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1.0

Introduction

1.1

The following Visual, Natural Character and Landscape Assessment has been prepared by Bridget Gilbert
Landscape Architecture Limited (BGLA) for Tasman District Council (TDC) as part of their review of the
Tasman Resource Management Plan (TRMP) provisions in relation to boat mooring management and
coastal structures within the Abel Tasman National Park (ATNP).

h. Tapu Bay: new mooring area coincides with 7 unconsented swing moorings. 8 unconsented
moorings outside the proposed mooring area.

Proposed Mooring Areas
1.2

The proposed boat mooring areas generally relate to existing consented and unconsented or expired
swing and fixed mooring areas.

1.3

The proposed boat mooring areas are summarised as follows:
a. Mangarakau Wharf: new mooring area adjacent wharf (outside marine reserve) and boat ramp
where two unconsented or expired moorings are evident.
b. Milnthorpe: establish new existing mooring area to the west of the wharf. New mooring area
coincides with 3 unconsented swing moorings. 3 consented swing moorings and 1 unconsented
fixed mooring outside the new mooring area.

Kaiteriteri: two new mooring areas comprising of: a seasonal summer public mooring area
(November to April); 2 permanent swing moorings and a commercial vessel mooring area. The
proposed mooring areas generally coincide an existing seasonal mooring area (including 13
seasonal moorings, 2 permanent swing moorings, 1 seasonal warden’s launch mooring and 1
seasonal mooring for the public swimming platform) and 6 consented moorings (one of which is
solely used for a water pipe which brings fresh water across the foreshore/seabed and is
suspended on a buoy). 3 unconsented swing moorings outside the proposed mooring areas.

g. Stephens Bay: extension to the existing mooring area (to be retained) that incorporates all of the
existing consented moorings in the area. New mooring area coincides with 2 consented swing
moorings. 8 consented swing mooring in existing mooring area to be retained.

j.

Moutere Inlet Marina: new (reduced) mooring area coincides with 2 consented swing moorings
and 24 unconsented swing moorings.

1.4

Broadly speaking, the TMRP Review seeks to reconfirm or formalise existing mooring activities where they
are considered to be appropriate, and in some instances, an increase or a decrease in the extent of
mooring area is proposed.

1.5

It is intended that mooring within the new mooring areas will be a permitted activity subject to the
mooring owner holding a licence issued by the Harbourmaster. Mooring licences will be issued in
accordance with the provisions in a new section within the Navigation and Safety Bylaw. The licences will
specify location, design and maintenance requirements etc. Moorings licences will be allocated first to
those with consented moorings within the moorings area, then to public use moorings, with the
remainder allocated on a ‘first come first served’ basis. The licences will be issued up to 5 years at a time.
A concurrent bylaw process will also introduce a formal ‘wait list’ process once the mooring area is full.

1.6

The draft plan change also includes new provisions which promote and enable more efficient use of space
in the CMA. This is achieved through policy encouraging the establishment of public moorings (over
private); enabling more efficient mooring systems to be considered (e.g. fore and aft, mediterranean and
sea flex); and to provide flexibility to optimise the mooring layout within moorings areas.

1.7

The location, extent and arrangement of the proposed mooring areas considered in this assessment has
been determined through a detailed ecological assessment (referred to hereafter as the Davidson
Environmental Report1), a detailed shorebird study (where relevant, and referred to hereafter as the
Melville Report2) and public consultation.

d. Glasgow Bay (ATNP): new mooring area coincides with 11 consented swing moorings and 1
unconsented mooring. 5 unconsented and 1 consented fixed moorings in Torrent Bay Estuary
(near Glasgow Bay)

f.

Moutere Inlet Sand Spit Delta: new mooring area coincides with 17 unconsented swing moorings.
13 unconsented moorings outside the proposed mooring area.

k. Mapua: new (amended) mooring area coincides with 28 consented swing moorings and 5
unconsented swing moorings.

c. Boundary Bay (ATNP): new mooring area coincides with 9 consented swing moorings.

e. Otuwhero Inlet, Marahau (ATNP): new mooring area coincides with 12 unconsented swing
moorings. 9 unconsented swing moorings outside the proposed mooring area. 2 unconsented
fixed moorings outside the proposed mooring area.

i.

Coastal Structures
1.8

The coastal structures assessed in this report relate to existing unauthorised public walkway, signage and
pipe structures within the ATNP at:
a. Torrent Bay/Rakauroa jetty.
b. Marahau.

1

Biological report in relation to proposed mooring areas located between Waimea Inlet and Whanganui Inlet: biological
features, habitats and issues (report no. 806), prepared for Tasman District Council by Davidson Environmental Limited,
April 2015.
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2

Assessment of Shorebird Use of Proposed Boat Mooring Sites at Otuwhero/Marahau and Motueka Report, prepared for
Tasman District Council by D.S. Melville, April 2015.

1
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c. Bark Bay.

the purposes of this assessment a cautious approach has been adopted and consideration of RMA s(6)b
which requires as a matter of national importance, the protection of ONLs from inappropriate
development is considered to be relevant.

d. Mosquito Bay.
e. Watering Cove.
f.
1.9

1.15

Awaroa.

