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INTRODUCTION AND EXPERIENCE
1.1

My name is Maylene Louisa Barrett. I am a Senior Parks Planner employed by
Auckland Council (Council) in the Parks Planning team and am providing
expert evidence on behalf of Parks, Sport and Recreation on the proposed
Northern Corridor Improvement (Proposal).

1.2

I hold a Masters of Planning Practice from Auckland University (2003), a
Bachelor of Science from Auckland University (2001) majoring in Biological
Sciences, and a Bachelor of Business from Massey University with a major in
Environmental Economics (2001). I am a Prince 2 Practitioner.

1.3

I have had 14 years of experience in environmental planning, parks planning
and project management.

1.4

I have been employed by the Auckland Council (Council) since July 2014. As
part of my role I have provided specialist advice and carried out formal political
reporting for landowner approvals for significant infrastructure affecting open
space, and provided input into the design and appropriateness of new parks
and open spaces associated with Special Housing Areas (SHAs). I have also
previously worked for Waitakere City Council where I provided Parks Planning
Specialist input to hearings on open space related matters. I have also project
managed the sites and planning workstream for a large public private facility
for Leeds City Council in the UK.

1.5

I have been involved with the project since early 2015. I am familiar with the
area that the project covers and have visited the site on a number of
occasions. I was part of the project team who met weekly to progress the
Harbour Hockey Community Trust (HCCT) proposal on Pond 2 and have been
involved in negotiations with New Zealand Transport Authority (NZTA) around
the smaller parks that are affected by the project.

1.6

My evidence is given in support of the Council's submission on the
applications by the NZTA relating to the Proposal, specifically the Notice of
Requirements (NoRs) to designate land and the resource consent applications
to construct, operate and maintain the Proposal.
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2.

CODE OF CONDUCT

2.1

My qualifications as an expert are set out above. I confirm that I have read the
Expert Witness Code of Conduct set out in the Environment Court's Practice
Note 2014. I have complied with the Code of Conduct in preparing this
evidence. Except where I state that I am relying on the evidence of another
person, this evidence is within my area of expertise. I have not omitted to
consider material facts known to me that might alter or detract from the
opinions expressed in this evidence.

3.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

3.1

The key conclusions of my evidence are:

(a)

The proposal will impact 12.34ha of public reserve land including land
currently leased from Council by a planned International sporting
facility and a 9ha significant landholding earmarked for future sports
fields. The proposal also proposes to occupy open space for
construction purposes and also permanent occupation for the
creation of stormwater assets for the project.

Harbour Hockey Community Trust
(b)

The planned 2017 upgrade of the existing Harbour Hockey
Community Trust (HHCT) facility on Council leased land to an
International facility is directly impacted by the Proposal where two
turves are impacted. I consider that the relocation of the HHCT facility
should be provided for by NZTA to provide a new International facility,
with 4-5 pitches, a pavillion, carparking, village green, floodlighting,
permanent spectator seating, grandstand and ancilliary facilities.

Constellation Reserve land
(c)

The 9ha landbank on the corner of State Highway 1 (SH1) and the
State Highway 18 (SH18) known as Constellation Reserve is directly
affected by the Proposal's motorway flyovers. Any residual land
would be of no use to Council for recreation purposes. Therefore, this
land should be replaced at an alternative location; or the NZTA
should construct sports fields at an alternative location within the
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immediate area for public use and benefit as soon as practicable if
the replaced land is not able to be provided within the Albany area.

Alexandra Reserve Underpass
(d)

The existing Alexandra Reserve underpass (Underpass) will provide
an important connection to the proposed shared path (SUP)
alongside the Upper Harbour Motorway (especially if the SUP is
located on the north side of SH18), and is also part of a 2km off road
greenways link from Unsworth Reserve to Rosedale Park. This
Underpass is substandard when measured against the NZTA urban
design guidelines and should be replaced as part of the Proposal.

Location of the shared path alongside State Highway 18 (SH18)
(e)

The SUP alongside the SH18 should be located to the south of the
motorway to provide better connectivity to the Unsworth Heights
residents. This would provide the opportunity to provide additional
connections at Spoonbill Place, Bluebird Reserve, and Unsworth
Drive. If the SUP remains on the north side of SH18 then the
Alexandra Reserve Underpass (discussed above) must be replaced.

William Pickering to Unsworth Drive shared path connection
(f)

The greenway link connection between Omega Reserve and Paul
Matthews Road suffers from poor surveillance and is located within a
riparian reserve that connects to the Underpass. A safer way to cross
SH18 would be a connection between William Pickering Drive and
Bluebird Reserve or similar. This could be an alternative underpass or
overbridge location to the Underpass.

Shared path connections
(g)

The following approaches to the SUP should be upgraded as part of
the Proposal:
(i)

Albany Highway between Sunset Road and the SH18 SUP
entrance;

(ii)

upgrades to the Caribbean Road interchange to include safe
shared pedestrian footpaths/cycleways/refuges to access the
SUP on Paul Matthews Road;
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(iii)

upgrades to the Greville Road interchange to the future open
space at the former landfill;

(iv)

a future proofed stub connection at Centorian Reserve;

(v)

a future proofed stub connection where the MSE wall
changes from above grade to below grade (at grade) at the
landfill

Rook Reserve
(h)

A significant area of the currently passive Rook Reserve is proposed
to be used during construction for stormwater detention ponds, and
following completion the permanent loss of a significant portion of it to
a stormwater/wetland quality treatment pond. The construction effects
and temporary closure for some months of the underpass should be
mitigated by the upgrading of the balance of the reserve following
completion of the project with boardwalks, walkways, seating, viewing
platforms, naturalized retaining to create and maximize a flat area for
a ‘kick around’ space, and a basketball half-court. The existing fitness
equipment on Rook Reserve should be replaced by new fitness
equipment on the adjacent Barbados Reserve.

4.

DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSAL

4.1

The Proposal comprises works on SH1 extending from Oteha Valley Road in
the North to Constellation Drive in the south and on SH18 from the Albany
Highway Interchange in the west to the SH1 connection. Key elements of the
Proposal include capacity and safety improvements to SH18 and SH1 within
the Project Area, including the construction of a motorway to motorway
connection for northbound traffic at SH18 to SH1 interchange and additional
lanes and improved connections to the local roading network. These elements
of the Proposal will necessitate alterations to both the SH18 and SH1
designations to provide sufficient footprint for the proposed works.

