads of TSS, Zn and Cu for the fully-developed scenario.

For comparison, mean annual TSS, Zn and Cu loads were also estimated for the baseline (existing
land cover) scenario based on GLEAMS sediment yields (Section 3.1.6).

3.1.1 C-CALM

C-CALM was developed by NIWA as a planning tool at the urban catchment or stormwater
management unit scale; it embeds Auckland Council’s CLM? spreadsheet model into a GIS platform,
and has greater flexibility in assessing stormwater treatment options. C-CALM estimates mean
annual loads of TSS, Zn and Cu generated from diffuse sources in the catchment, represented as land
cover types (e.g., roofs, roads, and paved surfaces). For each catchment, the mean annual load (kg)
is calculated as the sum of the contribution from each source type, i.e.,

N
Mean annual load = Z area, X yield X TF, x (1 — LRF,) (3.1)
n=1

where N is the number of diffuse sources present, and area,, (m?), yield (kg/m?/yr), TF, and LRF, are
the area, mean annual contaminant yield, treated fraction of the area and load reduction factor
associated with stormwater treatment for source type n.

A point of difference between C-CALM and the CLM is that C-CALM splits metals into dissolved and
particulate fractions. It also has variable treatment efficiencies based on catchment properties,
sediment particle size distribution (PSD), and has more flexibility in the choice and design of
treatment options, including allowing complex treatment-train scenarios (Semadeni-Davies, 2008).
The default particulate metal fractions used in C-CALM are: 5 % for all roof types, 60 % for all roads
and paved surfaces, and 95 % for all other (permeable) surfaces. The partitioning for roofs and
permeable surfaces was extrapolated from analysis of Auckland stormwater data, while the
partitioning for roads and paved surfaces is based on a statistical analysis of data from around the
country on total and particulate Zn and Cu median concentrations in untreated road runoff. These
data are held in NIWA’s Urban Runoff Quality Information System (URQIS) database?! (Gadd et al.
2013; Gadd et al. 2014).

19 Catchment Contaminant Annual Loads Model (Semadeni-Davies et al. 2010; Semadeni-Davies & Wadhwa, 2014)
20 Contaminant Load Model (Auckland Regional Council 2010; Timperley et al. 2010)
21 http://urgis.niwa.co.nz

26 Beachlands South Development



3.1.2 Source types and contaminant yields

The C-CALM source types (land covers) and associated contaminant yields relevant to this
assessment are listed in Table 3-1. The yields for roofs and roads are the same as the default CLM
values, however the yields for paved and permeable surfaces have been modified for the purposes of
this assessment, as described below.

Table 3-1: Relevant CLM and C-CALM land covers and associated contaminant yields. Yields for roofs and
roads are the same as the default CLM values (Auckland Regional Council 2010). Yields for paved and
permeable surfaces have been modified for this assessment as described in the text.

Yield (g/m?2/yr)

Source Type
TSS Zn Cu
Roofs Zinc/aluminium, coated 5 0.0200 0.0016
Concrete tile 16 0.0200 0.0033
Roads <1000 21 0.0044 0.0015
(vehicles per day; vpd) 1000 — 5000 28 0.0266 0.0089
5000 — 20000 53 0.1108 0.0370
Paved surfaces Residential 21 0.0044 0.0015
Commercial 21 0.0044 0.0015
Permeable surfaces Urban grassland and trees 22 0.0008 0.0002
Urban bush 4 0.0001 0.00003

Unlike the CLM vyields for roofs and roads, which were derived from actual observations (sampling) of
runoff concentrations, the yields for paved surfaces were derived from model calibration (Auckland
Regional Council 2010). As such, the CLM yields for paved surfaces incorporate the “true” paved
surface yields plus errors in the yields for all other sources. These yields are therefore only
applicable to sites of similar size and complexity to the calibration catchments. The calibration
catchments, including Mission Bay (100 % residential) and Aotea Square (100 % commercial), differ
substantially in age to the proposed development and could reflect a very different land cover mix
(e.g., older roofing materials). The default CLM contaminant yields for paved surfaces were
therefore not considered applicable for this assessment. Instead, for paved surfaces we have
adopted the same contaminant yields as for the lowest-trafficked road class, because the paved
surfaces under the fully-developed scenario will be largely carparks, driveways and Joint-Owned
Access Lots (JOALs), as well as footpaths etc.

The CLM TSS yields for urban grassland and trees were also derived as part of model calibration and
are recognised to be somewhat uncertain (Auckland Regional Council 2010). For consistency with
the assessment of sediment loads under the existing land cover, we have adopted the average of the
GLEAMS yields for the golf course land cover across all slope classes, weighted by the proportion of
the plan change area in each slope class?®2. This results in a TSS yield of 22 g/m?/yr for urban
grassland and trees compared with the default CLM value of 45 g/m?/yr. Corresponding metal yields
were derived by multiplying the adjusted TSS yield by representative background concentrations of
Zn and Cu found in Auckland soils (35 and 7 mg/kg, respectively; Auckland Regional Council 2010).

22 Based on existing slopes since final-state slopes were not available.
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Ecological areas in the proposed development are expected to be heavily planted and are assumed
to be largely represented by the urban bush land cover. Similar to urban grassland and trees, TSS
yields for urban bush have been derived from the average of the GLEAMS yields for bush land cover
across all slope classes, weighted by the proportion of the plan change area in each slope class.
Corresponding metal yields were derived by multiplying the TSS yield by the representative
background concentrations for Zn and Cu.

3.1.3 Land cover areas

Land use categories and associated areas under the fully-developed scenario were provided by
Jasmax, urban design consultants for the project, by stormwater catchment?®. The stormwater
catchments for the plan change area are shown in Figure 3-1 and the land use categories are shown
in Figure 3-2. The associated land use areas are listed in Table 3-2.

In consultation with Jasmax and Harrison Grierson, the land use category areas were mapped to the
C-CALM land covers in Table 3-1 as follows:

=  Ecological areas were assumed to be 80 % urban bush, 10 % urban grassland and trees and
10 % paved surfaces?.

= Gross residential areas are a mix of JOALs / home-zones (very low trafficked areas, but
impervious surfaces) and net (developable) residential lot area. The fraction of gross
residential area in each stormwater catchment in JOALs / home-zones and net residential
lot area was specified by Jasmax. JOALs / home-zones were assumed to be 100 % paved
surfaces. Net residential areas are a mix of gardens, roofs (building area) and driveways /
paved surfaces. The proportion of net residential area in roofs and paved surfaces was
specified by Jasmax based on expected housing / population densities, and the remainder
was assumed to be urban grassland and trees. This results in an imperviousness of
between 40 — 65 % for net residential areas across stormwater catchments.

= Inthe absence of more detailed information, the existing residential area was assumed to
have the same land cover breakdown as the net residential area with 65 % imperviousness
(i.e., 50 % roof area, 15 % paved surfaces and 35 % urban grassland and trees). This is
intended to balance the fact that the existing residential area is much lower density based
on aerial photographs (and therefore should have a smaller roof area), however it may
involve older roof types which are higher yielding.

=  Golf course and open space areas were assumed to be 10 % paved surfaces and 90 %
urban grassland and trees.

=  The estimated roof area for the hotel and grounds was specified by Jasmax. The remaining
area was divided between paved surfaces and urban grassland and trees based on an
assumed imperviousness of 65 %.

=  The fraction of light industrial areas in roofs and paved surfaces was specified by Jasmax.
The remaining light industrial area was assumed to be urban grassland and trees, resulting
in an imperviousness of 95 %.

23 Stormwater catchments for the plan change area under the fully-developed scenario were provided by Harrison Grierson.
24 M. Fletcher, pers. comm. 8 Nov 2021
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Figure 3-1: Stormwater catchments for the plan change area under the fully-developed scenario.

=  The land use area in each road class represents a mix of carriageway, paved surfaces and
permeable areas. Carriageway areas in each road class and stormwater catchment were
provided by Harrison Grierson. The remaining areas were divided between paved surfaces
and urban grassland and trees based on an assumed imperviousness of 90 %.

= The estimated paved surface area for the school was specified by Jasmax. The remaining
area was divided between roofs and urban grassland and trees based on an assumed
imperviousness of 70 %.

=  The fraction of village centre areas in roofs and paved surfaces were specified by Jasmax.
The remaining area was assumed to be urban grassland and trees, resulting in an
imperviousness of 90 %.