Accordingly, NZCPS Policy 15 is of relevance to mooring areas and structures within ATNP and the
Whanganui Inlet:
To protect the natural features and natural landscapes (including seascapes) of the coastal
environment from inappropriate subdivision, use, and development:

The draft plan change proposes to provide for these structures as a permitted activities.

Statutory Context

(a) avoid adverse effects of activities on outstanding natural features and outstanding
natural landscapes in the coastal environment; and

1.10

All of the mooring areas and coastal structures are located within the coastal environment triggering
consideration of RMA s6(a) which requires as a matter of national importance, the preservation of the
natural character of the coastal environment, and the protection of it from inappropriate subdivision, use
and development.

(b) avoid significant adverse effects and avoid, remedy, or mitigate other adverse
effects of activities on other natural features and natural landscapes in the coastal
environment.

1.11

In turn, consideration of Policy 13 of the New Zealand Coastal Policy Statement 2010 (NZCPS) is also of
relevance to this assessment which seeks to:

1.12



preserve the natural character of the coastal environment and protect it from inappropriate
subdivision, use and development;



avoid adverse effects of activities on natural character in areas of the coastal environment with
outstanding natural character (see comment below);



avoid significant adverse effects and avoid, remedy, or mitigate other adverse effects of activities
on natural character in all other areas of the coastal environment.

1.16

Project Approach
1.17

Also of relevance is Policy 15 Natural Features and Natural Landscapes:
To protect the natural features and natural landscapes (including seascapes) of the coastal
environment from inappropriate subdivision, use, and development:
(a) avoid adverse effects of activities on outstanding natural features and outstanding
natural landscapes in the coastal environment; and
(b) avoid significant adverse effects and avoid, remedy, or mitigate other adverse
effects of activities on other natural features and natural landscapes in the coastal
environment.

1.13

Whilst TDC has not formalised their mapping of Outstanding Natural Landscapes (ONLs) for the District, it
is expected that all (or by far, the majority) of ATNP is likely to qualify as an ONL.

1.14

Further, Whanganui Inlet is identified as an Outstanding Natural Feature (ONF) in the Small Working
Group: Landscape Project Report (October 2016).3 Whilst the latter has not been adopted by Council, for

3

It should be noted that this report provides the most up-to-date and comprehensive evaluation of ONLs and ONFs within
the Golden Bay area at the time of preparing this assessment.
2

It is the author’s understanding that King Salmon4 allows minor or transitory adverse effects within coastal
ONLs.

The following approach was adopted in the preparation of this ‘landscape’ assessment:


Background reading of briefing material supplied by TDC (September 2018).



Site visit by air and water with TDC policy team (September 2018).



Site visit by land (excepting ATNP sites) (October 2018);



Preparation of DRAFT Visual, Natural Character and Landscape Effects Assessment report utilising
the effects methodology outlined in Appendix 1.



Review of draft report with project team.



Preparation of FINAL Visual, Natural Character and Landscape Effects Assessment report.

1.18

The following assessment report is structured such that the ‘landscape’ effects of each of the new mooring
areas are discussed, followed by the landscape effects of each ATNP coastal structure.

1.19

Figure 1 overleaf shows the approximate location of the proposed mooring areas and coastal structures
discussed in this report.

4

SC 82/2013 [2014] NZSC 38.
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Assumptions
1.20

The following assumptions underpin the ‘landscape’ assessment:
a. Mooring buoys are relatively small compared with mussel buoys. They must be visible to other
craft for safety reasons and they must meet standard specifications to meet either licensing or
resource consenting requirements.
b. Many existing mooring buoys, whether authorised / consented or not, are used intermittently. At
Kaiteriteri an area of buoys are removed for the winter season.
c. There is a relatively limited difference in visual impact between a boat moored to a buoy, and a
boat at anchor. Whilst moored vessels typically display a denser patterning in comparison to
anchored vessels, generally both activities read as a relatively spacious and informal patterning
of marine craft. Anchoring of craft is a permitted activity, however restrictions can be imposed
under the Navigation Bylaw (noting that the main bylaw is now operative with the mooring
section still in draft).
d. The visual impact is likely to be greater in those existing and proposed mooring areas that do not
have ‘all tide’ capacity. The following mooring areas have ‘all tide’ capacity – Mapua (except some
parts of Grossi Point), Stephens Bay, half of Kaiteriteri, Glasgow / Torrent Bay, Boundary Bay, and
Mangarakau. The following mooring areas tend to varying degrees of dryness at low tide –
Milnthorpe, Otuwhero Inlet, the section of Kaiteriteri closest to the foreshore, Tapu Bay, Mouteka
2, Motueka 1, and a small part of Mapua at Grossi Point.
e. Generally boats on swing moorings are considered to be a relatively benign visual element within
the context of a seascape that is highly valued for recreational boating as they tend to read as a
relatively spacious patterning of vessels bobbing around in the water. However the scale of the
mooring area is critical in this regard, and where the patterning of moored vessels creates the
impression of a coastline or bay being ‘hemmed in’ by moored craft, the outcome is less
favourable (from a landscape perspective).
f.