4.2

Complementary to the above, the Proposal incorporates an extension to the
Northern Busway from its current terminus at Constellation Bus Station to the
Albany Bus Station. An SUP will also be provided along the eastern side of
SH1 and the northern side of SH18. These elements of the Proposal will
require new designations. An upgrade of the existing Constellation Bus Station
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is proposed which also requires an alteration to the existing bus station
designation.

5.

PARTS OF THE PROPOSAL ADDRESSED IN MY EVIDENCE

5.1

My evidence will address the following aspects of the Proposal, that are within
my area of expertise:

(a)

Physical effects upon parks, reserves, and green assets managed by
Parks;

(b)

Social effects on Auckland Council Parks and Open space users and
existing leaseholders;

(c)

Effects on park users including safety and CPTED considerations;

(d)

Connectivity of the Parks and Open space network including safety
considerations.

6.

METHODOLOGY OF ASSESSMENT

6.1

I have visited the site, reviewed the Assessment of Environmental Effects
(AEE) and the evidence prepared by NZTA. In particular, I have reviewed the
evidence of:

(a)

Ms Strogen, (Social Effects);

(b)

Mr Bray, Urban Design, (Landscape and Visual (and the updated
UDLF));

(c)

Mr Greenaway, (Recreation and Reserves);

(d)

Mr Schofield, (Alternatives); and

(e)

Mr Moore, (Project Design).
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6.2

I have visited all Parks and playgrounds in Unsworth Heights and have
undertaken a quality review and gap analysis of Unsworth Heights Parks and
Reserves to understand what the level of provision is, and where gaps may be
in the current provision. I have undertaken site visits of all affected Reserves
including Rook Reserve, Bluebird Reserve, Constellation Reserve, Rosedale
Park, Spencer Ridge, and Arrenway Reserve. I have visited and attended as a
user of the Hockey Facility. I have undertaken a site visit to the Alexandra
Creek underpass and the associated pedestrian network. I am familiar with
using the Constellation Bus Station and Albany Bus station as a user and
have accessed these both as a pedestrian, bus passenger and car user. I
carried out a review of Council’s Reserve Management Plans and Strategic
documents including the Upper Harbour Greenways Plan (UHGP) and
Strategic Action Plan.

7.

RELEVANT EFFECTS OF THE PROPOSAL

7.1

My assessment has identified the following key relevant effects arising from
the Proposal:

7.2

The project impacts on the following reserves, shown on maps at Appendix A:

(a)

Tawa Reserve (to the west of the Greville Road interchange);

(b)

Arrenway Reserve (between State Highway 1 (“SH1”) and Arrenway
Drive;

(c)

Centorian Reserve (adjacent to Holder Place);

(d)

Constellation Reserve;

(e)

Rosedale Park South;

(f)

Meadowood Reserve (south of State Highway 18);

(g)

Alexandra Stream Reserve and Omega Reserve;

(h)

Rook Reserve;
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(i)

Bluebird Reserve.

Harbour Hockey Community Trust (HHCT)
7.3

The loss and disruption to the HHCT facility has a significant potential adverse
effect of the Proposal. The existing HHCT facility currently located on
Constellation Reserve at Jack Hinton Drive, is directly impacted where the
interchange will encroach onto the existing pitch (Turf 3) and the adjacent
grassed pitch located in the southwestern corner of the facility. The proposed
motorway alignment will mean that if the HHCT facility remains on the current
site that they will only be able to accommodate two hockey fields or would
need to have a split facility which is unacceptable to them.

7.4

Mr Greenaway in his evidence has stated that the potential impact of the
Project on HHCT is significant1 as it will compromise existing operations to the
point that they will be unable to operate. As outlined in Mr Schofield’s
evidence,2 various alternatives to avoid the HHCT site were considered but
were not considered to be viable. I agree with Mr Greenaway that without
mitigation, the Proposal would generate a significant adverse effect for the
operator and all users of the facility.

7.5

Prior to finding out about the Proposal, the HHCT facility had plans to upgrade
their existing building to be able to host major and international sporting
events. An immediate priority for HHCT is the development of a Tier 1 venue
and Hockey New Zealand High Performance Centre. The current four turves
already provide for over 200 hours of community hockey each week. A fifth
turf previously planned for the site will meet the current recognised turf
shortfall at North Harbour of 61 hours per week, and estimated 2031 shortfall
of 231 hours per week.3

7.6

As the HHCT facility is so affected, a project team comprising NZTA, Auckland
Council, Watercare, Auckland Transport and HHCT representatives was set
up to relocate the HCCT facility to an alternative location.

1
2
3

Mr Greenwood's evidence in chief, paragraph 7.14.
Mr Schofield's evidence in chief, paragraphs 8.14 and 10.6.
Upper Harbour Local Board meeting agenda on 18th May 2017 at 9.30am Item 13 File No: CP2017/08335
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7.7

Extensive work between Auckland Council, NZTA, HHCT, Watercare and
Auckland Transport has been undertaken to investigate four options. These
included 1) expansion of the existing site requiring purchase of commercial
land and negotiation with Watercare and Transpower, 2) Relocation to
Watercare Pond 2 land, 3) retaining the existing site where 2 pitches would be
and the installation of 2 new artificial pitches at Rosedale Park North, and 4)
Relocation and the construction of a brand new four pitch facility with new
clubrooms and carparking at Rosedale Park West where the Rosedale Pony
Club and North Harbour BMX currently have existing leases.

7.8

The currently proposed option (Option 4) has then been fully explored with a
significant amount of time and investment on the part of the NZTA, HHCT,
Auckland Council and other stakeholders. Option 4 is extremely complex and
will impact on multiple Council existing leaseholders including North Harbour
Tennis, Wainoni Pony Club, Rosedale Pony Club, Rosedale BMX, and Riding
for the Disabled. The NZTA has been working closely with HHCT, Auckland
Council and other stakeholders to progress the relocation of the HHCT facility
to Rosedale Park West and has submitted an application for resource
consents in December 2016 for the new HHCT facility independent of the
project.

7.9

Option 4 will require an agreement between NZTA, Auckland Council,
Rosedale

Pony

Club

Incorporated,

Greenhithe

Pony

Club

Branch

Incorporated, Greenhithe Group Riding for the Disabled Incorporated,
Whenuapai Pony Club Incorporated and North Harbour BMX to develop a
combined Equestrian Facility at Wainoni Park and. the relocation of the HHCT
facility to the part of the site at Rosedale Park currently occupied by the
Rosedale Pony Club and North Harbour BMX.

7.10

Option 4 requires the development of a combined Equestrian facility at
Wainoni Park to accommodate the three separate pony clubs plus the existing
Greenhithe Riding for the Disabled Club onto one Park. NZTA had agreed to
fund part of the upgrades to the Combined Equestrian Facility at Wainoni
Reserve.