=  The wastewater management area was assumed to be 90 % paved surfaces and 10 %
urban grassland and trees.

= Inthe absence of more detailed information, the widening of Whitford-Maraetai Rd was
assumed to represent the same land cover mix as roads in the 5000 — 20000 vpd category
(based on an existing traffic volume of around 10000 vpd?®).

25 From the NZTA Road Stormwater Screening (RSS) model (Gardiner et al. 2016)
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Figure 3-2: Land use for the fully-developed scenario by stormwater catchment. Source: Jasmax.

Table 3-2:  Land use categories and areas for the fully-developed scenario by stormwater catchment.

Stormwater catchment area (ha)

Land use category

1 2 3 ) 5
Ecological area 5.46 22.22 16.89 17.55 25.71
Existing residential 0 12.29 0 0 0
Golf course 0 21.07 0 0 0
Gross residential 12.37 38.11 23.13 14.96 26.74
Hotel and grounds 0 0 412 0 0
Light industrial 0.66 5.57 0 0 0
Open space 4.75 0.81 3.55 2.20 1.08
Roads < 1000 vpd 0.59 2.14 1.50 1.40 1.64
Roads 1000 — 5000 vpd 1.10 0.93 3.32 0.20 0
Roads 5000 — 20000 vpd 3.01 3.91 1.90 2.66 1.50
School 6.48 0 0 0 0
Stormwater pond 1.90 4.03 0.71 0.97 0.51
Village centre 0.68 0 2.79 0 0
Wastewater management plant 0 0 0 1.00 0
Whitford-Maraetai Rd widening 0 0.82 0 0 1.53
Total 37.00 111.90 57.91 40.94 58.71
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Roof areas in all land use categories were assumed to be an equal mix of zinc / aluminium (coated)
and concrete tile, consistent with the expected use of low-yielding roofing materials for the
development. Stormwater pond areas are not contaminant generating and were excluded from
further analysis. A table of the land cover areas is included in Appendix D.

3.1.4 Stormwater treatment

Stormwater treatment measures under the fully-developed scenario were provided by Harrison
Grierson. As specific design details were not yet available, in accordance with GD01%® all carriageway
areas were assumed to be treated to a level of 75 % long-term removal efficiency for TSS, likely via
bioretention swales.

In addition to at-source treatment of carriageway areas, runoff from some stormwater
subcatchments will be routed through wetlands, designed primarily for water quantity rather than
quality control?’. Owing to difficulties in assessing what fraction of each land use category area will
discharge to wetlands, we have estimated loads for the following two cases representing the
minimum and maximum extent of possible stormwater treatment:

1. At-source treatment of carriageway areas with no additional wetland treatment (“no
wetlands”); and

2. At-source treatment of carriageway areas with additional wetland treatment of all
impervious areas (“wetlands”).

Wetlands were also assumed to provide 75 % long-term removal efficiency for TSS. While the CLM
models the removal of total Zn and Cu, C-CALM models the removal of particulate and dissolved
metals separately on the assumption that different treatment processes are in operation (e.g.,
settling vs. bioretention). Particulate metal removal is simulated in C-CALM by adopting the same
removal efficiency as for TSS. For dissolved metals, a wide range of removal efficiencies is reported
in the literature, ranging between around 10 — 95 % for dissolved Zn and 5 — 95 % for dissolved Cu for
bioretention, swales and wetlands (Semadeni-Davies 2008). We have adopted mid-range values of
40 % removal of dissolved Zn and Cu for bioretention swales, 40 % removal of dissolved Zn and 50 %
removal of dissolved Cu for wetlands, guided by a review of literature on the performance of
bioretention, grass swales and wetlands carried out as part of C-CALM development (Semadeni-
Davies 2008), and load reduction factors derived from paired data for these devices from the
International Stormwater BMP Database?®. While most of the data in the database come from North
America, the database also contains data from stormwater monitoring around the world including
New Zealand.

The “no wetlands” and “wetlands” cases, respectively, will provide maximum and minimum
estimates for the mean annual loads of TSS, Zn and Cu under the fully-developed scenario. Based on
the draft stormwater catchment layout plan provided by Harrison Grierson, around 72 % of the plan
change area (excluding ecological areas) is expected to be treated by wetlands. This figure varies by
stormwater catchment, between around 30 % for Stormwater Catchment 5, suggesting loads for this
catchment may be closer to (though still less than) the “no wetlands” estimates, and 66 — 96 % for
Stormwater Catchments 1 — 4, suggesting loads for these catchments may be closer to (though still
more than) the “wetlands” estimates.

26 Auckland Council Guidance Document 2017/001, for Stormwater Treatment Devices in the Auckland Region (GD01)
27 C. McGregor, pers. comm. 28 Oct 2021
28https://bmpdatabase.org/urban
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3.1.5 Discharges to Whitford Embayment

To inform the wider assessment of effects of the development on Whitford Embayment, mean
annual loads of TSS, Zn and Cu were estimated by outlet point to the embayment (Outlets A — E;
shown in Figure 2-2), as well as by stormwater catchment (as described above).

The stormwater catchments largely correspond with the five outlet points, except for some
subcatchment areas from which runoff is not routed through wetlands, and which were identified in
the project’s draft stormwater catchment layout plan provided by Harrison Grierson. Further details
are as follows:

= Stormwater Catchment 1 and 2 discharge to Outlet A.

=  Stormwater Catchment 3 discharges to Outlet B, less a portion of the area in the south of
the catchment (comprising gross residential, open space and ecological areas) from which
stormwater runoff is not routed through wetlands, and which discharges to Outlet C. We
have estimated the proportion of gross residential, open space and ecological areas in
Stormwater Catchment 3 that discharge to Outlet C based on the ratio of predominantly
residential subcatchments treated / not treated by wetlands in the draft stormwater
catchment layout plan.

=  Stormwater Catchment 4 discharges to Outlet C, less a portion of the area in the south of
the catchment (comprising gross residential and ecological areas) from which stormwater
runoff is not routed through wetlands, and which discharges to Outlet D. As above, we
have estimated the proportion of gross residential and ecological areas in this catchment
that discharge to Outlet D based on the ratio of predominantly residential subcatchments
treated / not treated by wetlands in the draft stormwater catchment layout plan.

= Stormwater Catchment 5 discharges primarily to Outlet E. A portion of the area in the
north-west of the catchment (comprising gross residential, open space and ecological
areas), from which stormwater runoff is not routed through wetlands, discharges to
Outlet D. We have estimated the proportion of gross residential, open space and
ecological areas in Stormwater Catchment 5 that discharge to Outlet D in the manner
described above.

C-CALM was applied with adjusted land cover areas based on the above to determine mean annual
loads of TSS, Zn and Cu discharged to Whitford Embayment for each outlet location. A table of land
cover areas is shown in Appendix E.

Based on the estimated proportion of each stormwater catchment treated by wetlands, the loads for
Outlets A — C are likely to be closer to (though still more than) the “wetlands” estimates, whereas the
loads for Outlets D — E are likely to be closer to (though still less than) the “no wetlands” values.

3.1.6 Existing land cover

To provide context for the estimated mean annual loads discharged to Whitford Embayment under
the fully-developed scenario, mean annual loads of TSS, Zn and Cu were also prepared for the
baseline (existing land cover) scenario, by outlet.

The CLM (and by extension C-CALM) is not considered applicable for catchments with a significant
amount of rural land (Auckland Regional Council 2010). For this reason, and for consistency with the
baseline sediment loads estimated under the interim earthworks scenario, we have derived mean
annual loads of TSS, Zn and Cu for the plan change area under the existing land cover as follows:
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1. Mean annual TSS loads discharged from the project area (less the area classified as ‘built-
up’ under LCDB5; Section 2.1.1) were estimated from the GLEAMS 50-year timeseries of
daily sediment loads under the existing land cover, as described in Section 2.1.5.

2. Inthe absence of detailed slope information, mean annual TSS loads discharged from the
future-urban-zone area under the existing land cover (comprising pasture and exotic
forest) were estimated from the GLEAMS yields for these land covers assuming the same
proportional slope breakdown as in the wider catchments.

3.  Mean annual Zn and Cu loads for the above areas were estimated by multiplying the
mean annual TSS loads from (1) and (2) by the background soil concentrations of 35 and 7
mg/kg for Zn and Cu, respectively.