Mooring areas tend to be relatively dynamic in nature due to the dynamic nature of the seabed
and water. In some instances it is likely that the environment described in this report may have
changed since the time of writing such that existing moored vessels are positioned in different
locations due to changing seabed and/or sea conditions and/or the number of vessels moored
has changed over time. In general, the description of the location and number of vessels moored
at each location derives from the Davidson Environmental Report, although in some instances
Council have provided updated information in this regard.
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Figure 1: Approximate location of proposed mooring areas and coastal structures
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2.0

Executive Summary
Proposed Mooring Areas

2.1

2.2

All of the proposed new mooring areas are located in parts of the Tasman coastline where moorings
activities currently form an established part of the visual and physical environment. They also coincide
with areas identified in a District wide Natural Character Assessment as having High Natural Character
(Pacific Eco-Logic Ltd, June 2013).
The extent of the new mooring areas have been carefully considered to formalise existing unconsented
activities and only provide for additional mooring capacity where public consultation has identified a
need. It is fair to say that a relatively cautious approach to new mooring areas has therefore been applied.

2.3

Further, all new mooring areas avoid parts of the CMA where noteworthy ecological values have been
identified (refer Davidson Environmental Report 2015 and Melville Report 2015).

2.4

For the more undeveloped and very high landscape value locations where new mooring areas are
proposed (Mangarakau Wharf, Boundary Bay and Glasgow Bay), the existing visual presence of moorings
in the area (suggesting a contextual and visual ‘fit’), together with the very limited extent of the proposed
mooring area and the dominance of the more natural landscape context are such that adverse visual,
natural character and landscape effects are assessed as negligible. Importantly, the proposed mooring
areas will not detract from the high landscape values associated with each of these areas.

2.5

At Milnthorpe, Otuwhero Inlet, Kaiteriteri, Stephens Bay, Tapu Bay, Moutere sand spit, Moutere marina,
and Mapua, again the existing visual presence of moorings suggests a contextual and visual ‘fit’. The land
based development adjacent the mooring areas adds to this contextual ‘fit’ although suggests a
potentially greater sensitivity in terms of visual effects. The limited extent of new mooring areas and their
confinement to areas where such activities currently prevail means that the proposed development will
not detract from the character and quality of the outlook enjoyed from the surrounding area. Overall,
adverse visual, natural character and landscape effects in these locations are assessed as negligible.

2.10

Unsurprisingly, the existence of these structures has not precluded the wider area rating as having High
Natural Character.

2.11

Further, all of these structures represent and enable the recreational characteristics for which the local
area is so highly valued. In this way, these structures contribute positively to the landscape character and
‘sense of place’ of the local area.

2.12

On balancing these considerations, adverse visual, natural character and landscape effects associated with
the coastal structures are assessed to be negligible.

Cumulativ e Effects
2.13

With respect to cumulative adverse ‘landscape’ effects, the extensive scale of the Tasman District
coastline and the generously spaced arrangement of the proposed mooring areas will ensure that the
Tasman District coastline does not read as dominated by moored vessels.

2.14

The very discreet nature of the proposed coastal structures, together with their spacious arrangement
within ATNP will ensure that they do not read as a dominant coastal element within this stretch of the
District’s coastline.

Coastal Structures
2.6

The coastal structures for which consent is sought all sit within (or adjacent to) ATNP and relates to steps,
water pipes and track markers associated with the recreation use of the national park and adjacent CMA.

2.7

It is expected that an ONL classification applies to most, if not all, of ATNP. The waters of Mosquito Bay
have been identified in a District wide Natural Character Assessment as having High Natural Character
(Pacific Eco-Logic Ltd, June 2013).

2.8

The generally modest scale and visually recessive character of the structures, together with their long
accepted functional ‘benefit‘ (which confers a visual ‘logic’ to them) means that they do not detract from
the character or quality of the visual setting within which they are located.

2.9

The track marker poles are inevitably more visible, however they form a long established landscape
element that facilitate safe passage across estuarine areas at low tide.
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3.0

Mooring Area: Mangarakau Wharf

3.1

Mangarakau Wharf is located within the Whanganui Inlet on the west coast of the District. The inlet is an
enclosed, drowned river valley about 13 km long and between 2-3 km wide (approximately 2,774ha). As
the tide enters the inlet, it divides into northeast and southwest channels before spilling out onto
expansive intertidal sandflats, which dominate the estuary. The inlet is framed by a highly convoluted
coastline and flanked by a variety of forest types.

3.2

Habitation is limited to a small settlement at Rakopi and isolated houses/tourist accommodation. Other
modification is limited to grazing land use, power lines, unsealed roading including a series of causeways
across several of the narrower inlet ‘arms’.

3.3

The inlet was the first estuary in New Zealand to be protected by a combination of Marine Reserve and
Wildlife Management Reserve (1994) and is today considered to be the best example of an estuary in a
relatively intact and natural state in the Nelson/Marlborough area.

