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1.
15 December 2004

Councillor M E Lee, Chair

Councillor C Rose, Deputy Chair

Mrs Jo Brosnahan, Chief Executive 

Auckland Regional Council

Private Bag

Auckland

Dear Councillor Lee, Councillor Rose and Mrs Brosnahan

 

RE: ALPURT B2 - CONSENTS NEEDED BEFORE CONSTRUCTION CAN COMMENCE

 

I am writing to bring to your attention a matter of grave public importance whereby a major public body proposes to undertake works without having sought all of the resource consents necessary to authorise such works. Specifically, I wish to advise that Transit NZ does not have all the resource consents needed to begin construction of the ALPURT B2 motorway. In particular, they lack consents:

(a)   to carry out works in the beds of twenty-two rivers; and 

(b)   required to install online stormwater devices in the beds of two rivers, namely the Otanerua stream and the Nukumea stream. 

Let me explain.

In June 2000 I acted as Counsel for Dr Pond and myself in joint appeals against resource consents for the motorway. Transit gave evidence that the applications before the Court encompassed all the resource consents considered necessary to construct the motorway. 

During the Court case I cross-examined both ARC and Transit witnesses on the consents needed for work in the beds of ephemeral streams and for works to carry out the construction and installation of online stormwater devices in the Otanerua and Nukumea Valleys. In particular this cross-examination established that:

                 i.     Ephemeral streams are rivers under the RMA (and consents are therefore required for this work);

                ii.     Transit had no consents for work in the beds of 22 ephemeral streams;

               iii.     There was insufficient room in the Otanerua and Nukumea Valleys to install all stormwater devices offline;

               iv.     Some stormwater devices would need to be installed online; and

                v.     Transit had no consents for works in the beds of streams whilst constructing the online stormwater devices in the Otanerua and Nukumea Valleys.

For example, cross-examination of Transit’s witness Graham Levy confirmed that “the flow of an ephemeral stream is intermittent and it would be reasonable to describe it as an intermittently flowing stream” and therefore a River in terms of Section 2 of the RMA. 

For example, under cross-examination the ARC’s stormwater expert, Mr Earl Shaver, informed the Court that, in his view, the stormwater consents Transit possessed did not cover all stream works as Transit were alleging, and further consents would be required. 

You may well ask “why then did the Court not order those consents to be sought?” The Court determined that it would “not be influenced by the fact that other resource consent applications may be made in the future in respect of other aspects of the project.” 

In other words it allowed for the possibility that at some point in the future Transit would seek the balance of consents required. However, to my knowledge, and I have been extensively involved in all publicly notified resource consent applications made by Transit for ALPURT B2, Transit has made no such applications to cover these works.

It is the responsibility of all citizens to ensure the law is followed. Public bodies have a greater-than-ordinary obligation to ensure that not only is the law followed but that it is seen to be followed.
It concerns me greatly that recent newspaper reports indicate Transit is proposing to raise funds and commence construction of ALPURT B2 without seeking all necessary consents (NZ Herald, 13 Dec 04, Puhoi motorway start a token). 

In this regard, the ARC has a particular responsibility to ensure all consents necessary for motorway works are obtained before the commencement of construction. Their responsibility derives from the RMA (generally) and also from obligations derived under section 8 of the Hauraki Gulf Marine Park Act 2000 whereby both natural and physical resources of catchments of the gulf (which rivers are part of) must be protected and where appropriate enhanced. 

I urge you to immediately advise Transit NZ that they must not commence construction unless and until they obtain all of the appropriate resource consents, including consents to work in the beds of ephemeral streams and consents to work in the beds of rivers whilst installing online stormwater devices.

In the recent landmark High Court case over the St James Theatre site, Justice Patrick Keane ruled that public scrutiny of major new building projects should be the norm under the 1991 Resource Management Act. Accordingly I further urge you to ensure that when such consents are applied for and due process is observed, the process be carried out under public notification and scrutiny of said applications.