4. Mean annual TSS, Zn and Cu loads for the area classified as ‘built-up’ under LCDB5
(comprising the golf course club house area and surrounding villas) were estimated using
C-CALM, with the yields listed in Table 3-1 and land cover areas calculated from GIS
analysis. The land cover area is approximately 13 % roofs (assumed to be concrete or
tile), 26 % paved surfaces (car parks, driveways) and 61 % urban grassland and trees.

We note that the catchment areas discharging to each outlet under the baseline and fully-developed
scenarios do not necessarily match, as stormwater runoff from some areas that discharge to a
particular outlet under the existing land cover is routed via wetlands to a different outlet under the
fully-developed scenario.

3.2 Results

3.2.1 Mean annual loads by stormwater catchment

Tables 3-3 to 3-5 present estimates of mean annual treated and untreated loads (and associated
yields) of TSS, Zn and Cu under the fully-developed scenario by stormwater catchment. Treated
values are presented as a range between two cases: “wetlands” (at-source treatment of carriageway
areas plus wetland treatment of all impervious areas), and “no wetlands” (at-source treatment of
carriageway areas only).

Estimated mean annual treated loads of TSS vary between 3.34 — 11.97 tonnes (“wetlands”) and 5.48
—17.70 tonnes (“no wetlands”) across stormwater catchments. Yield values range between around
80 —110 kg/ha (“wetlands”) and 130 — 160 kg/ha (“no wetlands”). Stormwater Catchments 1 -3
have noticeably higher yields for TSS (and also Zn and Cu) for the “no wetlands” case, reflecting the
higher proportion of roofs and paved surfaces in these catchments. Mean annual untreated loads of
TSS vary between 5.89 — 18.43 tonnes, with yields of around 140 — 170 kg/ha.

Mean annual treated load estimates for Zn range between 1.20 — 3.44 kg (“wetlands”) and 1.78 —
6.05 kg (“no wetlands”) across stormwater catchments. Yield values range between around 20 — 36
g/ha (“wetlands”) and 35 — 65 g/ha (“no wetlands”). Mean annual untreated loads of Zn vary
between 2.29 — 6.94 kg, with yields of around 40 — 80 g/ha.

Estimated mean annual treated loads of Cu vary between 0.15 — 0.49 kg (“wetlands”) and 0.37 —1.10
kg (“no wetlands”) across stormwater catchments. Yield values range between around 3 — 6 g/ha
(“wetlands”) and 7 — 13 g/ha (“no wetlands”). Mean annual untreated loads of Cu vary between 0.53
— 1.44 kg across stormwater catchments, with yields of around 9 — 20 g/ha.

As noted in Section 3.1.4, based on the estimated proportion of each stormwater catchment treated
by wetlands, we expect the mean annual treated loads for Stormwater Catchments 1 — 4 to be closer
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to (though still more than) the “wetlands” values, while the mean annual treated loads for
Stormwater Catchment 5 are likely to be closer to (though still less than) the “no wetlands” values.

Table 3-3:  Mean annual treated and untreated TSS loads under the fully-developed scenario by
stormwater catchment.

SW Treated

Quantity Catchment Area (ha) Untreated

Wetlands No wetlands

Load (tonnes) 1 37.00 3.34 5.86 6.33

2 111.90 11.97 17.70 18.43
57.91 4.72 8.46 9.01

4 40.94 3.54 5.48 5.89
5 58.71 5.69 8.13 8.42
Total 306.46 29.26 45.63 48.08

Yield (kg/ha) 1 37.00 90.27 158.38 171.08
2 111.90 106.97 158.18 164.70
3 57.91 81.51 146.09 155.59
4 40.94 86.47 133.85 143.87
5 58.71 96.92 138.48 143.42
Total 306.46 95.48 148.89 156.89

Table 3-4:  Mean annual treated and untreated Zn loads under the fully-developed scenario by
stormwater catchment.

SW Treated

Quantity Area (ha) Untreated
Catchment Wetlands No wetlands

Load (kg) 1 37.00 133 2.42 3.04
2 111.90 3.44 6.05 6.94
3 57.91 1.85 3.36 3.89
4 40.94 0.98 1.78 2.29
5 58.71 1.20 2.12 2.41
Total 306.46 8.80 15.73 18.57

Yield (g/ha) 1 37.00 35.95 65.41 82.16
2 111.90 30.74 54.07 62.02
3 57.91 31.95 58.02 67.17
4 40.94 23.94 43.48 55.94
5 58.71 20.44 36.11 41.05
Total 306.46 28.72 51.33 60.60
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Table 3-5:  Mean annual treated and untreated Cu loads under the fully-developed scenario by
stormwater catchment.

SW Treated

Quantity Area (ha) Untreated
Catchment Wetlands No wetlands

Load (kg) 1 37.00 0.20 0.48 0.72
2 111.90 0.49 1.10 1.44
3 57.91 0.27 0.64 0.86
4 40.94 0.15 0.37 0.56
5 58.71 0.18 0.42 0.53
Total 306.46 1.29 3.01 4.11

Yield (g/ha) 1 37.00 5.41 12.97 19.46
2 111.90 4.38 9.83 12.87
3 57.91 4.66 11.05 14.85
4 40.94 3.66 9.04 13.68
5 58.71 3.07 7.15 9.03
Total 306.46 4,21 9.82 13.41

3.2.2 Mean annual loads by outlet to Whitford Embayment

Tables 3-6 to 3-8 present estimates of mean annual treated and untreated loads (and associated
yields) of TSS, Zn and Cu under the baseline and fully-developed scenarios by outlet to Whitford
Embayment. Treated values are presented as a range between two cases: “wetlands” (at-source
treatment of carriageway areas plus wetland treatment of all impervious areas), and “no wetlands”
(at-source treatment of carriageway areas only).

Estimated mean annual treated loads of TSS under the fully-developed scenario are between 60 —
90 % (“wetlands”) and 30 — 90 % (“no wetlands”) lower than the equivalent baseline values across
outlets. The greatest proportional reduction in load occurs for Outlet D, reflecting both a change in

land cover under the fully-developed scenario (with a high proportion of ecological area) and a
change in catchment area (with around a 35 % reduction in catchment area as stormwater runoff is
routed via wetlands to other outlets). Estimated mean annual untreated loads of TSS under the fully-
developed scenario are between 20 — 90 % lower than the equivalent baseline values across outlets.

Estimated mean annual yields of TSS under the fully-developed scenario range between 82.10 —
107.16 kg/ha (treated; “wetlands”), 133.15 — 158.23 kg/ha (treated; “no wetlands”) and 133.15 -
166.29 kg/ha (untreated) across outlets, compared with 286.28 — 635.37 kg/ha under the baseline
scenario.

Mean annual treated load estimates for Zn under the fully-developed scenario are up to 4.1 times
higher (“wetlands”) and 7.2 times higher (“no wetlands”) than the equivalent baseline values across
outlets. The relative increase for Outlets A and B is greater than for Outlets C — E, due to the higher

levels of imperviousness in the catchment areas of these outlets. Notably, for Outlet D, the
“wetlands” mean annual Zn load is around 40 % lower than the baseline value, while the “no
wetlands” load shows no appreciable change. As noted for TSS, the results for Outlet D reflect
increased yields of Zn from impervious surfaces under the fully-developed scenario and the reduction
in catchment area due to routing of stormwater runoff to other outlets. Estimated mean annual
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untreated loads of Zn under the fully-developed scenario are up to 8.5 times higher than the
equivalent baseline values across outlets.

Estimated mean annual yields of Zn under the fully-developed scenario range between 20.02 — 33.25
g/ha (treated; “wetlands”), 33.94 — 58.78 g/ha (treated; “no wetlands”) and 33.94 — 69.10 g/ha
(untreated) across outlets, compared with 7.77 — 22.24 g/ha under the baseline scenario.

Mean annual treated loads of Cu estimated under the fully-developed scenario are up to 2.7 times
higher (“wetlands”) and 6.6 times higher (“no wetlands”) than the equivalent baseline values across
outlets. The relative increase for Outlet B is significantly higher than for the remaining outlets, likely
due to a higher proportion of road area in the catchment of Outlet B, particularly in the 1000 — 5000
vpd class. As with Zn, there is a reduction in the “wetlands” mean annual Cu load discharged to
Outlet D compared with the baseline value, while the “no wetlands” load shows no appreciable
change, reflecting both an increase in Cu yields from impervious surfaces under the fully-developed
scenario and the reduction in catchment area due to routing of stormwater runoff to other outlets.
Estimated mean annual untreated Cu loads under the fully-developed scenario are up to 8.8 times
higher than the equivalent baseline values across outlets.