3.4

Seagrass beds, salt marshes, tidal wetlands, dunes, cliffs, islands, rock platforms and underwater reefs are
all found within the marine reserve and are important habitat to a variety of species.

3.5

About 30 species of marine fish use the inlet at some stage of their life cycle, and it is an important
breeding and nursery area for snapper, flatfish, and kahawai. Many fish enter the estuary to take
advantage of the rich food supply found in the seagrass beds and sandflats.

3.6

It is understood that the area is important to Maori, both as a food basket and as a place to live. Sacred
sites and evidence of previous occupation remain today.

3.7

As explained previously, the area is identified as an Outstanding Natural Feature (ONF) in the Small
Working Group: Landscape Project Report (October 2016). The area has also been identified in a District
wide Natural Character Assessment to rate as having Outstanding Natural Character (Pacific Eco-Logic Ltd,
June 2013).

3.8

6

Mangarakau Wharf (permitted) and the associated reclamation (including a number of small buildings and
a launching ramp), is a near derelict structure that is owned by the Crown and is under the control of the
Department of Conservation. Maori discovered gold in 1862, prompting an influx of eager prospectors to
the Anatori River catchment. In 1866 the West Whanganui Coal Company began mining, and coal was
shipped out from the inlet. From 1900 onwards the goldminers were being joined by an influx of people
who came to work in the timber industry, farming, flax milling, road making and associated services. A
flourishing community established at Mangarakau. The current concrete wharf was a government project
from the 1950’s when it was thought that there might be a need for a substantial structure for export of
timber and coal but was never completed or decked. Alongside the wharf is a small reclamation which
contains the scow Kohi. The Kohi (built in 1911) was towed to the site and beached sometime after her
sinking in 1962.

3.9

Two unconsented or expired moorings are located within the channel near the (existing) wharf and boat
ramp, and also coincide with the proposed mooring area.

3.10

The regenerating bush dominated context of the majority of the inlet surrounds, together with the highly
complex patterning of the coastline and hills enclosing the area serves to limit and/or frame views from
many locations. In some locations (for example as one crosses the causeway) more open views are
available, however even here, the configuration of the landform patterning means the view tends to be
confined to a specific part of the inlet, rather than the area as a whole. In general, the Mangarakau Wharf
area is relatively visually discreet and does not play an important role in shaping the character of the wider
inlet ‘landscape’.

3.11

The proposed mooring area is configured to sit outside of the marine reserve and encompasses the
subtidal channel only (i.e. the intertidal area is excluded, consistent with the recommendation in the
Davidson Environmental Report to exclude areas where there is sea grass).

3.12

The proposed mooring area seeks to provide for existing unconsented moorings in the vicinity plus a
limited extent of additional moorings to provide for the local community. The area is an important safe
haven for marine craft along the west coast and is also the launch and marshalling point for search and
rescue operations.

3.13

The presence of existing (albeit unconsented or expired) moorings within the vicinity suggests a certain
tolerance for this sort of activity within the ONF identified by the Small Working Group project team i.e.
the presence and character of this ‘development’ was not such that it tipped the balance to an extent that
the inlet ONF no longer qualified as either ‘natural’ or ‘outstanding’.

3.14

The location of the proposed mooring area close to the existing wharf structure, reclamation and boat
ramp facilities, and outside of the marine reserve is sympathetic to the intentions of avoiding adverse
natural character and landscape effects.

3.15

Further, the very limited extent of the proposed mooring area, together with the limited visual
‘importance’ of the wharf area (as explained above) and the existing visual presence of moorings in the
area, means that the proposed development will not detract from the character and quality of views
across this part of the estuary from surrounding roads, tracks and the water. The highly convoluted nature
of the inlet also plays a role in this regard, serving to limit the extent of the surroundings from which the
mooring area will be visible.

3.16

The acceptability of the location in terms of marine ecology effects as outlined in the Davidson
Environmental Report in conjunction with the contextual and visual ‘fit’ described above will ensure that
adverse natural character effects and landscape effects (including visual effects) are avoided.

3.17

On balancing these considerations, adverse visual, natural character and landscape effects associated with
the proposed mooring area at Mangarakau Wharf are assessed as negligible.
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Figure 2: Proposed Mooring Area (source: TDC).

18133 | December 2018

7

Tasman District: Boat Moorings and Coastal Structures | Visual, Natural Character and Landscape Effects

Photograph 1: Typical character of the outlook across Whanganui Inlet from causeway.

Photograph 3 Typical character of the outlook across Whanganui Inlet from causeway.

8

Photograph 2: Typical character of the outlook across Whanganui Inlet from a high point on the public road. Causeway visible to right
of view.

Photograph 4: Typical character of the outlook across Whanganui Inlet from causeway conveying character of highly convoluted and bush clad context.
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Photograph 5: Typical character of the outlook across Whanganui Inlet from causeway conveying character of highly convoluted and bush clad context.

Photograph 6: Typical character of the Whanganui Inlet and its context from a high point on the public road.