7.11

The Whenuapai Pony Club is currently occupying temporary premises at Clark
Road, Hobsonville due to a historical relocation due to the separate State

29310088_1.doc

10

Highway 18 NZTA project which displaced them. A formal agreement between
NZTA and the Whenuapai Pony Club established in August 2003 provided
that NZTA would contribute towards relocation costs to the Whenuapai Pony
Club to their permanent location when one was found. A permanent location
for the Whenuapai Pony Club is still outstanding fourteen years later.

7.12

For Option 4 to proceed, the existing lease from Auckland Council to the
Greenhithe Pony Club and Greenhithe Riding for the Disabled Club will need
to be varied to add additional land required to accommodate the Rosedale
Pony Club and the Whenuapai Pony Club. The process requires landowner
(Upper Harbour Local Board) approval and compliance with the Reserves Act
1977 processes. New leases will need to be granted to HHCT (moving from
Constellation Reserve to Rosedale Park West), North Harbour BMX (moving
from Rosedale Park West to Hooten Reserve), Greenhithe, Whenuapai and
Rosedale Pony clubs (to Wainoni Reserve).

7.13

The relocation of the HHCT facility to Rosedale Park West also requires the
relocation of the BMX club facility to Hooten Reserve on land currently leased
to the Albany Tennis Club by Auckland Council. This area of leased land is
considered by Auckland Council to be surplus to requirements of the Albany
Tennis Club.

7.14

At the time of writing, only the resource consents required for the construction
of the HHCT facility have been applied for independently to the Project, and a
hearing is scheduled in early June for this.

7.15

On 18 May 2017 the Upper Harbour Local Board (UHLB) resolved to:

(a)

Support the relocation of HHCT to Rosedale Park West

(b)

Approve the public notification of Auckland Council’s intention to
grant/amend community leases to:
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(iv)

A new entity or entities to be formed to occupy and use the
Combined Equestrian Facility at Wainoni Park, Greenhithe

(c)

The appointment of an Independent panel to hear the submissions,
consider leases against the statutory framework, and subsequently
consider and recommend a decision to the UHLB.

7.16

Now that the UHLB have decided to approve the notification of the intention to
grant leases, then there are still statutory processes that must be completed
before the UHLB can grant the leases.

7.17

The new proposals would mean that Rosedale Park and Wainoni Park would
not be in conformity with their Reserve Management Plans, and therefore any
new leases would require notification. Rosedale Park and Wainoni Park are
classified as recreation reserves under the Reserves Act 1977 and have
management plans that were adopted in 1996 and 1994 respectively. Hooten
Reserve is classified as a recreation reserve but does not have a reserve
management plan.

7.18

The leases at these sites must be publicly notified in accordance with Section
119 of the Reserves Act 1977 and Section 4 of the Conservation Act 1987.
Any person may make a submission on the proposed lease and, where
requested, the local board must give submitters an opportunity to be heard
(Section 120 Reserves Act 1977).

7.19

The decision must be made in accordance with the Reserves Act 1977. The
UHLB must give full consideration to every objection or submission received
before deciding to proceed with the proposal (Section 120(1)(d) Reserves Act
1977).

7.20

This decision also requires the consent of the Minister of Conservation, which
is delegated to Auckland Council officers (Section 54(1) Reserves Act 1977).

7.21

This process can be sequenced after a resource consent has been granted as
any club would not be able to give effect to its resource consent until all
approvals have been given by council as landowner.
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7.22

Therefore, negotiated agreements referred to by Ms Strogen at paragraph
13.5 and Mr Greenaway at paragraphs 5.5 and 5.7 in their evidence have not
been concluded and there is still some way to go before the relocation
proposal to Rosedale Park West is concluded.

7.23

The UHLB now supports the relocation of HHCT to Rosedale Park West, as
do the Council’s Parks, Sports and Recreation senior management. Rosedale
West was re-assessed as having the top score for strategic sports outcomes,
providing the opportunity to reconfigure the use of Rosedale Park as a result
of the loss of park land to the NZTA project. In terms of quality layout, it was
the only option able to provide HHCT’s minimum requirement of four turves
around a central hub.

7.24

The Rosedale Park West option also supports Watercare’s strategic needs,
allowing for the expansion of the Watercare Wastewater Treatment Plant
facility to expand into the current HHCT facility post relocation.

7.25

From Auckland Council’s Parks Sports and Recreation strategic planning
perspective, Rosedale West provides an opportunity to plan for future growth.
It is an efficient use of public land and works towards the shared vision of
‘more Aucklanders, more active, more often.’

7.26

In my opinion amendments to the Proposal and/or the NoR conditions are
required to achieve the following outcomes:

(a)

A mitigation package (reflected in conditions) will need to be agreed
to offset effects on the HHCT Facility and its relocation to a location to
the satisfaction of all affected Auckland Council leaseholders, and the
Auckland Council.

(b)

To mitigate the effects of the impacts on the HHCT Facility the NZTA
should construct a new facility to meet the specifications of the
Harbour Hockey Charitable Trust (comprising turves, stadium and
associated facilities) in a location to the satisfaction of the Harbour
Hockey Charitable Trust and Auckland Council.
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(c)

The Proposal should provide four to five new water-based artificial
hockey turves, a two storey pavilion building, car parking,
floodlighting, ancillary facilities and infrastructure that will support the
proposed HHCT Stadium.

(d)

The NZTA should also ensure that a relocation mitigation package is
also negotiated to the satisfaction of all other indirectly affected
leaseholders to the project. This includes the creation of a combined
Equestrian Facility at Wainoni Park, and the relocation of Rosedale
BMX to Hooten Reserve.

7.27

In my opinion, these amendments are necessary because, if the outcomes
sought to accommodate all affected leaseholders by the NCI project are not
accommodated the Proposal has the potential to have a significant social
impact on the wider community.

Constellation Reserve (future sports fields land)
7.28

The Constellation Reserve (known as Rosedale Park South in the Rosedale
Park Reserve Management Plan) land on the corner of SH1 and the Upper
Harbour Highway was vested in Takapuna City Council in 1983 as a
Recreation Reserve subject to the Reserves Act 1977. This land is important
for Council’s delivery of its sports field programme. The intensification
proposed under the Auckland Unitary Plan Operative in Part (AUP OP) makes
the provision of sports fields in the UHLB area even more difficult due to less
and less land available for the development of sports fields. Also recent
experience is that where sports fields have been planned, the intensification of
adjacent land uses under the AUP OP creates the requirements for additional
set backs away from these more intensified residential activities which impacts
on the delivery of the number of planned sports fields including the required
associated levels of infrastructure including lighting, carparking, and facilities.
This results in smaller facilities being delivered with greater population
intensity and a greater need.