Estimated mean annual yields of Cu under the fully-developed scenario range between 2.61 —4.76
g/ha (treated; “wetlands”), 6.09 — 11.48 g/ha (treated; “no wetlands”) and 6.09 — 15.38 g/ha
(untreated) across outlets, compared with 2.36 — 5.45 g/ha under the baseline scenario.

As noted in Section 3.1.5, based on the estimated proportion of the stormwater catchment area
contributing to each outlet treated by wetlands, we expect the mean annual treated loads for
Outlets A — C to be closer to (though still more than) the “wetlands” values, while the mean annual
treated loads for Outlets D — E are likely to be closer to (though still less than) the “no wetlands”
values.

Table 3-6:  Mean annual treated and untreated TSS loads discharged to Whitford Embayment under the
fully-developed scenario by outlet. Baseline values represent the (untreated) loads under the existing land
cover. Values in parentheses indicate the ratio between the fully-developed and baseline scenarios.

Treated
Quantity Outlet Baseline Untreated
Wetlands No wetlands

Load (tonnes) A 59.22 15.32 (0.3) 23.56 (0.4) 24.76 (0.4)
B 10.63 4.16 (0.4) 7.55 (0.7) 8.10 (0.8)
C 26.37 3.85(0.1) 6.02 (0.2) 6.44 (0.2)
D 10.97 1.11(0.1) 1.53(0.1) 1.53(0.1)
E 23.95 4.83(0.2) 6.96 (0.3) 7.25(0.3)
Total 131.14 29.27 (0.2) 45.62 (0.3) 48.08 (0.4)

Yield (kg/ha) A 391.80 107.16 (0.3) 158.23 (0.4) 166.29 (0.4)
B 286.28 82.10(0.3) 146.96 (0.5) 157.67 (0.6)
C 542.30 88.36(0.2) 135.13 (0.2) 144.56 (0.3)
D 635.37 96.61 (0.2) 133.15(0.2) 133.15(0.2)
E 457.80 97.30(0.2) 138.80 (0.3) 144.58 (0.3)
Total 427.88 98.11 (0.2) 148.86 (0.3) 156.89 (0.4)
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Table 3-7:  Mean annual treated and untreated Zn loads discharged to Whitford Embayment under the
fully-developed scenario by outlet. Baseline values represent the (untreated) loads under the existing land
cover. Values in parentheses indicate the ratio between the fully-developed and baseline scenarios.

Treated
Quantity Outlet Baseline Untreated
Wetlands No wetlands
Load (kg) A 1.17 476 (4.1) 8.47 (7.2) 9.98 (8.5)
B 0.43 1.69 (3.9) 3.02 (7.0) 3.55(8.3)
C 0.92 1.12(1.2) 2.02(2.2) 2.53(2.8)
D 0.38 0.23(0.6) 0.39(1.0) 0.39 (1.0)
E 0.77 1.04 (1.4) 1.84 (2.4) 2.13 (2.8)
Total 3.67 8.84 (2.4) 15.74 (4.3) 18.58 (5.1)
Yield (g/ha) A 7.77 33.29 (4.3) 56.88 (7.3) 67.02 (8.6)
B 11.67 33.35(2.9) 58.78 (5.0) 69.10 (5.9)
C 18.96 25.71(1.4) 45.34 (2.4) 56.79 (3.0)
D 22.24 20.02 (0.9) 33.94 (1.5) 33.94 (1.5)
E 14.68 20.95 (1.4) 36.69 (2.5) 42.48 (2.9)
Total 12.01 29.63 (2.5) 51.36 (4.3) 60.63 (5.0)

Table 3-8:  Mean annual treated and untreated Cu loads discharged to Whitford Embayment under the
fully-developed scenario by outlet. Baseline values represent the (untreated) loads under the existing land
cover. Values in parentheses indicate the ratio between the fully-developed and baseline scenarios.

Treated
Quantity Outlet Baseline Untreated
Wetlands No wetlands
Load (kg) A 0.42 0.68 (1.6) 1.58 (3.8) 2.16 (5.1)
B 0.09 0.24 (2.7) 0.59 (6.6) 0.79 (8.8)
C 0.21 0.17 (0.8) 0.41(2.0) 0.60 (2.9)
D 0.08 0.03 (0.4) 0.07 (0.9) 0.07 (0.9)
E 0.17 0.16 (0.9) 0.37(2.2) 0.48 (2.8)
Total 0.97 1.28 (1.3) 3.02 (3.1) 4.10 (4.2)
Yield (g/ha) A 2.78 4.76 (1.7) 10.61 (3.8) 14.51(5.2)
B 2.36 4.74 (2.0) 11.48 (4.9) 15.38 (6.5)
C 4.34 3.90(0.9) 9.20(2.1) 13.47 (3.1)
D 4.45 2.61(0.6) 6.09 (1.4) 6.09 (1.4)
E 3.20 3.22 (1.01) 7.38(2.3) 9.57 (3.0)
Total 3.14 4.29 (1.4) 9.85 (3.1) 13.38 (4.3)
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4 Summary

Modelling of contaminant loads associated with the proposed development of approximately 250 ha
of land in the Whitford Embayment has been conducted to inform an application for a change to the
Auckland Unitary Plan. The assessment of contaminant loads has involved:

1. Using the GLEAMS model, combined with information on earthworks staging and the
performance of erosion and sediment control measures, to estimate runoff and sediment
loads associated with the construction phase of the development under an interim
earthworks scenario. Specifically:

=  Mean annual runoff and sediment loads, with and without ESC, for a 15-ha
representative catchment in four different slope classes, and in the context of loads
discharged to Whitford Embayment; and

= Event specific (24-hr) runoff and sediment loads for a range of return periods (2, 5,
10, 20, 50 and 100 years) including disaggregation to a 10-minute timestep.

2. Using the C-CALM model, combined with information on land cover and stormwater
treatment measures, to estimate TSS, Zn and Cu loads associated with the mature phase
of the development under a fully-developed scenario. Specifically:

=  Mean annual TSS, Zn and Cu loads, with and without stormwater treatment, for
proposed stormwater catchments as well as by outlet to Whitford Embayment.

Construction phase

For the 15-ha representative catchment, estimated mean annual runoff volumes under the interim
earthworks scenario increase only slightly over baseline values across slope classes. Estimated mean
annual treated sediment loads are between approximately six and 25 times higher than the
equivalent baseline loads across slope classes. For the lower slope classes (< 6°), the majority of the
mean annual treated load is generated from bulk earthworks land covers, whereas for the higher
slope classes a significant proportion of the load is generated from stabilised land covers. Mean
annual untreated load estimates are around an order of magnitude higher than the equivalent
treated loads. 24-hr treated sediment load estimates are between approximately six and 36 times
higher than the equivalent baseline loads over all slope classes and across the range of ARI events.

Estimated mean annual runoff volumes discharged to Whitford Embayment under the interim
earthworks scenario are approximately equal to baseline values. Estimated mean annual treated
sediment loads are around 2 — 3 times higher than the equivalent baseline values across outlets. The
relative increase is higher for Outlets A and B (at the northern end of the project area) than for
Outlets C — E which are further towards Waikopua Creek. Estimated mean annual untreated
sediment loads are around four times higher than the equivalent treated values. 24-hr treated
sediment load estimates for the 2-yr ARl event under the interim earthworks scenario are between
two and three times higher than the equivalent baseline loads across outlets. For the higher return
period events, the increase over baseline is between two- to four-fold for the 10-yr ARI and five- to
11-fold for the 100-yr ARI across outlets.

The estimates of sediment loads discharged to Whitford Embayment under the interim earthworks
scenario reflect conservative assumptions around the extent and location of works in the indicative
earthworks catchments. Specifically:
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=  The area worked in each indicative earthworks catchment is assumed to cover the
steepest 15 ha, resulting in the highest magnitude loads under the scenario;

= Allfive indicative earthworks catchments are assumed to be worked concurrently;
resulting in the greatest earthworks extent under the scenario; and

=  The existing land cover for the earthworks area is assumed to be consistent with the golf
course, resulting in the greatest relative increase under the scenario.