Photograph 7: Mangarakau Wharf on the Whanganui inlet (source: https://commons.wikimedia.org/wiki/File:Mangarakau_Wharf_on_the_Whanganui_inlet_-_panoramio.jpg)
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10

Photograph 8: Old Wharf built on wooden wreck (source: http://www.cycletour.org.nz/rides/south/golden-bay.html)

Photograph 10: Typical character of existing wharf.

Photograph 9: Mangarakau Wharf, Westhaven Estuary (Whanganui Inlet), Golden Bay
(source: https://www.flickr.com/photos/flyingkiwigirl/15098763980 )

Photograph 11: Land based development at existing wharf.
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Photograph 12: Typical character of wharf and proposed mooring area context.

Photograph 14: Typical character of existing wharf.

Photograph 13: Typical character of wharf and proposed mooring area context.
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Photograph 15: View out over proposed mooring area adjacent wharf.

12

Photograph 16: Zoomed in view out over wharf.
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4.0

Mooring Area: Milnthorpe (Parapara Estuary)

4.1

Parapara Estuary is located on the east side of SH60, just south of Collingwood.

4.2

The Parapara Estuary is described in the Davidson Environmental Report as follows:
Robertson and Stevens (2012) described the Parapara Estuary as “a moderate-sized (195 ha), shallow,
well-flushed, seawater dominated, tidal lagoon type estuary with one tidal opening, one main basin and
extensive saltmarsh and seagrass beds. A large embayment (22 ha) is cut off from the main body of the
estuary by a causeway (State Highway 60). The catchment is mostly undeveloped and dominated by native
forest (96%) and exotic forestry (2%). Developed pasture is only 1% of the catchment. Sand spits to the
north and south enclose the inlet from the open sea. On the northwest shore a limestone band is exposed
and freshwater springs bubble up through the mudflats nearby.”
Roberston and Stevens (2012) stated “ecologically, habitat diversity is high with much of its intertidal
vegetation intact, extensive shellfish beds, large areas of saltmarsh (21% of estuary), some seagrass (0.6%
of estuary), rocky platforms and sand dune. However, the estuary is excessively muddy (25% soft mud),
the southern end has been modified, and a causeway and road cuts through the western area. The lagoon
area upstream of the causeway is poorly flushed, through inadequate culvert drains, and consequently has
excessive sedimentation and degraded habitat. The estuary is recognised as a valuable nursery area for
marine and freshwater fish, an extensive shellfish resource, and is very important for birdlife”. Davidson
et al. (1993) stated “the tip of the southern sand spit is an important high tide roost for banded dotterel,
Caspian tern and variable oystercatcher.”

4.3

4.4

4.5

4.6

4.7

The inlet surrounding the (consented) wharf (and including the proposed mooring area) has also been
identified in a District wide Natural Character Assessment to rate as having Outstanding Natural Character
(Pacific Eco-Logic Ltd, June 2013).
Settlement in the area includes: a relative modest cluster of low lying permanent and holiday homes
nestled into vegetation on the northern side of the estuary entrance (Nelson St environs); and the more
extensive beachside settlement of Parapara throughout the more elevated spit landform defining the
eastern edge of the estuary. The majority of the Parapara holiday homes and permanent dwellings tend
to be oriented towards the coast away from inlet, although a cluster towards the north western margins
overlook the estuary. The distal end of the spit comprises reserve land.
Milnthorpe Quay is located near the estuary mouth and is described on the TDC website as near derelict.
The structure is owned by the Crown and is under the control of the Department of Conservation. An
unsealed boat ramp adjacent the quay is popular with recreational boaties.
SH60 traverses the western side of the waterbody and crosses its south western portion (via causeway).
Moderately to steeply sloping bush and production pine covered hills enclose the western and south sides
of the inlet.
To the north of the Nelson St cluster is Milnthorpe Park, an exotic forest regeneration programme (on
Crown land) that is managed by an Incorporated Society under an agreement with DoC. Here, a variety
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of hardy but non-native trees have been planted on very poor soils. The aim of the project is to restore
the area's natural forest cover faster than would be possible using only native species. The project began
in 1974 and now much of the area is covered in tall exotic trees with the shade beneath them enabling
native species to establish. Numerous tracks enable public access throughout the park including access to
a small finger of land at the far eastern end of Kendal Street. The highly attractive and relatively
undeveloped feel of the area makes it highly popular for picnicking etc.
4.8

The nearby estuary and coast are popular for swimming although swift currents develop with changes in
the tide.

4.9

The proposed mooring area is to the west of Milnthorpe Quay and extends over an intertidal area that
comprises approximately half of the small embayment in the north western quadrant of the inlet, near
the road leading to the Nelson Street cluster. Existing vegetation patterns provide a relatively high degree
of enclosure to the embayment.

4.10

Three unconsented swings moorings are located within the proposed mooring area. Three consented
swing moorings and an unconsented fixed mooring are located outside of the proposed mooring area.