7.29

Council has a mandate to meet the sports field requirements of the city's
population and provide access to sport fields within a 15 minute travel time
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both now and into the future. The Longdill and Associates report (2014)4 was
undertaken to determine the requirement for sports fields taking into account
Auckland’s projected growth under the AUP OP. A subsequent addendum to
the Longdill report called the Albany Field Review5 that was prepared as a
result of the Northern Corridor Project identifies a forecast shortfall in sports
field capacity in the Albany area which is located in and serves the wider area
which includes Unsworth Heights, Glenfield, Greenhithe, Albany and
Paremoremo. Within the wider network updated modelling, based on 2014
team numbers, indicates that the current capacity, excluding Constellation
Reserve, will meet demand until about 2023, with a shortfall of -40 hours per
week by 2035 extending to -68 hours by 2045.

7.30

The Longdill Albany Field Review reported that most of the fields in the wider
network area have already been upgraded to sand carpet or artificial turf with
floodlights. There are limited opportunities for further upgrades. The Longdill
Albany Field Review advises that the 2045 shortfall of -68 hours could
potentially be accommodated by upgrades of existing fields at Caribbean
Drive and Rosedale Park North plus development of 3 new fields at Rosedale
North. It is my opinion that this may be limited by the proposed development of
the new HHCT facility at Rosedale Park West. It is also my opinion that the
Watercare facility may also limit upgrades of Rosedale Park North due to its
expanding operations, and Watercare’s midge control operations may impact
on the ability to install floodlighting in such close proximity to the Wastewater
pond.

7.31

The Council has agreed to enter into a compensation agreement with NZTA
under the Public Works Act 1981 for the loss of approximately nine hectares of
Constellation Reserve, with compensation to be comparable land within a
geographic area including Rosedale, parts of

Albany, Paremoremo,

Coatesville and Whenuapai and/or financial compensation equivalent to the
value of any land lost.

7.32

The Local Board have indicated their preference for land taken for the project
from Constellation Reserve shall be compensated with land of equivalent
value within the immediate catchment area (Rosedale). I support this

4 Quantifying the Supply and Demand for Winter Sports Fields in the Auckland Region prepared for Auckland Council
by Longdill and Associates in September 2014
5 Albany Field Review - Addendum to the Longdill and Associates Report
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preference, given the importance of addressing the effects of the proposal on
the local community's access to open space/recreational facilities. A priority
will be placed on working to replace the land that will be lost in a nearby
location in Rosedale, however, land available is scarce. If no land were
available, then staff will investigate over a wider area including Albany,
Paremoremo, Coatesville and Whenuapai.

7.33

Panuku will be instructed to look for suitable properties in the area. NZTA and
other stakeholders will be engaged, and a Memorandum of Understanding will
be drafted up between Council and the NZTA with regards to the process. No
suitable landholding has been found to date.

7.34

In his evidence, Mr Greenaway6 has stated in paragraphs 6.13 and 7.20 that
a new round of public consultation would be required and the preparation of a
new Reserve Management Plan would need to be prepared to develop the
land at Constellation Reserve for sports fields. He is correct in that a public
consultation exercise would be required to use the land for sports fields, and
this is standard practice for the development of land for this purpose. The
Reserve Management Plan (RMP) would not need to be updated, however,
but is one option to enable development of the land as sports fields. As long
as the proposal went through a consultation exercise then this land could be
redeveloped for sports fields with the relevant resource consents approved.

7.35

Under the AUP OP Constellation Reserve is zoned ‘Open Space – Sport and
Active Recreation Zone’. This zoning provides for indoor and outdoor
organised sport, active recreation, and community activities, as well as
buildings and structures normally associated with them. The zone description
of ‘Open Space – Sport and Active Recreation Zone’ as per Chapter H7.6.1 of
the AUP states:
‘The Open Space – Sport and Active Recreation Zone applies to
open spaces used for indoor and outdoor organised sports, active
recreation and community activities. It includes facilities such as
sports fields, hard-court areas and greens, recreational and multisport facilities, and marine-related activities such as ramps, jetties,

6

Mr Greenwood’s evidence in chief at paragraphs 6.13 and 7.20
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slipways, hardstand areas. These spaces often include buildings and
structures such as grandstands, sport and community clubrooms and
toilets and changing facilities associated with these uses. Most of
these open spaces are also available for informal recreation activities
such as walking, jogging and informal games when not used for sport
and active recreation.

Commercial activities accessory to sport and active recreation
activities may be undertaken in appropriate locations. These activities
can provide economic benefits as well as social benefits, such as
providing food or beverage to support recreational use and by adding
to safety through passive surveillance. The more intensive use of
these open spaces can attract large numbers of people. This can
generate high levels of traffic, noise, glare and other adverse effects
that need to be managed.’

7.36

As noted above, where a lease for an activity such as a sports field facility is
not in conformity or contemplated by an RMP, the proposed lease would need
to be notified under s.119 of the Reserves Act 1977.

A review of the RMPs

may be undertaken at a later date.
7.37

Auckland Council could apply for a resource consent which could then be
granted for the development of the site for the purposes of sports fields.
Auckland Council would not be limited by the current Rosedale Park RMP
(Rosedale Park and Constellation Reserve) prepared in 1995 as this is
outdated and does not reflect Council’s current strategic thinking for this site.
The AUP OP is the most up to date planning document for the site and more
accurately reflects future use for Constellation Reserve.

7.38

I understand that matters of land acquisition and compensation generally fall
outside of the scope of the Board of Inquiry's consideration. However, in my
view, the use of the Council's open space land for the Proposal is an adverse
effect on the community, especially given the challenges I have discussed
above, to finding appropriate replacement land in the affected area.
Therefore, in my view, there needs to be certainty that either:
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(a)

The NZTA will vest in Council land within the Albany Field Review
area to adequately mitigate the loss of the future sports fields at
Constellation Reserve; or, alternatively;

(b)

Replacement land is negotiated to the satisfaction of Council
elsewhere. If this occurs then the future open space functions that are
lost, will require mitigation in the form of upgrades to existing or new
sports fields within the Albany Field Review area. This may prove
challenging but is achievable. Provision of playing hours can be
increased by use of technology, such as artificial playing surfaces.
For example, one artificial surface can provide up to 60 hours of use
per week. This will go some way to mitigate for the loss of Council’s
ability to provide for projected shortfalls within the Albany Field
Review area if land is unable to be replaced within the immediate
area. To meet the projected shortfall for the Albany Field Review Area
this would require 4 sand carpet floodlit fields or 2 artificial floodlit
fields.