Yours faithfully

Dene André

2.
20 December 2004

THE CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER

AUCKLAND REGIONAL COUNCIL

PRIVATE BAG 92 012, AUCKLAND

ATTENTION : RESOURCE CONSENTS MANAGER – ALPURT B2
 
Dear Paul Metcalf,

 

Transit began construction of the ALPURT B2 road on 13 December 2004 without all the resource consents needed. As we understand, some consent applications are still being processed, and some consents that will be needed have not been applied for.  

 

The Society has informed the Council of our concerns that: 

(i.) around 20 tributary streams along the ALPURT B2 route have not been mapped by Transit, 

(ii.) tributary streams are not correctly described as surface water run-off; 

(iii.) storm water permits and water diversion permits do not authorise work in the bed of a tributary stream.

 

The Court's determination 1997 states, 1.3 'That prior to any stage being commenced Transit New Zealand shall obtain all requisite resource consents required under the resource Management Act 1991 and Operative Rodney Transitional District Plan...'

 

Auckland Regional Council as a consenting authority has a responsibility to ensure that both itself and Transit act within the law. Please advise what review of the project was undertaken by the Council before works began on 13 December 2004. 

 

As consenting authority, the Council must have known that Transit was beginning construction without all the consents needed. Please state the Council's position.

 

Yours faithfully,

 

Wendy Pond, Secretary

Manu  Waiata Restoration & Protection Society

 

Secretary's address: Wyuna Bay

Rural Delivery Coromandel 2851

3.
10 December 2004

CHIEF EXECUTIVE

TRANSIT NEW ZEALAND

P O BOX  5084

WELLINGTON

 

Mr Rick van Barneveld, 

ALPURT B2 – Unconsented works in Tributary streams

Transit New Zealand has announced today that it is authorised to begin construction of the ALPURT B2 road.

 

The letter attached concerns a decision by Transit New Zealand and Auckland Regional Council to treat tributary streams along the ALPURT B2 route as surface water run-off, and to consent their infilling under stormwater permits. 

Environment Court hearings have established that stormwater permits do not cover works in the bed of a stream. Streambed works require a separate permit under Section 13 of the Resource Management Act 1991.

Accordingly, Transit does not possess the appropriate consents for works in the beds of around 20 tributary streams whose beds and margins will be infilled by the earthworked design of the motorway.

Transit’s failure to describe all the environmental effects was the subject of our submissions to the Environment Court in 2000. 

 The Court ruled, ‘Parliament has not conferred on the Court any jurisdiction over the contents of environmental impact assessments. … Accordingly, we reject from consideration in these appeals claims that environmental impact assessments were deficient.’ (Decision A100/2000, paras 41-43)

 

Decision A100/2000 states at para 38, ‘In making our decision on the resource consent applications the subject of these appeals we will not be influenced by the fact that other resource consent applications may be made in future in respect of other aspects of the project.’ 

Therefore, Transit and the Council bear the responsibility to ensure that the road is fully consented before construction begins.
Attached, is the Society's letter to Auckland Regional Council advising that Transit does not have the appropriate consents for the infilling of around 20 tributary streams crossed by the ALPURT road. Please advise the Society what action you have taken. 

 

Yours faithfully,

Wendy Pond, Secretary

Manu Waiata Restoration & Protection Society 

 

4.
10 December 2004

The Chief Executive Officer

Auckland Regional Council

Private Bag 92012

Auckland

ALPURT B2 – Unconsented works in Tributary streams
1.

This letter concerns a decision by Transit New Zealand and the Council to treat tributary streams along the ALPURT B2 route as surface water run-off, and to consent their infilling under stormwater permits. 

Environment Court hearings have established that stormwater permits do not cover works in the bed of a stream. Stream bed works require a separate permit under Section 13 of the Resource Management Act 1991.

Accordingly, Transit does not possess the appropriate consents for works in the beds of around 20 tributary streams whose beds and margins will be infilled by the earthworked design of the motorway.