4.11

The proposed mooring area seeks to rationalise existing consented and unconsented moorings in one
location and enable a limited extent of additional moorings to provide for the local community in a
sheltered location.

4.12

The proximity of the proposed mooring area to the existing wharf (and road) suggests a contextual fit for
the proposed development.

4.13

Whilst the mooring area will be visible from at least some of the dwellings in the area (at a range of
distances) and from the reserve land opposite, and will be glimpsed from the road and estuary margins of
Milnthorpe Park (likely masts only seen in the majority of these views), the presence of vessels moored in
the inlet in intertidal areas is a well-established visual element. The limited extent of the proposed
mooring area in combination with this established visual context means that the proposed development
will not detract from the character and quality of the outlook enjoyed from these locations.

4.14

The acceptability of the location in terms of marine ecology effects as outlined in the Davidson
Environmental Report in conjunction with the contextual and visual ‘fit’ described above will ensure that
adverse natural character effects are avoided.

4.15

Importantly, this contextual and visual ‘fit’ means that the proposed mooring area will not detract from
the highly attractive and distinctive estuarine ‘sense of place’ associated with the Parapara Estuary and
surrounds.

4.16

On balancing these considerations, adverse visual, natural character and landscape effects are assessed
to be negligible.
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Figure 4: Proposed mooring area at Milnthorpe (Parapara Estuary) (source: Davidson Environmental Report (April 2015)).

Figure 3: Proposed mooring area (source: TDC).
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Photograph 17: Entrance to the Parapara Estuary. Distal spit Reserve land to the left of view.

Photograph 18: Nelson Street cluster near the estuary mouth glimpsed from the water behind coastal vegetation.
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Photograph 19: View of Milnthorpe Quay from the water looking south westwards.
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Photograph 20: Proposed mooring area in centre of view. Milnthorpe Quay to right of view. Dwellings nestled into bush visible around hill s lopes.

Photograph 22: Existing Milnthorpe Quay structure.
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Photograph 21: Looking north eastward from near the eastern end of the proposed mooring area out to sea.
Milnthorpe Quay to left of view.

Photograph 23: Existing moored vessel in proposed mooring area.
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Photograph 24: Typical character of proposed mooring area context.

Photograph 26: Reserve near proposed mooring area. Shoreline vegetation serves to screen/filter views in places.

Photograph 27: Typical character of proposed mooring area context.
Photograph 25 Typical character of proposed mooring area context.
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5.0

Mooring Area: Boundary Bay (ATNP)

5.1

Boundary Bay is located on the north western side of the larger embayment within which Rakāuroa
(Torrent Bay) is positioned in ATNP. The wider bay presents a range of sheltered anchoring conditions and
for this reason is well established as a safe haven for boaties (as suggested by the naming of the southern
portion of the Rakāuroa embayment as ‘The Anchorage’).

5.2

Boundary Bay enjoys a south easterly aspect and there are a scattering of holiday homes along the
beachfront accessed via the water (only).

5.3

The white sand bay is framed by dense regenerating bushclad slopes and dramatic rocky headlands which,
inconjunction with the clear waters of the bay, creates a highly attractive and memorable composition.
The Abel Tasman walkway does not pass through the bay, however the area is popular for sea kayaking
(including landing in the bay) and recreational boating.

5.4

The Davidson Environmental Report describes the Boundary Bay (and Glasgow Bay) as follows:

Davidson (1992) described the Abel Tasman National Park coast (92 km) as combinations of sandy
beaches, sandy estuaries and granite rocky coasts. The coast is a high use area and is internationally
recognised for its scenic values. Davidson (1992) reported a low biomass of marine algae, a high
diversity of reef fish, however, the abundance of edible fish species was low. The author recognised
12 subtidal habitat types and their approximate locations were mapped. Important areas for sea birds
were also mapped along the Abel Tasman coast (Davidson 1992).
The proposed mooring areas located in Boundary and Glasgow Bays have no t been surveyed,
however, substrate maps produced by Davidson (1992) cover these areas and provide a general
description of substratum. A site located approximately 160 m east of the Boundary Bay mooring area
has been used as a biological monitoring site since 1994 (Davidson and Richards 2013).
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5.5

As outlined earlier, it is expected that an ONL classification applies to most, if not all, of ATNP. The waters
of Boundary Bay (and including the proposed mooring area) have been identified in a District wide Natural
Character Assessment as having High Natural Character (Pacific Eco-Logic Ltd, June 2013).

5.6

The proposed mooring area coincides with an ‘all tide’ area and 9 consented swing moorings.

5.7

The proposed mooring area seeks to rationalise existing consented moorings and is intended to provide
for the local property owners only.

5.8

Whilst the mooring area will be visible from at least some of the dwellings in the area, from the beach
itself and from the water, the presence of vessels moored in Boundary Bay’s ‘all tide’ area is a wellestablished visual element. The very limited extent of the proposed mooring area in combination with
this established visual context means that the proposed development will not detract from the character
and quality of the outlook enjoyed from these locations.

5.9

The acceptability of the location in terms of marine ecology effects as outlined in the Davidson
Environmental Report in conjunction with the contextual and visual ‘fit’ described above will ensure that
adverse natural character and landscape effects (including visual effects) are avoided.