(c)

Appropriate mitigation for the projected shortfall for the Albany Field
Review area could involve negotiation and acquisition of Pond 2 land
from Watercare for this purpose or the upgrades of existing fields at
Caribbean Drive or Rosedale Park.

7.39

In my opinion, these amendments are necessary because the Proposal is
having a significant impact on the reduction in the ability of Council to deliver
the required capacity for its sports field programme.

This is both by the

relocation of the HHCT facility to where upgrades could have been made to
existing fields, and also taking land that was earmarked to accommodate
future shortfalls.

Alexandra Stream Reserve, Omega Reserve and Rook Reserve
7.40

The Omega Reserve and Alexandra Stream Reserve are riparian reserves in
the location of the Alexandra stream and are connected by an underpass
underneath SH18. They are part of a linear park reserve network that is
connected by a 2km greenways pathway that links Unsworth Reserve to
Rosedale Park.
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7.41

A new three metre high retaining wall and two metre high noise wall above this
is also proposed in the location of Alexandra Stream Reserve where the
existing underpass under SH18 crosses from the south side of the motorway
to the north side of the motorway (refer to page 52 of the UDLF). On the
Omega Reserve side a new link by way of stair access connecting the shared
path to the underpass will be required.

7.42

Rook Reserve is a local passive recreation reserve that has a shared path,
with fitness equipment located alongside the shared path. It is proposed to be
used for stormwater detention ponds for the duration of the construction of the
SH18 section of the project. This means that the local community will
experience the effects of having construction activity, and a temporary
stormwater pond that will likely require screening and fencing on a local park
that is currently used for passive recreation. Rook Reserve also provides the
location for the only existing pedestrian connection across the Upper Harbour
Motorway from Unsworth Heights to access the Albany Industrial Estate and
Rosedale Park and Constellation Reserve.

7.43

Mr Burns' evidence recommends a new condition UDL.6 that suggests a
reserve reinstatement plan is prepared for all smaller affected reserves that
are currently in use. These reserves include Rook Reserve, Bluebird Reserve,
Meadowood Reserve and Arrenway Reserve. The proposed condition
recommended by Mr Burns only relates to reserve reinstatement following
construction. This is limited to the removal of construction material,
reinstatement of grassing, fencing and replacement of like for like trees. It
doesn’t deal with mitigation of adverse effects during construction including
the closure of the underpass for an unknown number of months, for
earthworks associated with the construction stormwater detention ponds, later
construction of the permanent stormwater quality treatment wetland/pond, and
the construction of the shared use path (SUP), and retaining walls.

The wording of UDL. 6 is as follows:

UDL.6 The UDLP shall include a Reserve Reinstatement Plan for the following
reserves (or parts thereof) directly impacted by the construction works:
a. Rook Reserve;
b. Bluebird Reserve;
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c. Arrenway Reserve; and
d. Meadowood Reserve.
The Reserve Reinstatement Plans shall be prepared in consultation with
Auckland Council Parks and shall include the following details (as appropriate
to the subject reserve):
a. Removal of structures, plant and materials associated with construction;
b. Replacement of boundary fences to the same or similar type to that
removed;
c. Reinstatement of grassed areas to a similar condition as existed prior to
construction;
d. Replacement of trees and other planting removed for construction on a onefor-one basis (or as otherwise agreed with Auckland Council Parks); and
e. Details of way finding interpretation signage within and adjacent to the
reserve.

7.44

With regards to existing pedestrian and cycling users who use the existing
underpass connecting Rook Reserve and Omega Reserve across SH18 it
would be important, in my view, to understand the staging around construction
of the new Paul Matthew’s Drive connection and the realignment/upgrades
around the existing underpass. An adverse effect on the community would be
if all works were to be carried out concurrently meaning that no access were
available for months between Unsworth Heights and the northern side of the
motorway limiting pedestrian and cycling access only via Albany Highway
where there is no provision for safe pedestrian or cycling activities. It is
important, in my view, to understand the staging and whether the new Paul
Matthew’s Drive could be completed prior to any works required on Rook
Reserve to preserve access or whether this would not be an option due to
needing Rook Reserve for temporary ponds. An understanding of how
pedestrian/cycle access across the SH18 for the duration of the project will be
maintained is needed.

7.45

Mr Greenaway in his evidence at paragraph 7.32 has mentioned that Mr Bray
is currently working with Auckland Council Parks on a concept plan for Rook
Reserve as the existing level of amenity has the potential to be enhanced (Mr
Bray’s evidence at paragraph 12.16 and 14.13. This needs to be reflected in
the proposed conditions of consent. The loss of the land at Rook Reserve,
effects of noise and disruption during construction and the effects to the
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community of losing the underpass access for some months should be
mitigated by the upgrade or replacement of the substandard and unsafe
underpass to a new underpass or bridge and the development of Reserves
within the Unsworth Heights area with appropriate park infrastructure in
consultation with the community. This could be designed to meet the needs of
either the adjacent retirement community or the construction of an appropriate
facility designed to meet the needs of youth.

7.46

The draft concept plan that Mr Bray presented to the Council on 8th May
shows the potential for retaining walls, and a split detention pond with
walkways around Rook Reserve. There is the potential for the creation of a
basketball half court in the location of the hard stand area required for desilting the stormwater pond. There is also shown the potential for a kick
around space created through battering and retaining walls. It would be good
to understand further exactly how much kick around space would be able to
be created as this is dependent on topography. A minimum 30m x 30m kick
around space would be required for it to be usable. Upgrading Rook Reserve
from a passive recreation to a local park would require play space, areas for
socialising and respite, a flat 30m x 30m unobstructed kick around space for
informal games, landscaping, specimen trees and furniture. AC Parks have
requested that the existing fitness equipment within Rook Reserve is removed
during construction and replaced with new equipment at the nearby Barbados
Reserve that is linked to Rook Reserve by an existing gravel pathway.