Auckland Regional Council, as consenting authority, has the responsibility to review the consents, and to provide public advice that the existing consents do not fully authorise construction of a road.

Background to our request for information
2.

When Transit NZ required a designation in 1994, the tributary streams had not been mapped, nor surveyed for native fish habitat and migration requirements. This was made known to the authorities from 1999 on, by public submissions and public evidence given at the resource consents hearings for Waiwera South, Waiwera North, and North Orewa Catchment.

At the resource consent hearings in 1999 Transit depended on stormwater consents to divert and pipe the flows of tributary streams. However in June 2000, Auckland Regional Council staff, under cross-examination, confirmed to the Court that stormwater consents do not authorise works in the bed of a stream.

In 2003 (at the hearing of Transit’s appeal RMA 416/01 against the conditions attached to the North Orewa Catchment consents) Transit filed a statement to the Court explaining that its purpose in seeking a change to the wording of permit No 23505 was ‘to authorise works within topographical features which may potentially (particularly during winter months) fall within the statutory definition of “river” under the Resource Management Act 1991, even though those features may not have been specifically identified as “rivers” in the application.’ (Appeal 416/01 [ALPURT B2 – North Orewa Catchment resource consents] lodged by Transit NZ, 18 May 2001, para 32.)

By Decision A034/2003 at para 15, and Decision A051/2003 at paras 13—16, the Court ruled that the wording of the consent should not be changed to authorise works in stream beds not described in Transit’s application. The Court recognised ‘the valid legal point that what was now being proposed by Transit might go beyond that which it had originally applied for.’ (A 051/2003 para 14)

This ruling has left Transit without consents for works in the beds of around 20 tributary streams whose beds and margins will be infilled by the earthworked design of the motorway.

3.

ALPURT B2 relies on stormwater permits for work in the beds of tributary streams. However, a local body cannot use stormwater permits to authorise the infilling of tributary stream beds, and the consented design for the ALPURT B2 road does not have all the necessary consents: 

· The tributary streams need to be mapped and surveyed for fish passage requirements; 

· The wetlands need to be surveyed for native fish foraging and spawning requirements;

· means to avoid harm to the natural hydrology need to be investigated and catchment management plans prepared; 

· remedy and mitigation need to be agreed to; 

· overall impacts on the Hauraki Gulf Marine Park need to be assessed; 

· Consents for works in the beds of tributary streams need to be obtained.

What the Council’s responsibilities are
4.

In 1999 the engineering firm Becca identified 8 catchments in the Waiwera South basin which would be intersected by the ALPURT B2 alignment (Job No. 2106531/52). In each catchment are stream beds which are habitat of banded kokopu; wetlands which are habitat of long-finned eel, a species in decline; and hillsides of bracken which is habitat of native skinks. None of these natural resources has been described in Transit’s applications, and the losses have not been avoided, remedied, mitigated. The overall losses of life supporting capacity to the Hauraki Gulf Marine Park are unknown and may be unacceptable within the terms of the Park’s Act. 

The Society again brings this matter to your attention, and reminds you of the Environment Court ruling that the ‘lack of all the consents needed’ is outside its jurisdiction. 

Decision A100/2000 states at para 38, ‘In making our decision on the resource consent applications the subject of these appeals we will not be influenced by the fact that other resource consent applications may be made in future in respect of other aspects of the project.’ 

Therefore, Transit and the Council bear the responsibility to ensure that the road is fully consented before construction begins.

12 Tributary streams in the Waiwera South basin
5.

This letter addresses the status of 12 streams which are tributary to the Straka Wildlife Refuge in the Waiwera South basin.

Evidence filed with the Environment Court by Dene Andre in 2000, identified 12 tributary streams in the South Waiwera basin, within the eight catchments, which would be subject to motorway works. Transit’s application lodged in May 1999 applied for consents to culvert five of the streams. No consents were sought for works in the remaining seven stream beds.