Mature phase

Due to difficulties in assessing the land use category area in each stormwater catchment expected to
be treated by wetlands, estimates of mean annual TSS, Zn and Cu loads under the fully-developed
scenario were prepared for two cases reflecting the maximum / minimum extent of stormwater
treatment: “wetlands” (at-source treatment of carriageway areas plus wetland treatment of all
impervious areas), and “no wetlands” (at-source treatment of carriageway areas only).

Estimated mean annual treated TSS loads discharged to Whitford Embayment under the fully-
developed scenario represent a substantial reduction over baseline values across outlets (between
60 — 90 % for “wetlands” and 30 — 90 % for “no wetlands”). The reduction in loads reflects lower TSS
yields for roofs and ecological areas under the fully-developed scenario as well as stormwater
treatment. The greatest reduction in load occurs for Outlet D, resulting from both a change in land
cover under the fully-developed scenario and a reduction in catchment area, as stormwater runoff is
routed to other outlets.

Mean annual treated loads of Zn estimated under the fully-developed scenario are up to 4.1 times
higher (“wetlands”) and 7.2 times higher (“no wetlands”) than the equivalent baseline values across
outlets. The relative increase for Outlets A and B, in the north of the project area, is greater than for
Outlets C — E which are closer to Waikopua Creek. Over the entire plan change area, the mean
annual treated Zn load discharged to Whitford Embayment under the fully-developed scenario is
expected to represent between a two-fold (“wetlands”) and a four-fold (“no wetlands”) increase over
baseline.

Mean annual treated loads of Cu estimated under the fully-developed scenario are up to 2.7 times
higher (“wetlands”) and 6.6 times higher (“no wetlands”) than the equivalent baseline values across
outlets. Spatially, the pattern is similar to Zn, with the greatest proportional increase in Cu load
occurring for Outlet B. Over the entire plan change area, the mean annual Cu load discharged to
Whitford Embayment under the fully-developed scenario is expected to represent between a 30 %
(“wetlands”) and a three-fold increase (“no wetlands”) over baseline.

We expect that treated estimates of mean annual TSS, Zn and Cu loads discharged to Whitford
Embayment under the fully-developed scenario will be closer to (though still more than) the
“wetlands” values for Outlets A — C, and closer to (though still less than) the “no wetlands” values for
Outlets C — E based on the estimated extent of wetland treatment in each stormwater catchment.
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Appendix A Assumed land cover change

Table A-1 summarises the staging sequence for the interim earthworks scenario (Section 2.1.7). This
sequence indicates the assumed percentage of three 5 ha catchments in bare earth and other land
covers in each month of a single earthworks season followed by a winter stabilisation period.

Table A-1:  Percentage of area in bare earth and other land covers. SRP refers to treatment by sediment
retention ponds.

Catchment 1 (5 ha) Catchment 2 (5 ha) Catchment 3 (5 ha)
& & &
) % wn & ©v &
Year Month + n + n + n
F - E 3 3 F -
8o ] @ 3 8o © @ 3 o ® @ 2
£ Q £ = = ] £ = < [} £ =
Z g 3 2|8 g 3 2/&8 g 3 %
S @ = S| & o S S| & & = &
1 Oct 70 30 0 0 100 0 0 0 100 0 0 0
Nov 0 80 10 10 100 0 0 0 100 0 0 0
Dec 0 40 30 30 70 30 0 0 100 0 0 0
Jan 0 20 40 40 0 80 0 20 100 0 0 0
Feb 0 0 70 30 0 60 20 20 60 40 0 0
Mar 0 0 70 30 0 0 70 30 0 80 10 10
Apr 0 0 70 30 0 0 0 100 0 20 50 30
May — Jun 0 0 0 100 0 0 0 100 0 0 0 100
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Appendix B Flow-sediment concentration relationships for
disaggregation of ARl event sediment loads

Figure B-1 shows the relationship between runoff and suspended sediment concentration (SSC) in
chemically-treated outflow from a sediment retention pond monitored as part of a study located at
the ALPURT B2 motorway project (Moores and Pattinson, 2008). Despite a degree of scatter, the R?
value of approximately 0.7 suggests that this relationship provides an acceptable model for
estimating SSC in chemically-treated runoff from the earthworks part of the project area.
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Figure B-1:  Relationship between runoff and suspended sediment concentration in chemically-treated
outflow from a sediment retention pond, ALPURT B2.

No equivalent data was available to investigate a relationship between runoff and SSC from the area
of existing land cover. Instead, the ratio between the existing land cover and treated earthworks
yields estimated by GLEAMS was used to scale the relationship shown in Figure B-1 for use in
estimating SSC in runoff from the existing land cover. This involved multiplying the slope of the
relationship shown above by 0.22.
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Appendix C Disaggregated runoff and sediment loads

Figures C-1 and C-2 present plots of the estimated ARI event daily runoff volume and treated
sediment loads, respectively, under the interim earthworks scenario, disaggregated to a 10-minute
time series by outlet to Whitford Embayment. Note that, although the plots show the period 3:00
am on one day to 3:00 am the next, the full time series of disaggregated runoff and sediment loads
spans a 3-day period. This reflects the fact that modelling of the runoff response from earthworks
areas considered the influence of ESC devices (see Section 2.1.9). While the rainfall inputs used to
generate these plots were of 24-hr duration, the retention and attenuation of earthworks runoff by
ESC devices generated outflow time series that continue for some time following the main recession.
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Figure C-1: Time series of disaggregated 24-hr ARI runoff volumes by outlet.
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Appendix D  Stormwater catchment land cover areas

Table D-1 presents the area of each stormwater catchment (excluding stormwater pond area) in the
relevant CLM and C-CALM land covers, based on the land use category areas provided and the
assumptions described in Section 3.1.3. Table D-2 shows the percentage of stormwater catchment
area in each land cover.

Table D-1:  Stormwater catchment areas in relevant CLM and C-CALM land covers.

Stormwater catchment area (ha)

Source Type
1 2 3 4 5

Roofs Zinc/aluminium, coated 3.39 9.80 5.19 2.23 3.01

Concrete tile 3.39 9.80 5.19 2.23 3.01
Roads <1000 0.27 0.96 0.68 0.63 0.74
g‘:;i\f::j)per 1000 — 5000 0.40 0.33 1.09 0.07 0.00

5000 —- 20000 0.87 1.28 0.54 0.76 0.43
Paved Residential 5.76 19.41 10.43 6.13 8.96
surfaces Commercial 6.08 5.98 7.23 3.27 3.04
Permeable Urban grassland and trees 10.58 42.53 13.34 10.62 18.45
surfaces Urban bush 4.36 17.78 13.51 14.03 20.56
Total 35.10 107.87 57.20 39.97 58.20

Table D-2:  Percentage of stormwater catchment areas in relevant CLM and C-CALM land covers.

Stormwater catchment area (ha)

Source Type
1 2 3 4 5

Roofs Zinc/aluminium, coated 9.7 9.1 9.1 5.6 5.2

Concrete tile 9.7 9.1 9.1 5.6 5.2
Roads <1000 0.8 0.9 1.2 1.6 13
g’aif;i\f:f;)per 1000 — 5000 11 03 1.9 0.2 0.0

5000 —- 20000 25 1.2 0.9 1.9 0.7
Paved Residential 16.4 18.0 18.2 15.3 15.4
surfaces Commercial 17.3 5.5 12.6 8.2 5.2
Permeable Urban grassland and trees 30.1 394 23.3 26.5 31.7
surfaces Urban bush 12.4 16.5 23.7 35.1 35.3
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
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Appendix E

Table E-1 presents the catchment area for each outlet to Whitford Embayment (excluding

Outlet catchment land cover areas

stormwater pond areas) in the relevant CLM and C-CALM land covers, based on the stormwater
catchment land use category areas provided, and the assumptions described in Sections 3.1.3 and
3.1.5. Table E-2 shows the percentage of outlet catchment area in each land cover.