7.47

In my opinion amendments to the Proposal and/or the NoR conditions are
required to ensure effects are appropriately managed as follows:

(a)

A reserve reinstatement package is required to be agreed between
NZTA and the Council to address adverse effects of the loss of
informal recreation reserve at Rook Reserve that due to the scarcity
of land will likely not be replaced, and also construction effects of the
use of Rook Reserve for detention ponds during construction,
temporary loss of the underpass for access, and effects associated
with the construction of the motorway and retaining walls. This should
be mitigated through the upgrading of Rook Reserve and Barbados
Reserve.
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(b)

Immediate mitigation should be provided on Rook Reserve including
landscaping, recreational benefits such as boardwalks, bridges,
walkways, seating, platforms, naturalized retaining around the
stormwater pond, adjacent play elements including a basketball half
court. The existing fitness equipment in Rook Reserve should be
removed and replaced with new equipment in Barbados Reserve.
This should be provided by the applicant via Landscape concept plan
for Rook Reserve and Barbados Reserve. Rook Reserve has the
potential to be improved following the completion of the project.
Conditions to this effect should be included on the designation.

7.48

In my opinion, these amendments are necessary because of the adverse
social and community effects of the Proposal due to construction, loss of
access, loss of passive recreation, and noise. A landscape mitigation package
has not been agreed between NZTA and Council and a fully developed
concept plan is yet to be received by Council.

Shared paths and connections
7.49

I support the proposed shared paths. Shared paths provide opportunities for
alternative modes of transport for the community as long as there is good
provision for safe and frequent entry points to serve the communities needs to
move around and access their recreational, business and community needs.

7.50

The Upper Harbour Greenways Plan located at Appendix B outlines the long
term ‘Greenways plan’ for the Upper Harbour Local Board area. This is a
visionary and guiding document intended for use by elected members, Council
staff, community groups, private developers and other interested parties.
Following the local board’s adoption of the greenways plan, Council’s
Community Policy and Planning unit will develop an Open Space Network
plan which is currently in the early planning stages for the Upper Harbour
Local Board area. The Greenways Plan will become one chapter of the Upper
Harbour Network plan, which will then sit under the Open Space Strategy
providing a high level of direction for improvements to the open space
network, specific to the Upper Harbour Local Board area.

7.51

The Greenways plan is an important document to understand Council’s desire
for future connections to the proposed shared paths alongside both State
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Highway 1 and 18. In my view, there are a few missing links that need more
consideration. The detailed project plans show two formed connections at
Arrenway Reserve (Lot 62 DP 181967) which are in accordance with the
Greenways Plan. The Greenways plan also shows a proposed new route
around the entire periphery of Watercare’s Pond 2 where Council is landowner
for Centorian Reserve that provides a future link to Apollo Drive. The two
connections to the proposed Pond 2 route within the Greenways plan include
the Arrenway future link and the Centorian Reserve future link. The Centorian
Reserve future link is not shown on the application plan documents and is
missing from the project and is something that Parks would like to see added.
A shared path around Pond 2 could be a potential mitigation/compensation
outcome for the project.

7.52

Another linkage that the Greenways Plan shows that is missing from the
Proposal is a shared path link across SH18 between Bluebird Reserve and
William Pickering Drive (shown on the Greenways plan as an existing link in
error). This is an important connection from the point of view of the
disconnected Unsworth Heights community to the west of Rook Reserve that
extends up to Albany Highway. Connectivity for this community is poor and a
link across SH18 at this location would enhance alternative pedestrian and
cycling transport options for that community.

7.53

The Greenways Plan shows a shared path greenways link along the southern
side of SH18 between Bluebird Reserve and Albany Highway. Mr Bray
discusses in his evidence at 11.28 and 11.29 that the option of having the
SUP on both sides of SH18 has been investigated. This would include the
proposed SUP already part of the Project extending to the north side from
Paul Matthew’s drive, plus a new further extended SUP to extend from
Caribbean Drive on the southern side of SH18 also to serve the Unsworth
Heights community to Albany Highway. A SUP on the south side has been
discounted because of the impact on private property at Spoonbill Place which
would require designation over and acquisition of those properties.

7.54

It is my opinion that if the SUP remains on the northern side of SH18 then the
project should ensure that the underpass at Rook Reserve is replaced or a
new connection is provided at William Pickering Drive. Safe pedestrian and
cycle connections should also be provided between the shared path to Albany
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Highway to the south, and to the Upper Harbour Highway. The Upper Harbour
Highway is the most direct pedestrian and cycleway link between the North
Shore and West Auckland. Once the Skypath (a proposed SUP alongside the
Auckland Harbour Bridge) is built then the Upper Harbour Highway will be the
route that cyclists take to do a loop of the city.

7.55

The UHLB has outlined through its Local Board Plan 2014-17, that it has a
strong interest in the role of transport and how it ‘helps to create wellconnected and easily accessible public transport networks, improve the road
network, access to walkways and cycleways and, to connect Westgate to the
North Shore’.

7.56

The Local Board Plan (pages 34-35) has a specific transport outcome with
regards to walking and cycling ‘a well-connected and accessible Upper
Harbour’. This states:

We, the Upper Harbour Local Board, have a well-designed road
network with connected bus services, walkways and cycleways
across the North Shore. We are well connected to Westgate in the
west and our central city, giving us choices as to where we work,
study and play.

7.57

Many of the connections from Unsworth Heights to the proposed new SUP
alongside SH18 are substandard in my view. Further work is required to
provide safe pedestrian and cycleway access from Caribbean Drive to the
SUP in the western direction, there is substandard access provided by the
underpass, and approaching the shared path from Albany Highway from the
south there are limited footpaths or cycleway provisions between Sunset Road
and the Albany Highway bridge.

7.58

Other missing connections from the Project include a future proofed link from
the Greville Road interchange to the future open space at the Rosedale
landfill.

7.59

A further opportunity to establish connections to the SH18 SUP would be to
provide a formal connection from Cabello Place, Unsworth Heights to the new
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SUP as this existing accessway is well used by pedestrians who access the
Constellation Bus Station.

7.60

In my opinion amendments to the Proposal and/or the NoR conditions are
required to ensure effects are appropriately managed as follows:

(a)

SUP connections to be future proofed at Centorian Reserve and the
Rosedale Landfill to be provided as mitigation.

(b)

A new SUP connection from the SH18 SUP to Cabello Place,
Unsworth Heights.

(c)

Relocate the SUP on SH18 from the north side of the motorway to the
south side so there is a continuous SUP on the southern side of the
motorway from Constellation Bus Station to Albany Highway.

(d)

Approaches to the SUP should be upgraded where they are outside
the scope of the project as offsite mitigation. This should include:

(i)

Upgrades to Albany Highway between Sunset Road and the
Upper Harbour Highway to include pedestrian footpaths and
cycle lanes.

(ii)

Upgrades to pedestrian and cycle facilities on Caribbean
Drive at the intersection with the new shared path.

(iii)

Replacement of the underpass between Rook Reserve and
Omega Reserve with a new underpass or pedestrian
overbridge.