5.10

Importantly, this contextual and visual ‘fit’ means that the proposed mooring area will not detract from
the highly attractive and memorable ‘sense of place’ associated with this portion of the ATNP coastline.
The very limited extent of the mooring area and its confinement to a part of the bay where such activity
is already concentrated will avoid the perception of Boundary Bay being ‘hemmed in’ by moored vessels.

5.11

On balancing these considerations, adverse visual, natural character and landscape effects are assessed
to be negligible.
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Figure 5: Proposed mooring area (source: TDC).
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Photograph 28: Boundary Bay seen to the right of the view.
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6.0

Mooring Area: Glasgow Bay (ATNP)

6.1

Glasgow Bay is also located on the north western side of the larger embayment within which Rakāuroa
(Torrent Bay) is positioned in ATNP and sits between Boundary Bay and Rakāuroa. As explained above,
the wider bay presents a range of sheltered anchoring conditions and for this reason is well established
as a safe haven for boaties (as suggested by the naming of the southern portion of the Rakāuroa
embayment as ‘The Anchorage’).

6.2

Glasgow Bay has a more southerly aspect and there is only one holiday home on the beachfront, set
behind coastal plantings, and which is accessed via the water (only). Beachfront dwellings at the southern
end of Rakāuroa are expected to have long range views to the bay.

6.3

The white sand bay is framed by dense regenerating bushclad slopes and dramatic rocky headlands which,
inconjunction with the clear waters of the bay, creates a highly attractive and memorable composition.
The Abel Tasman walkway does not pass through the bay, however the area is popular for sea kayaking
(including landing in the bay) and recreational boating.

6.4

The Davidson Environmental Report describes Glasgow Bay (and Boundary Bay) as follows:

Davidson (1992) described the Abel Tasman National Park coast (92 km) as combinations of sandy
beaches, sandy estuaries and granite rocky coasts. The coast is a high use area and is internationally
recognised for its scenic values. Davidson (1992) reported a low biomass of marine algae, a high
diversity of reef fish, however, the abundance of edible fish species was low. The author recognised
12 subtidal habitat types and their approximate locations were mapped. Important areas for sea birds
were also mapped along the Abel Tasman coast (Davidson 1992).
The proposed mooring areas located in Boundary and Glasgow Bays have not been surveyed,
however, substrate maps produced by Davidson (1992) cover these areas and provide a general
description of substratum. A site located approximately 160 m east of the Boundary Bay mooring area
has been used as a biological monitoring site since 1994 (Davidson and Richards 2013).
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6.5

As outlined earlier, it is expected that an ONL classification applies to most, if not all, of ATNP. The waters
of Glasgow Bay (and including the proposed mooring area) have been identified in a District wide Natural
Character Assessment as having High Natural Character (Pacific Eco-Logic Ltd, June 2013).

6.6

The proposed mooring area coincides with an ‘all tide’ area and 11 consented and 1 unconsented swing
mooring. There are 5 unconsented and 1 consented fixed moorings in the Torrent Bay Estuary (near
Glasgow Bay).

6.7

The proposed mooring area seeks to rationalise existing consented moorings and is intended to provide
for the local property owners only.

6.8

The mooring area will be visible at relatively close range from the dwelling in the bay (albeit likely filtered
by vegetation) and beachfront dwellings at the southern end of Rakāuroa, from the beach itself and from
the water. In relation to the dwellings, intervening vegetation or the diminishing effects of distance are
expected to contribute an appreciable moderating influence.

6.9

In relation to the open views available from the water and beach, the presence of vessels moored in the
bay’s ‘all tide’ area is a well-established visual element. The limited extent of the proposed mooring area
in combination with this established visual context means that the proposed development will not detract
from the character and quality of the outlook enjoyed from these locations.

6.10

The acceptability of the location in terms of marine ecology effects as outlined in the Davidson
Environmental Report in conjunction with the contextual and visual ‘fit’ described above will ensure that
adverse natural character and landscape effects (including visual effects) are avoided.

6.11

Importantly, this contextual and visual ‘fit’ means that the proposed mooring area will not detract from
the highly attractive and memorable ‘sense of place’ associated with this portion of the ATNP coastline.
The very limited extent of the mooring area and its confinement to a part of the bay where such activity
is already concentrated will avoid the perception of Glasgow Bay being ‘hemmed in’ by moored vessels.

6.12

On balancing these considerations, adverse visual, natural character and landscape effects are assessed
to be negligible.
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Figure 6: Proposed mooring area (source:TDC).
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Photograph 29 Typical character of coastline in and around Glasgow Bay.

Photograph 30: Typical character of coastl ine in and around Glasgow Bay.
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Photograph 31: Typical character of northern end of Rakāuroa/Torrent Bay, near Glasgow Bay.