Table E-1: Outlet catchment areas in relevant CLM and C-CALM land covers.
Outlet catchment area (ha)
Source Type
A B C D E

Roofs Zinc/aluminium, coated 13.19 4.54 2.68 0.68 2.53

Concrete tile 13.19 4.54 2.68 0.68 2.53
Roads <1000 1.23 0.68 0.63 0.00 0.74
(vehicles per 11 _ 5000 0.73 1.09 0.07 0.00 0.00
day; vpd)

5000 - 20000 2.15 0.54 0.76 0.00 0.43
Paved Residential 25.18 8.86 7.16 1.97 7.53
surfaces Commercial 12.06 7.23 3.27 0.00 3.04
Permeable Urban grassland and trees 53.1 11.71 11.52 3.61 15.56
surfaces Urban bush 22.14 11.48 14.80 455 17.28
Total 142.97 50.67 43.57 11.49 49.64

Table E-2: Percentage of outlet catchment areas in relevant CLM and C-CALM land covers.
Outlet catchment area (ha)
Source Type
A B C D E

Roofs Zinc/aluminium, coated 9.2 9.0 6.2 6.0 5.1

Concrete tile 9.2 9.0 6.2 6.0 5.1
Roads <1000 0.9 1.3 1.4 0.0 1.5

hicl

(vehicles per 53 _ 5000 05 21 0.2 0.0 0.0
day; vpd)

5000 - 20000 1.5 1.1 1.7 0.0 0.9
Paved Residential 17.6 17.5 16.4 17.1 15.2
surfaces Commercial 8.4 14.3 7.5 0.0 6.1
Permeable Urban grassland and trees 37.1 23.1 26.4 31.4 314
surfaces Urban bush 15.6 226 34.0 39.5 347
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
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Appendix C:  Review of FWMT Data




ﬁ Tonkin+Taylor

Job No: 1014358.0050
07 December 2021
Beachlands South Limited Partnership
c/o Russell Property Group
PO Box 17254
Greenlane
Auckland 1540

Attention: John Dobrowolski

Dear John

Beachlands South Structure Plan Change - Comparison of TSS outputs from the
FWMT and GLEAMS models

1 Overview

Auckland Council have provided Tonkin & Taylor Ltd (T+T) with Total Suspended Solids (TSS) and
water quality information from its Freshwater Management Tool (FWMT) to assist in the estimation
of existing discharges from the 250 ha area in relation to the proposed Structure Plan for the
Beachlands South Partnership development area. This letter report reviews information received
from Auckland Council, and compares this information with independent quantitative assessment by
NIWA. This review notes the following key findings:

The FWMT mean annual TSS yields are comparable with the mean annual sediment yields
calculated from the Auckland Council data.

The FWMT flow outputs are comparable with observed flows at the available gauging station
over the entire simulation period (2003 -2017) and shows improved performance over the
calibration period (2013 — 2017).

The TSS load from the NIWA assessment is comparable with FWMT outputs for the ~2 year
Annual Recurrence Interval (ARI) event.

2 Introduction

Auckland Council has provided TSS discharge information obtained from the FWMT for the whole
catchment contributing to the estuary shown in Figure 2.1. The FWMT information represents
present day conditions and TSS data from it will be used as an independent sense check of the
present day TSS information to be obtained from NIWA using the GLEAMS model, which has
functionality to represent conditions pre, during and post construction phases.

TSS information from the GLEAMS model will be used as boundary conditions to a three-dimensional
hydrodynamic model to assess the effects of higher sediment loads from construction of the
proposed development in Beachlands, shown as the development area in Figure 2.1.

Exceptional thinking togeth www.tonkintaylor.co.nz
+

Tonkin & Taylor Ltd | 1 Fanshawe St, Auckland Central, Auckland 1010, New Zealand
PO Box 5271, Victoria Street West, Auckland 1142 P +64-9-355 6000 F +64-9-307 0265 E akl@tonkintaylor.co.nz



Figure 2.1: Site Locality Plan showing development area, in red

3 Freshwater Management Tool Data Review

The FWMT is being built to help Auckland Council meet the requirements of the National Policy
Statement for Freshwater Management (NPS-FM)%. It is an integrated contaminant load and in-
stream concentration model which will be used by Auckland Council as a decision support tool for
implementing the NPS-FM. The FWMT is intended to be Auckland Council’s tool that replaces their
static Contaminant Load Model (CLM) and is therefore the latest information on contaminant
generation.

The FWMT estimates stream flow and pollutant concentrations using land use to derive estimated
yields of contaminants to be supplied to the routing network. The output of the FWMT comprises a
15 year hindcast dataset of contaminant discharges from streams for suspended solids and metals.

3.1 Received data

T+T received FWMT data from Auckland Council on the 22" February 2021. Data was received for 62
nodes (not all shown) around the site as displayed in Figure 3.5, for a date range of 2003 - 2017. The
FWMT’s output for each day contained a daily averaged outflow rate in m3/s, and a daily flow-
weighted contaminant concentration in mg/L for the following water quality parameters;

Total Zinc (TZn).

Total Copper (TCu).

Total Suspended Solids (TSS).

Total Nitrogen (TN).

Total Phosphorous (TP).

1 C. Grant, C. Hellberg, D. Bambic, C. Clarke (2018), Development of a freshwater management tool to support
integrated watershed planning for Auckland waterways, 2018 Stormwater Conference. Sourced from
https://www.waternz.org.nz/Article?Action=View&Article_id=1511
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TSS is primarily used in this analysis. Contaminant yields are edge of stream data prior to in -
waterbody processing. It is noted that the FWMT data was supplied as daily averages for flows, and
edge-of-stream data for contaminants were annualised estimates. This is considered a limitation of
the water quality inputs for the hydrodynamic model, which can use high frequency data as
boundary conditions.

3.2 Limitations of dataset
Auckland Council stated the following limitations on the FWMT output data;

Peer review is ongoing for the tool.

At present, the model is only calibrated between 2013-2017.

The tool is based on 2013 land use, thus does not include areas that have been developed
since 2013.

Rainfall data is based on Virtual Climate Station Network data (VCSN).

The tool is considered poorly calibrated for metals in rural catchments.

3.3 Data review

A comprehensive review of the FWMT outputs was carried out to determine further limitations and
relevance of the outputs to the site. These are described below.

3.3.1 Rainfall

FWMT obtains rainfall values from NIWA'’s Virtual Climate Station Network (VCSN). Virtual Climate
station Network (VCSN) data are estimates of daily rainfall and other parameters on a regular
(~5x5km) grid covering the whole of New Zealand. The estimates are produced every day, based on
the spatial interpolation of actual data observations made at climate stations located around the
country?,

To assess the accuracy of the VCSN rainfall at the site, it was compared to the nearest rain gauge, as
displayed on Environment Auckland’s dashboards®. The location of the nearest rain gauge (Clevedon
Coast @ Forest) compared to the location of the nearest VCSN data point is shown in Figure 3.1.
Rainfall data for the Clevedon Coast @ Forest gauge was recorded between September 2013 and
December 2017.

2 NIWA, https://niwa.co.nz/climate/our-services/virtual-climate-stations
% Environment Auckland Data Hub, sourced from https://environmentauckland.org.nz/
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FLAT BUSH

Figure 3.1: Locations of Environment Auckland Rain Gauge (Clevedon Coast @ Forest) and closest (36.8936°S,
175.0178°E) VCSN data point locations, respectively

Comparison of the rainfall data is shown in Figure 3.2. The data sets show reasonable cumulative

rainfall comparison (rainfall volume) but does not show good timing or scale alignmentata 1:1
comparison.

y = 0./906x
100 Al=0.6033"

Draily rainfall - VCSN

Figure 3.2: Comparison of VCSN rainfall data vs Clevedon Coast @ Forest recorded rainfall

3.3.2 Stream flows

Stream inflows from the Mangemangeroa creek are recorded from 2000 to present day ata 5 to 15
minute time step. This data was compared to flows from the corresponding node in the FMWT data

(Node_160188). The location of the Mangemangeroa gauge relative to the FWMT node is shown in
Figure 3.3.
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Figure 3.3: Location of Mangemangeroa Gauge (left) vs Mangemangeroa catchment node from FWMT (right),
respectively

Comparison of the two stream flows is shown in Figure 3.4. Generally, the FWMT overestimates
flows by around 9-28%. There is statistically good calibration for 2003-2017, and very good
calibration for 2013-2017.
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Figure 3.4: Comparison of Mangemangeroa creek flow data vs FWMT daily average flows
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3.3.3 TSS Concentrations

Auckland Council have estimated sediment yields at Mangemangeroa gauge in two separate
investigations, conducted in 2009 and in 2013. Comparison of the data is shown in Table 3.1 and
Table 3.2 from the 2009 and 2013 reports, respectively. These comparisons indicate that the mean
annual sediment yields from the FWMT are representative (although higher) of the observed mean
annual yields, but individual event yields are not as well represented by the FWMT (see Table 3.2).