(iv)

New shared path crossing between Bluebird Reserve and
William Pickering Drive.

(v)

7.61

A connection to the SH18 SUP to Cabello Place.

In my opinion, these amendments are necessary because the Proposal needs
to connect SUP users safely to the existing network, and where there is no
provision for safe access this needs to be provided:

Alexander Underpass
7.62

The existing tunnel connection between Rook Reserve and Omega Reserve is
substandard due to its poor underpass design, and this is further supported by
the draft UDLF on page 52 where it states that the existing underpass needs
replacement by others. Poor underpass design creates issues related to
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personal safety, and amenity where there is poor visibility, they are dark,
uninviting and poorly maintained. There are entrapment areas from both
directions, when entering/exiting from the Rook Reserve entrance/exit where
the underpass is concealed from users approaching in either direction. Welldesigned underpasses should offer a straight route so that one end is clearly
visible from the other. Ideally they should be designed with proportions where
the height is 2/3rds of its width and they should be designed as large as
possible, ideally at least 5m in width and 3m in height. The paths leading to
the underpass should be direct and straight and approach ramps should be
gradual to accommodate wheelchair users. This information has been taken
from the NZTA Urban Design Principles – Underpasses prepared by Jacque
Bell, Urban Design Advisor.

7.63

On the draft UDLF Plans it also shows retaining walls and noise walls in the
location of the existing underpass with a maximum height of 3m. This will
further compromise its safety and pedestrian experience. As it is within the
NZTA designation corridor then, in my view, it should be replaced by NZTA if
not fit for purpose. It is strongly recommended that the underpass be replaced
as part of this project.

7.64

The following is best practice taken from the Draft Urban Design Landscape
Framework at section 5.6 Underpasses requirements:


Provide clear lines of sight through the subway from as far back as
possible to provide an option to retreat from perceived danger or take
an alternative route;



Provide an alternative route wherever possible or safe retreat;



Design out places of concealment;



Ensure clear lines of sight between pedestrians and vehicles &
adjacent land uses;



Provide an open environment either side of the subway for clear lines
of sight in all directions – for as far as possible;



Provide good quality lighting that is repaired immediately if damaged
or worn. Lighting should be located directly overhead to deliver high lux
levels, good colour render and low contrast to design out dark spots;
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Provide a well proportioned environment that is roomy for personal
comfort and allows maintenance of personal space if accommodating
multiple users;



Provide an environment that is respectful of the people using it. It
should be attractive and stimulating and give the impression that an
effort is being made to provide the best possible facilities. Providing an
environment that is clean and regularly maintained to remove rubbish
and signs of vandalism;



Where required, design underpasses with lighting that is appropriate
for pedestrian and cycle users comfort and safety; and



Ensure way-finding and information signage is adequate and
appropriate for the route and is coordinated with the existing route
signage.

7.65

I recommend that the underpass be replaced by a new underpass or a
pedestrian overbridge. This underpass due to its poor design and safety
issues would be better replaced by a SUP bridge as bridges offer the
opportunity to maintain visual connections with adjacent land uses and roads,
improve accessibility, reduce severance by the proposed motorway and
capture views. Bridges offer safer experiences than an underpass that does
not have a direct route with clear visibility.

7.66

In his evidence Mr Moore has indicated that after submissions were received,
NZTA have met with the AT walking and cycling team to discuss potential
improvements to the existing Alexandra Creek pedestrian underpass. It was
agreed that the path alignment needs improvement to provide additional
visibility. Mr Moore has also stated in his evidence that the underpass
requires improved lighting and CCTV coverage. Following submissions the
NZTA team are also exploring potential options for upgrading the underpass
and potential overbridge options. I understand that further information is going
to be provided prior to the Board of Inquiry hearing.

7.67

In his evidence at 14.13 Mr Schofield has indicated that alternative
pedestrian/cycling crossings of SH18 are being investigated, either as
overbridges or underbridges, at several possible locations. These options are
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to be subject to a MCA process which has not been concluded at the time of
writing.

7.68

An additional location recommended for a pedestrian overbridge is between
Bluebird Reserve and William Pickering Drive. This would, in my view, provide
greater connectivity for the Unsworth Heights community between Albany
Highway and Unsworth Drive (Bluebird Crescent and the culdesacs that lead
from it) who currently are not well connected to business areas to the north of
SH18. This would also enable more direct pedestrian and cycling access to
Albany Highway.

7.69

The Specialist assessment prepared by Healthy Waters, Auckland Council
dated 28 February 2017 page 7 has also highlighted that in the post
development scenario it is predicted that there is a 60mm increase in the 100
year ARI flood depth and 40mm increase in the 10 year event. Further
assessment needs to focus on the increase of flooding frequency of flooding
to determine how often the underpass would be inaccessible and whether the
frequency would be satisfactory or not.

7.70

In my opinion amendments to the Proposal and/or the NoR conditions to
require:

(a)

Replacement of the underpass at Rook Reserve with either a new
underpass that meets the standards of the UDLF section 5.6
requirements for underpasses; or

(b)

A pedestrian overbridge between Rook Reserve and Omega
Reserve. An alternative location to the existing underpass could be a
new connection between Bluebird Reserve and William Pickering
Drive.

Bluebird Reserve
7.71

The Proposal requires a strip of land on the northern boundary for the
construction of a retaining wall and the removal of trees for the preservation of
sightlines for the new motorway. This will be able to be mitigated for by
replacement of like for like trees and landscaping as per the UDLF as updated
by Mr Bray.
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Rosedale Landfill
7.72

The Rosedale Landfill while being a closed landfill, is planned for future open
space when gas emissions have reached an acceptable level and the site is
stabilised. It is unknown when this might be. The permanent land take for the
landfill is 17,000m² and the proposal will result in loss of vegetation that is
currently providing amenity and visual screening.

7.73

Mr Bray7 in his evidence includes updated UDLF drawings and has
recommended that the MSE wall adjacent to the Rosedale Landfill be reduced
as much as possible and replaced with a battered slope. The design of the
treatment adjacent to the closed landfill should be undertaken such that the
vegetation lost to the project is replaced in line with its future use as Open
Space. Landscaping, the use of climbing plants and patterns on retaining walls
should reflect its future use as future Regional/Suburban Park.

7.74

In my opinion amendments to the Proposal and/or the NoR conditions are
required to ensure effects are appropriately managed as follows:

(a)

Mitigate for effects through attractive permeable fence along the
boundary to protect future recreation users and provision for a
connection for a future shared path link. A connection not shown on
the greenways plan but that Parks support is a formed connection
adjacent to the Landfill site in the general location of where the MSE
wall changes from above to below grade (at grade). The Landfill site
is planned to be opened in future when stabilised and developed into
a future Regional/Suburban Park. This is supported in the UDLF at
6.1 Key design opportunities (4) where it recommends that it is future
proofed to allow a shared path connection to Rosedale Landfill Open
Space.