Transit’s failure to describe all the environmental effects was the subject of submissions to the Environment Court in 2000 and again in 2003. 

By decision A100/2000, para 41 – 43 the Environment Court ruled that the inadequacy of Transit’s EIA was not within the Court’s jurisdiction. The Court stated, ‘Parliament has not conferred on the Court any jurisdiction over the contents of environmental impact assessments. … Accordingly, we reject from consideration in these appeals claims that environmental impact assessments were deficient.’ 

By decision A009/ 2003 at para 31.64 the Environment Court ruled, ‘Transit NZ are aware that if, when all designation and consent matters are concluded, and if all have been granted, there are aspects not applied for and/or consented to, there may be difficulties for it in concluding and implementing its highway project.’

Thus, the Court acknowledged our submissions on tributary streams and ruled that the consents it had granted did not necessarily authorise construction of the road. 

6.

In September 2000, surveys of two Waiwera South tributaries were published in the journal Ichthyofile, Vol 6, Issue 3, December 2000. The streams surveyed were the Straka Refuge headwater stream (stream 12, Sandstone Cascade, at chainage 3887) and a Ricker Basin tributary (stream 7, at chainage 3310).

The surveys reported banded kokopu (adults and whitebait), inanga (whitebait), long-finned eel (adult and elvers), koura, snails, damselfly larva and dragonfly larva in stream 12, and banded kokopu adults, koura, and damselfly larvae in stream 7. All native fish found in the gumland streams have conservation status. Long-finned eel are a species “in decline”. 

The presence of adult banded kokopu above the road corridor in stream 12 confirmed that fish passage is an issue which has to be addressed where the ALPURT road crosses tributary streams.

The largest banded kokopu recorded was in the highest reach. This is consistent with scientific papers which have reported that – 

· ephemeral streams abound in banded kokopu, 

· banded kokopu spawn in the upper reaches of the catchments, and 

· small, narrow, tributary streams are the preferred habitat of banded kokopu.

In later, non-notified applications, Transit has advised the consenting authority that there are no fish passage issues in the Waiwera South basin. This will be the situation following construction of the ALPURT B2 road, but it is not the existing situation of the natural resource. There are fish habitat and fish passage losses which, under the RMA, Transit must describe, avoid, remedy, and mitigate and which, under sections 8 (a) and (b) of the Hauraki Gulf Marine Park Act 2000, Transit must protect (and where appropriate enhance). The tributary streams have not been described in Transit’s applications, the life supporting capacity of the environment (for fish) and the natural and physical resources have not been protected, the losses have not been avoided, and all the effects have not been put before the hearing bodies.

The 12 streams have been photographed by the Society. They are ephemeral and perennial tributary streams which supply the Straka Wildlife Refuge with spring-fed water. Most of the streams have small wetlands within the bed of the stream. In the December 2000 issue of the Native Freshwater Fish Journal Ichthyofile the location of each stream is mapped on page 14; the streams are described on pages 15 – 16, with the location of each stream given using Transit’s chainage distances; and the results of native fish surveys in streams 7 and 12 are recorded on pages 9 – 10.

Transit applied for resource consents to install culverts in five streambeds (streams 6, 9, 10, 11, 12 in Table 1). Removal of culverts from the design is a different effect requiring different consents. 

Table 1, attached, correlates the chainage distances used in Dene Andre’s evidence with the chainage distances used in the journal Ichthyofile, and gives the descriptions supplied by Transit for the streams originally intended to be culverted.

7.

Department of Conservation has advised that recent plans by Transit will infill all tributary streams in the Waiwera South basin, without culverts. Is this correct?

Please provide the following information:

8.

All 12 streams are spring-fed from underground water tables and flow for more than three months of the year. Under the RMA they are “rivers” requiring consents for work in the bed of a stream.

[1.] Using the stream numbering in Table 1 and Transit’s chainage distances, 

please state – 

(i.) What works will be carried out in each of the 12 tributary stream beds.

(ii.) What kind of consent permits the works in each stream bed.