The sediment analysis report from 2013 covers collected samples from January to December 2012,
and event sediment yields were calculated for 27 events occurring throughout the 1-year duration of
sediment monitoring. The total sediment yield from storm events over the monitoring period was
752.4 tonnes, equating to a specific sediment yield of 167 tonnes/km?/year.

Table 3.1: Mean Annual Sediment Yields

Auckland Councill FWMT

Years 2000 - 2008 2003 - 2008 2003 - 2017
Mean annual sediment yields 8917 145 158
(t/km?/year)

1. Values obtained from “Analysis of Sediment Yields within the Auckland Region”, Auckland Regional Council,
2009

Table 3.2:  Results from 2012 Sediment Analysis

2012 sediment analysis Auckland FWMT
Councill

Annual sediment yield (t/km?/year) 167 78.7

Events 3/7/2012 24.73 32.81
22/7/2012 25.14 5.69
26/7/2012 253.30 1.54
29/7/2012 33.75 12.41
30/7/2012 7.03 10.87

1. Values obtained from “Quantifying catchment sediment yields in the Auckland Region”, Auckland Regional Council, 2013

3.4 Catchment characteristics

The data from the 62 FWMT nodes that Auckland Council supplied were grouped spatially into the 6
catchments to compare relative TSS loads from the contributing catchments, as shown in Figure 3.5.
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Figure 3.5: Grouped catchments for relative comparison of TSS loads

The site catchments, as named, are shown in Figure 3.6.
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Figure 3.6: FWMT Catchments within the site catchment

3.5 Data review conclusions

From the review of the FWMT data review, the following conclusions have been drawn and applied
to further use of the data;

Due to the data only being calibrated from 2013 — 2017, this is the only data that will be used
in further analysis. The earlier portion of the outputs shows less reliability.

The FWMT typically overestimates flow and is thus more conservative when it comes to daily
mean flows compared to observed data.

Mean annual yields of TSS are reasonable when compared to Auckland Council data.

4 Flood Modelling

Harrison Grierson have developed a flood model for the site catchment. The model contains 2.33
year, 10 year and 100 year ARI 24-hour storm runs at a 5 minute timestep. T+T were provided
hydrographs from the model at the points displayed in Figure 4.1. The model results are considered
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the best representation of event-based stream flow in the catchment and were applied as inflows to
the hydrodynamic model.

LEGEND

=

=== Flow Cross Sections

| Harrison Grierson Catchments

1

FWMT Catchments

Figure 4.1: Harrison Grierson flow hydrograph cross sections

5 Water Quality inputs

There are two potential sources of water quality inputs for the hydrodynamic modelling - from the
FWMT and from NIWA GLEAMS modelling. NIWA modelling outputs contained 24 hr TSS loads for an
array of different ARI events ranging from 2.33 year ARI to 100 year AR, for an existing and mid
construction scenario.

The TSS inputs provided by NIWA in the form of 24hr TSS loads were sensed checked against outputs
from the FWMT for the 2.33 ARI event, because the FWMT output did not contain a suitable 100-
year ARI event and because the GLEAMS model would eventually be used to represent the TSS
boundary conditions for the hydrodynamic modelling. The methodology used to prepare outputs
from the FWMT that could be compared with the GLEAMS output is described below. The process is
also used to calculate the relative sediment contribution of the site catchment to sediment load in
the bay.

5.1 FWMT inputs

511 Site catchment methodology

TSS outputs from the FWMT corresponding to a ~2.33 ARI design event was selected from the
output record for comparison with the GLEAMS modelling, which was driven by flows obtained from
the Harrison Grierson flood model for the 2.33 ARI design event. The two-step procedure is as
follows:
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1 Identify events in the site catchments for input into the hydrodynamic model using flood
frequency methodology. Daily average concentrations and flows from 2013 — 2017 were
analysed to come up with a representative 2.33-year ARI event.

2 Once representative ARI events had been determined, the corresponding 48-hour TSS loads
were initially compared against ARI, as shown in Figure 5.1. The event shown (April 2017) was
chosen as it had the highest loads and was deemed the most representative for a 2.33-year
ARl event. In the end, however, a 24-hour load period was chosen for TSS loads to properly
compare the FWMT outputs to the GLEAMS 24 hour loads. As flood frequency analysis was
only conducted against one node (260160, displayed in Figure 5.1), the four other site
catchments were checked to ensure the April 2017 event was of similar magnitude for all site
sub-catchments.

300000

250000 s
= 200000
=]
.
w 150000
LJi N
A bt
& 100000 Lo s
50000 Chosen event i py
0
0 1 2 4 5 6 7 8 E 10

ARI (year, based on 48hr accumulated flow)

#—2003-2017 -—e—2013-2017

Figure 5.1: TSS Loads for rainfall events between 2.33 and 10 year ARI

5.1.2 Surrounding catchment methodology

For all other catchments outside of the site catchment, there were no flood model hydrographs
available to apply to the sediment loads. The only flow gauge data available was at the
Mangemangeroa gauge.

To obtain representative hydrographs for the other four catchments, TP108 flows were calculated
for all catchments and scaled against the Mangemangeroa flow. The scale factors (based on
catchment area) in Table 5.1 were applied to the gauge flow for the April 2017 event to create
representative hydrographs for the remaining catchments. Representative hydrographs for each
catchment are shown in Figure 5.2.

TSS loads for the wider catchment were applied similarly to that of the site catchments, but the
wider catchments contained multiple terminal nodes, so these were added together to obtain a total
TSS load for each catchment.

Table 5.1: Hydrograph scale factors for wider catchments

Site Scale factor from Mangemangeroa flow

Beachlands 20.03%

Waikopua 183.82%

Turanga 295.13%

Mangemangeroa 100.00%

Cockle Bay 128.09%
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Figure 5.2: Flow hydrographs for wider catchments for the April 2017 event

5.1.3 Summary of FWMT inputs

The total 24 hour TSS loads for all catchments are summarised in Table 5.2. Site catchments make up

around 7% of the total load from the whole area.

Table 5.2: Summary of 24 hour TSS loads from each catchment for the April 2017 event

Contributing %
Catchment TSS Load 24h (kg) grouped Contributing % total
160257 8,992 6.71% 0.51%
@ 160258 10,748 0.61%
é 160259 26,077 1.47%
g 160260 11,660 0.66%
g 160261 61,617 3.47%
Cockle Bay 82,479 4.65%
Mangemangeroa 309,443 17.44%
Turanga 857,857 48.34%
Waikopua 396,386 22.34%
Beachlands/Maraetai 9,273 0.52%
Total 1,774,530 100.00%
5.2 GLEAMS Inputs

NIWA undertook modelling using GLEAMS software to determine existing case and mid-construction
TSS loads for the site. The catchments that NIWA used in their analysis are shown in Figure 5.3. This
process is fully documented in a separate NIWA report.
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Figure 5.3: NIWA GLEAMS catchments (note blue areas contain no earthworks under the mid construction case)

For the TSS outputs from the GLEAMS model NIWA used the following assumptions in their
approach to develop existing case, and treated and untreated mid construction case loads (email
communication dated 29/09/2021);

Assuming the steepest 15 ha of each catchment (taking a maximum slope of 12 degrees) are
worked in a single earthworks season, with a maximum of 5 ha exposed area at any one
time. The estimates represent a worst-case sediment load scenario, as;

- They assume the steepest 15 ha are worked in each catchment, and

- The baseline land cover is assumed to be consistent with the golf course, which produces
the lowest estimate of baseline loads.

Using load reduction factors to simulate treatment by sediment retention ponds during the
earthworks season. This approach assumes no attenuation of runoff by the ponds, and won’t
reflect the improved treatment performance anticipated for the different pond sizing from
GDO5 described in the erosion and sediment control report.

5.3 FWMT vs GLEAMS data — Existing case

The 100 year GLEAMS data was not able to be directly compared to the FWMT data as there was no
representative 100 year ARl event in the FWMT calibrated dataset. A comparison of a ~2 year ARI
events was therefore performed instead. See Table 5.3 for the comparison.

There are a few key differences in the two data sets, which provide some explanation to the
differences shown in Table 5.3;
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The FWMT data is for an ARI of 2.33 years, whereas the GLEAMS data has an ARI of 2 years

The catchments used in both approaches are different. In general, the FWMT catchments are
typically larger.
The GLEAMS model assumes that the baseline land cover is consistent with the golf course,

which produces the lowest estimate of baseline loads.