(b)

The replacement of vegetation and landscaping where this has been
lost on the landfill site to the construction of the retaining wall.

7

NSP000039_NCI_AppEIC_Urban_Design_SBray_Annex_A_Part_4_Section_6B
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Construction Impacts
7.75

I am of the opinion that the construction effects from a recreation perspective
will be more than minor for Rook Reserve, and that a large area of the reserve
will be restricted for public access for the temporary detention ponds, and the
underpass walking and cycling connection be affected. Mr Greenaway’s
evidence states that the underpass is likely to be closed for months during the
3.5 year construction period.

7.76

I agree with Mr Greenaway that the other reserves (Arrenway, Tawa and
Centorian) are not used by the public for recreation and construction impacts
on these reserves will be minimal.

7.77

The impact on the boundary with Meadowood Reserve will be minor as the
land affected is minimal but the impact of construction on the leaseholders and
users of Meadowood Reserve may be greater. The use of Meadowood
Reserve will likely not be impacted by construction activities other than
construction activities causing access to be limited.

Overall impact on Open Space land
7.78

The net result of the Project is the reduction of public reserve land. The overall
loss of 12.34ha of Open Space land has direct adverse effects on the
community, and reduces the ability for Council to accommodate future
potential users within the community within a limited supply of recreation
reserve land within the immediate Unsworth Heights/Rosedale/Albany area.
Much of the land proposed to be lost is not presently used for recreation, but
provides for the potential to be used in the future. Major infrastructure projects
such as the Proposal, and Watercare’s Northern Interceptor, and the future
expansion of Watercare’s Wastewater facility at Rosedale are having a
significant impact on Council’s Open Space land and the delivery of its
recreation programmes.

7.79

A significant portion of land to be lost at Constellation Reserve is earmarked
for future sports fields. This land is important for Council’s delivery of its sports
field programme. If this land is not replaced then this impacts on Council’s
ability to deliver the required number of sports fields, of which there is already
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an

overall

projected

shortfall

for

the

Auckland

region,

and

the

Albany/Rosedale area in particular.8,9

7.80

The Proposal directly impacts on Council’s ability to deliver its reserve
development programme. One existing Council leaseholder is affected, HHCT,
and all other affected land is currently undeveloped. The wider community will
be affected by the intensification of existing reserve land within the immediate
area, where increased pressure will be placed on open space land within
Rosedale/Albany area, and loss of green space elsewhere. An example of this
is the proposed development of the existing Pony Club land at Rosedale
enjoyed by the community for its green outlook, into a Hockey Facility.
Subsequent domino effects include the intensification of the land at Wainoni
Park for a dedicated Equestrian Facility, effectively limiting the opportunity for
other user groups from using that land, or the addition of further playing fields
there. This is a direct effect of the Proposal. An indirect effect of the Proposal
is the potential for consequential effects of existing leaseholders of reserve
lands either being relocated, or having their existing lease areas reduced. The
current and only proposal independent of the project for the relocation of the
HHCT facility indirectly affects more than seven other leaseholders of Council
land. This is a significant adverse social effect, and has created much
uncertainty within the community.

7.81

In Mr Greenaway’s evidence he has mentioned that the balance of the
Hockey land once HHCT have relocated elsewhere could be repurposed for
sports fields, however, Watercare have already formally advised Council that
they wish to acquire this land to expand their facility either via designation or
through a land exchange with Council. As it stands, the future of the HHCT
Stadium on its current site is unsecure, as is any other use for it for recreation
purposes.

7.82

In my opinion amendments to the Proposal and/or the NoR conditions are
required to ensure effects are appropriately managed as follows:

(a)

Mitigation is required for the overall reduction of public reserve land,
and the overall adverse effects to the community for the Proposal,

8 “Quantifying the Supply and Demand for Winter Sports Fields in the Auckland Region”, Longdill and Associates,
September 2014
9 Albany field Review, Londdill and Associates, undated

29310088_1.doc

31

including the inability to replace lost land within the immediate
Rosedale/Albany area because while much of it may not be in current
use, with the future intensification proposed under the AUP OP these
reserves would have been required to be developed in the future to
provide for the Council’s sports field development programme.

(b)

To mitigate the effects of the overall loss of the land the NZTA should
construct or upgrade sports fields at a location within the Albany Field
Review area for public use and benefit as soon as practicable. The
sports fields need to achieve the same level of provision as the future
shortfall for the wider area, being 68 hours of capacity per week, and
be located within the general area. This would go some way towards
mitigating the effects on the community caused by loss of the land to
the project. Any sports fields provided would need to be developed to
the specifications and satisfaction of the Council, including any
necessary supporting infrastructure such as access, car parking,
changing rooms, toilets and flood lighting.

(c)

The Longdill Albany Field Review has identified that Rosedale Park
North may be a suitable location for upgraded sports fields,
associated facilities, lighting and car parking. The NZTA would need
to confirm if this site could accommodate suitably sized and oriented
fields taking into account the close proximity to the Watercare
wastewater ponds. The Caribbean Drive sports fields are another
facility that could benefit from an upgrade.

8.

CONCLUSION

8.1

The Proposal will result in a permanent loss of public open space land at
Constellation Reserve, Rosedale Park South, Rook Reserve, and a number of
smaller reserves. While NZTA have shown commitment to support the
relocation of the HHCT facility, the proposal is currently not proposing to
replace the loss of Council open space land. In my opinion the Proposal has
not been designed to mitigate the loss of recreational function and values
inherent to the large reserves that are currently leased or have future potential
uses for recreation function.
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8.2

The Proposal has already resulted in a delay to the delivery of a planned Tier
1

hockey facility that will accommodate international sporting events. I

consider that the NZTA should provide equivalent provision and facilities at an
alternative location to mitigate this effect on the facility, and also provide for
the other affected users of Council open space resulting from this relocation.

8.3

Generally, the proposal for the new SUP is supported as a spine, but there is
scope for improvement to the SH18 section with regards to connections,
location and the underpass as potential mitigation for many of the effects on
Open Space and Community Facilities.

Maylene Barrett
25 May 2017
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Appendix A: Reserve Locations
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Appendix B: Upper Harbour Greenways Plan

29310088_1.doc

39

29310088_1.doc

40

29310088_1.doc

41

29310088_1.doc