(iii.) When was each permit granted.

(iv.) What document describes the natural resources of each stream and the effects of the road works on fish habitat, wetlands, scenic features, and public access along the stream banks.

(v.) What mitigation has been required for the losses. 

(vi.) What remedy has been provided for the effects on the Straka Wildlife Refuge of the loss of its tributary streams, and where is this described. 

[2.] Given the record in Ichthyofile of native fish using the Waiwera South streams, and the national body of scientific literature which recognizes the use of ephemeral streams by banded kokopu and long-finned eels, and the presence of inanga in the Straka Refuge headwater stream, why has the Council accepted Transit’s statement that there are no fish passage issues in the Waiwera South basin ?

Yours faithfully,

Wendy Pond, Secretary

Manu Waiata Restoration & Protection Society

Secretary’s address:

Wyuna Bay Rural Delivery 1

Coromandel 2851

Attached: 

Table 1. Transit’s chainage distances for streams in the Waiwera South basin.

TABLE 1. Transit’s chainage distances for streams in the Waiwera South basin.

Stream No.
Chainage in Dene
Chainage in
Description



Andre evidence
Ichthyofile
1

2840


2840

=

2

2900


2900

3

2930


2930

4

2960


2960

Straka 5 [culvert deleted 1999]

5

2985


2985

=

6b




3100

=

6

3145


3180

Straka 4 / Waiwera 1 at 3180

=

7

3310


3310

(three Ricker basin streams 7,8,9)

8

3350


3360

9

3350-3410

3360

Straka 3 / Waiwera 2 at 3360

=

10

3480


3480

Waiwera 3 [culvert deleted 2000]

=

11

3625


3660

Straka 2 / Waiwera 4 at 3660

=

12

3887


3887

Straka 1 / Waiwera 5 at 3920






(Refuge headwater stream /Sandstone cascade)

In the journal Ichthyofile Vol 6, Issue 3, December 2000 the location of each stream is mapped on page 14; the streams are described on pages 15 – 16, with the location of each stream given using Transit’s chainage distances; and the results of native fish surveys in streams 7 and 12 are recorded on pages 9 – 10. 

= indicates catchment boundaries, after Becca 1999 (Job No. 2106531/52).

5. 
20 December 2004

CHIEF EXECUTIVE

TRANSIT NEW ZEALAND

P O BOX 5084, WELLINGTON

 

Dear Rick van Barneveld,

 

CONSTRUCTION OF ALPURT B2 BEGINS WITHOUT ALL THE CONSENTS NEEDED

The Court's determination 1997 granting a designation for the ALPURT B2 road states, 1.3 'That prior to any stage being commenced Transit New Zealand shall obtain all requisite resource consents required under the Resource Management Act 1999 and operative Rodney District Plan...'

 

During Environment Court hearings from 2000 on, the Court recognised that the resource consents sought by Transit are incomplete and do not authorise construction of a road.
    In 2000 the Secretary advised the Court that Transit's environmental impact assessments have not put all the effects before the Court. The Court ruled, 'In making our decision on the resource consent applications the subject of these appeals we will not be influenced by the fact that other resource consent applications may be made in future in respect of other aspects of the project.' (Decision A100/2000, para 38.)

    In 2002, when the Secretary informed the Court that Transit did not have consents for works outside the designation in the Northern Valley stream, the Court ruled, 'TNZ are aware that if, when all designation and consent matters are concluded, and if all have been granted, there are aspects not applied for and/or not consented to, there may be difficulties for it in concluding and implementing its highway project.' (Decision A009/2003, para 31, issue 64.)

 

The Society has informed Transit of our concerns that: 

(i.) around 20 tributary streams along the ALPURT B2 route have not been mapped by Transit; 

(ii.) tributary streams are not correctly described as surface water run-off;

(iii.) storm water permits and permits to divert water flows do not authorise work in the bed of a tributary stream.