A combination of all these factors likely explain some of the differences between the total loads, in

the two datasets.

The comparison shows that for the ~2 year ARI event the FWMT is more conservative. However,
since the two models are structurally different, and in combination with the other differences
mentioned above it should not be expected that they will produce the same outputs.

Table 5.3: FWMT data compared to GLEAMS results, for the 2.33 and 2 year ARI existing case

FWMT Existing Case GLEAMS Existing case
FWMT Total Area TSS load 24h Discharge Total Area TSS load 24h
Catchment (ha) (tonnes) Location (ha) (tonnes)
160257 36 9 N/A N/A N/A
160258 44 11 E 49 8
160259 68 26 C&D 61 13
160260 53 12 B 44 4
160261 286 62 A 97 10
Total Load 120 Total Load 36

A proportional reduction (251 ha/ 487 hg) 10 account for the larger catchment areas used in the

FWMT and a similar proportional reduction (2/233) to account for the difference in the magnitude

of the ARI events, resulted in a FWMT TSS load of 52 tonnes, which compares favourably with the 36
tonnes obtained from the GLEAMS outputs.
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Appendix D:  Hydrodynamic data and modelled
outputs
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Figure 10-7 Typical Depth-Averaged Velocities (DAV)



Water level data and analysis of tidal constituents

Analysis of water levels between Mar 19 and April 30 in the location of Pressure Sensor North has
been undertaken with T-tide (Pawlowicz, 2002). By way of example, visual review of reconstructed
water levels in Figure 10-8 from T-tide constituents in the location of Pressure Sensor North indicate
a reasonable fit with measured data. Quantitative comparison between constituent reconstruction
of water levels and measured water levels at each of the instrument locations indicate average
errors of less than 1%.
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Figure 10-8 Visual review of reconstructed water levels from T-tide constituents (black dash line), derived from
measured data (red solid line).



ADCP data

The ADCP provided measurements of current velocity at three elevations above the seabed.
Measurements indicate current speeds being relatively uniform across the three elevations.
Compass calibration due to interference of ferrous mooring equipment was undertaken based on
the first week’s data set, requiring a systematic correction of 42.41 deg.
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Figure 10-9 Time series comparison showing modelled values in red, and measured values with black dashed
lines in the location of the ADCP
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Figure 10-10 Select 24 h period comparing modelled and measured values in the location of the ADCP
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Figure 10-11 Numerical comparison of measured vs modelled data for water level and current speeds in the

location of the ADCP
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Appendix E:  Event based sediment transport
modelling

The following outputs have a standardised scale from 0 to 20 mm. Brown lines show areas where
more than 5 mm deposition may occur immediately following the rainfall event in question. The
cross hatched area indicates where more than 5 mm of sediment could persist after a period of 10
days.
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Figure 10-13 100 ARI TSS assuming Spring tide, HT peak discharge
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Figure 10-14 100 ARI TSS assuming Spring tide, LT peak discharge
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Figure 10-15 100 ARI TSS assuming Spring tide, FT peak discharge



0.0200 m

0.0190 m

0.0180m

0.0170 m

0.0160m —

00180 m —

0.0140m —

0.0130m —

0.0120m —

0.0110m

0.0100 m

0.0090 m

0.0080 m

0.0070m

0.0060 m

0.0050 m

0.0040 m

0.0030 m

00020 m

0.0010m

0.0000 m

[} 1 ! | |
I I 1

Om 250m 500 m 750m 1000 m

Figure 10-16 100 ARI TSS assuming Spring tide, ET peak discharge
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Figure 10-17 100 ARI TSS assuming Neap tide, HT peak discharge
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Figure 10-18 100 ARI TSS assuming Neap tide, LT peak discharge
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Figure 10-19 100 ARI TSS assuming Neap tide, FT peak discharge
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Figure 10-20 100 ARI TSS assuming Neap tide, ET peak discharge
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Figure 10-21 10 ARI TSS assuming Spring tide, HT peak discharge
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Figure 10-22 10 ARI TSS assuming Spring tide, LT peak discharge
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Figure 10-23 10 ARI TSS assuming Spring tide, FT peak discharge
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Figure 10-24 10 ARI TSS assuming Spring tide, ET peak discharge
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Figure 10-25 10 ARI TSS assuming Neap tide, HT peak discharge
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Figure 10-26 10 ARI TSS assuming Neap tide, LT peak discharge
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Figure 10-27 10 ARI TSS assuming Neap tide, FT peak discharge
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Figure 10-28 10 ARI TSS assuming Neap tide, ET peak discharge
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Figure 10-29 2 ARI TSS assuming Spring tide, HT peak discharge
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Figure 10-30 2 ARI TSS assuming Spring tide, LT peak discharge
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Figure 10-31 2 ARI TSS assuming Spring tide, FT peak discharge



0.0200 m

0.0190 m

0.0180 m

0.0170m

0.0160 m

0.0150 m

00140 m

00130 m

00120 m

00110m

0.0100m

0.0090 m

0.0080 m

0.0070 m

0.0060 m

0.0050 m

0.0040m

0.0030 m

0.0020 m

0.0010 m

0.0000m

1
I
Om

Figure 10-32 2 ARI TSS assuming Spring tide, ET peak discharge
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Figure 10-33 2 ARI TSS assuming Neap tide, HT peak discharge
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Figure 10-34 2 ARI TSS assuming Neap tide, LT peak discharge
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Figure 10-35 2 ARI TSS assuming Neap tide, FT peak discharge
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Figure 10-36 2 ARI TSS assuming Neap tide, ET peak discharge



Appendix F:  Metal-Accumulation Model




The metal-accumulation model is based on the methodology developed by Green (2015). Sediment
with attached metal is deposited and mixed with pre-existing bed sediment to a characteristic depth
to form a surface mixed layer (SML). If the deposited sediment holds sediment at a greater
concentration than the concentration of metal in the pre-existing bed sediment, then the metal
concentration in the SML will increase over time until a m long-term equilibrium concentration is
reached (Figure 10-37)

M_anthropogenic M_natural

¥ ¥

Deposited sediment

pre-existing bed sediment

g 1 s
I

Beginning of year 1 End of year 1 after mixing Year when equilibrium concentration is reached

Figure 10-37 Conceptualisation of metal accumulation showing mixing of annual anthropogenic metal loads
(M_anthropogenic) and natural (M_natural) metal loads

Figure 10-37 shows that the SML thickness remains constant and that the concentration in the SML
will eventually approach the equilibrium concentration over time. The mass of metals that
eventually ends up in the SML layer with depth, A, is a mixture of the metals mass deposited in the
layer with depth (eta) and the metals mass in the rest of the of the SML layer (A — eta). This metals
mass is associated with the mass of sediment that would be present in the SML.

In this study the annual metals loads were assumed constant (although they do not have to be) but
allows for the bed metals concentration to increase with time. Subsequent years can be
conceptualised in a similar way, noting that that the pre-existing bed sediment in year n+1 would be
C_SMLn.

For a detailed explanation of the theory for this approach as well as enhancements made refer to
Green (2016)'°. As an overview, the section below presents a summary of the pertinent equations as
well as some of enhancements that were made.

The mean annual sediment load from a discharge point (Ls) is a user input. The determination of this
value is described in a separate report prepared by NIWA in Appendix B. The amount of sediment
deposited over the area of interest can then be defined as:

Lp = nppea Ap (1)

where L, (kg TSS/y) is the total mass of sediment deposited over the area of interest, A, (m?), 77 is
the average deposition rate (mm/y) and p,,,4 is the density (kg/m?) at which sediment deposits on
the bed.

The concentration (mg metal/kg TSS) of the layer deposited each year is given by:

(Myaturai*Mantn ic)
Clayer — atura ntaropogenic (2)

Lp
where Myqiyrar @d Mypthropogenic @re the masses of natural and anthropogenic metal,
respectively, deposited each year.

The mass of metal (in mg) in the SML, after mixing, is therefore defined as:




M _ Csmr(n-1) Lp(A—eta) ppedaAp + Ciayer (eta)ppeq Ap 3
SMLn — 100 100 3)

where Csy1., 1 the pre-existing bed concentration (mg/kg) in year (n-1), 4 is the thickness (in cm) of
the SML and eta is the thickness of Cq,¢, that mixes with Copp(n—1). MsuiniS then divided by the
mass of sediment (kg) in the SML.

An enhancement for the dissolution of zinc has also been included in the model.
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