 
Transit authorised construction of the ALPURT B2 road to commence on 13 December 2004. As we understand, at that date some resource consent applications had not been processed by Auckland Regional Council, and some consents that will be needed had not been applied for. Construction began without all the consents needed. 

 

Commencement of construction is outside the law. Please state Transit's position.

 

Yours faithfully,

Wendy Pond, Secretary

Manu  Waiata Restoration & Protection Society

Wyuna Bay Rural Delivery Coromandel 2851

6.

20 December 2004

CHIEF EXECUTIVE

TRANSIT NEW ZEALAND

P O BOX 5084

WELLINGTON

 

Dear Rick van Barneveld,

ALPURT B2 – COURT’S DETERMINATION

 

The Court's determination 1997 granting a designation for the ALPURT B2 road states, 1.3  'That prior to any stage being commenced Transit New Zealand shall obtain all requisite resource consents required under the Resource Management Act 1999 and operative Rodney District Plan...'

 

Transit authorised construction of the ALPURT B2 road to commence on 13 December 2004. Please clarify :

 
(i.) Who reviewed the ALPURT B2 project to establish whether the road has all the consents needed ? Is the reviewer's report available to the public ? 

 

(ii) Who reviewed the ALPURT B2 project to establish whether the design meets the new criteria of the Land Transport Management Act ? Is the reviewer's report available to the public ?

 

Yours faithfully,

 

Wendy Pond, Secretary

Manu  Waiata Restoration & Protection Society

 

Secretary's address: Wyuna Bay

Rural Delivery Coromandel 2851

 

7.
10 December 2004 

CHIEF EXECUTIVE

TRANSIT NEW ZEALAND

P O BOX 5084

WELLINGTON

 

Dear Rick van Barneveld,

 

REQUEST FOR INFORMATION -- CROSS SECTIONS

 

My letter of 17 September 2004 requested that Transit supply cross - sections of the road cuts through Sunnyheights ridge, Hillcrest ridge, and Chin hill. The cross-sections were not supplied and I submit the request again.

 

Deep cuts through these ridges will intersect underground water tables (perched aquifers) which supply water to tributary streams which are habitat of native fish, and to established stands of native forest which are wildlife corridor. 

 

At the hearing of resource consents for Waiwera North, Transit produced a cross-section of the cut through Johnstons hill. This cross-section showed that two water tables would be intersected. A member of Auckland Botanical Society gave evidence that draining the underground watertables can be expected to impact detrimentally on the Johnstons hill wildlife corridor. This argument will apply to the cuts through Sunnyheights ridge, Hillcrest ridge, and Chin hill, where springs and tributary streams as well as wildlife corridors will be affected.

 

The cross-sections were not supplied at resource consent hearings. The effects of these deep cuts were not put before the hearing bodies, and Transit has not avoided, remedied, mitigated the effects. 

 

Transit does not have all the consents needed to begin construction of the ALPURT B2 project.

 

Yours faithfully,

 

Wendy Pond, Secretary

Manu Waiata Restoration & Protection Society

 

Secretary's address:

Wyuna Bay Rural Delivery 1

Coromandel 2851

8.
10 DECEMBER 2004

THE CONSERVATOR-GENERAL

DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION

P O BOX

WELLINGTON

 

Dear Hugh Logan, 

 

REQUEST FOR INFORMATION

 

Please advise what is intended with regard to signing off the culverts for the ALPURT B2 motorway. 

 

Our requests for a culvert schedule have not been met by Transit NZ. We requested to following details: 

1. Location

2. length of pipe

3. width of embankment

4. diametre of pipe

5. gradient of culvert 

6. area of catchment

7. native fish species present in the catchment

 

This information needs to be available to all parties who are concerned that the ALPURT B2 design can sustain native fish passage and eco-system relationships in the catchments of the Hauraki Gulf Marine Park. No discussion on how fish passage requirements are to be met, has taken place with the groups who made extensive submissions on the problem. With the new standard set by the Land Transport Management Act, and new designers brought in, our evidence needs to be reviewed.  

 

Currently a fresh water fisheries scientist, Dr Jaque Boubee of NIWA, has been contracted to design the culverts for ALPURT B2. However, fish passage is a problem of hydraulic engineering.

 

It should not be possible for construction of the road to begin without a review of whether fish passage requirements can be met by the long, steep culverts proposed for the ALPURT B2 road. The consent conditions attached to Decision A100/2000 required only that the culverts would provide passage for the whitebait juveniles of galaxiid species. This was as much as Transit and NIWA could achieve with Transit's culvert design.

 

However, the Land Transport Management Act requires Transit to ensure environmental sustainability and to avoid adverse effects on the environment. This is a sterner test, and culvert designs can not be signed-off with a waiver of fish passage requirements. Provision needs to be made for other species present in the gumland streams to reach the forested watersheds. In particular, provision must be made for adult giant kokopu which have moved downstream to spawn, or have been swept downstream by floods, to return upstream to the forested watersheds above the motorway crossings. Giant kokopu are forest-dwelling species requiring deep pools. They are rare in the district and have conservation status. The weak-swimming inanga and bully species are also recorded above the motorway crossings in surveys by Auckland Regional Council, Department of Conservation, and Native Freshwater Fish Society. Banded kokopu forage and spawn in the highest reaches of the tributary catchments. 

 

Culverts clearly do not serve the purposes of the Hauraki Gulf Marine Park Act, which seeks to preserve in perpetuity the life supporting capacity of the Gulf's catchments.

 

Decision A100/ 2000 requires the Director-General of Conservation to sign-off the ALPURT B2 culverts. Please advise what course of action will be followed with regard to authorising the use of culverts in the ALPURT B2 motorway. We continue to advocate bridging.

 

Yours faithfully,

Wendy Pond, Secretary

Manu Waiata Restoration & Protection Society

Secretary's address:

Wyuna Bay Rural Delivery 1, Coromandel

Ph 07 866 8581

9. Transit Applications—Within Alpurt B2 Designation. Record at 21 December 2004

	Application No
	File No
	Application Type
	Consent Type
	Activity
	Location
	Status
	Comment

	30065
	15756
	Change of Condition
	Land Use
	Stream Work
	Waiwera Estuary
	Processing
	Alteration of the alignment of the Waiwera Viaduct to accommodate the revised height & location of the viaduct

	30067
	15756
	Change of Condition
	Coastal
	Coastal Structure
	Waiwera Estuary
	Processing
	Alteration of the alignment of the Waiwera Viaduct to accommodate the revised height & location of the viaduct

	30068
	15756
	Change of Condition
	Coastal
	Coastal Structure
	Waiwera Estuary
	Processing
	Alteration of the alignment of the Waiwera Viaduct to accommodate the revised height & location of the viaduct

	30071
	14140
	New Consent
	Land Use
	Stream Work
	Nukumea Stream
	Granted

9 dec 2004
	To enable the construction of an eco-viaduct across the Nukumea Stream.

	30227
	18006
	New Consent
	Water permit
	Groundwater Diversion
	Orewa Interchange to Johnsons Hill
	On s92 request
	Divert groundwater flow at Orewa Interchange

	30226
	18006
	New Consent
	Water permit
	Groundwater Diversion
	Orewa Interchange to Johnsons Hill
	On s92 request
	Divert groundwater flow at Gray Block

	30225
	18006
	New Consent
	Water permit
	Groundwater Diversion
	Orewa Interchange to Johnsons Hill
	On s92 request
	Divert groundwater flow at Hillcrest Road

	30224
	18006
	New Consent
	Water permit
	Groundwater Diversion
	Orewa Interchange to Johnsons Hill
	On s92 request
	Divert groundwater flow at Chin Hill

	30223
	18006
	New Consent
	Water permit
	Groundwater Diversion
	Orewa Interchange to Johnsons Hill
	On s92 request
	Divert groundwater flow at Johnsons Hill