Photograph 32: Typical character of southern end of Rakāuroa/Torrent Bay, near Glasgow Bay.
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7.0

Mooring Area: Otuwhero Inlet, Marahau (ATNP)

7.1

Marahau is located within the wider embayment known as Sandy Bay, some 19 km north of Motueka, and
coincides with the start of the Abel Tasman walkway and comprises a small coastal settlement accessed
by road. The settlement comprises a mix of permanent and holiday homes, with numerous commercial
tourism operators based in the bay. The proposed mooring area is within the Otuwhero Inlet at the
southern end of the bay, behind a spit landform.

7.2

7.3

7.4

7.5

As outlined earlier, it is expected that an ONL classification applies to most, if not all, of ATNP. The waters
at Marahau (and including the proposed mooring area) have been identified in a District wide Natural
Character Assessment as having High Natural Character (Pacific Eco-Logic Ltd, June 2013).

7.6

The proposed mooring area coincides with an intertidal area and 12 unconsented swing moorings.
Another 9 unconsented swing moorings and 2 unconsented fixed moorings are located outside of the
proposed mooring area on both sides of the spit (i.e. seaward side and inlet side).

Robertson and Stevens (2012) described Otuwhero Inlet as “a moderate-sized (95 ha), shallow, wellflushed, seawater-dominated, tidal lagoon type estuary with one tidal opening, one main basin, a small
tidal arm and a large freshwater influenced saltmarsh separated by a causeway. It has a double sand pit
(700 m long) largely vegetated in exotic weeds. Much of the estuary catchment is forest (primarily exotic
46%), with intensive pastoral use at 10%. The granite catchment is highly erodible and land disturbance
has led to excessive sediment inputs to the estuary.”

7.7

The proposed mooring area seeks to regularise the patterning of existing moorings and provide a larger
overall mooring area in response to mooring demand in the area.

7.8

A detailed assessment of the effects of the proposed mooring area on shorebirds has undertaken in the
Melville Report. That report concludes that proposed mooring area will have no significant adverse
effects on shorebirds.

With respect to ecological values Roberston and Stevens (2012) stated “habitat diversity is high and
includes a community sequence including un-vegetated tidal flats, saltmarsh, seagrass (on the delta
area at the mouth), herb-fields, freshwater wetland, and two forest remnants. However, significant
areas of saltmarsh and natural vegetated margin have been lost. Currently, saltmarsh occupies 36%
of the estuary whereas historically it was approximately 40-50% and much of the terrestrial margin is
covered in pines or scrub. In addition, the estuary is excessively muddy (10% soft mud). The inlet is
recognised as a valuable nursery area for marine and freshwater fish, an extensive shellfish resource,
and is very important for birdlife.” Status species including banded rail, fern -bird, marsh crake, and
bittern are present (Walker, 1987).

7.9

The location of the mooring area ‘behind’ (or landward of) the sand spit serves to minimise its visual,
natural character and landscape ‘influence’ on the wider Sandy Bay embayment.

7.10

The mooring area will be visible at relatively close range from the waters of the inlet, the roads and
dwellings edging the inlet and at longer range from the dwellings on the headland to the south. The
presence of vessels moored in the Otuwhero Inlet tidal area is a well-established visual element and
makes an appreciable contribution to the visual character, quality and identity or ‘sense of place’
associated with Marahau.

7.11

Further, in each of these views, the existing development at Marahau or pine/grazing land backdrop
around the inlet is visible (at least in part) and forms a relatively modified context to the inlet. This
established visual context means that the proposed development will not detract from the character and
quality of the outlook enjoyed from these locations.

7.12

The acceptability of the location in terms of marine ecology effects (as per the Davidson Environmental
Report) and shorebirds (the Melville Report), in conjunction with the contextual and visual ‘fit’ described
above will ensure that adverse natural character effects are avoided.

7.13

Importantly, this contextual and visual ‘fit’ means that the proposed mooring area will not detract from
the ‘sense of place’ associated with the Otuwhero Inlet and wider landscape setting.

7.14

On balancing these considerations, adverse visual, natural character and landscape effects are assessed
to be negligible.

The Davidson Environmental Report describes Marahau as follows:

Several dwellings are scattered on the regenerating bush clad headland at the southern end of Marahau
and are expected to enjoy views out over the Otuwhero Inlet. The inlet area is also seen from Sandy BayMarahau Road and Kaiteriteri-Sandy Bay Road and the low lying dwellings at the south end of Marahau
settlement near the spit.
As a gateway to ATNP, Marahau is popular for recreational boating, sea kayaking, walking and swimming.
The location of several water based commercial tourism operators at Marahau adds a level of
concentrated activity in the bay that is greater than that apparent in the national park bays further to the
north.
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Photograph 33: Typical character of proposed mooring area at low tide. Source: Yachts, Marahau, Tasman Bay, New Zealand

Photograph 34: Typical character of proposed mooring area at low tide. Source: Excursionistas2: N Zed – The Beginning

Figure 7: Proposed mooring area (source:TDC).
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Photograph 35: Typical character of proposed mooring area at low tide.

Photograph 37: Houses overlooking inlet visible on bush clad hillside and ridgeline.

Photograph 36: Typical character of proposed mooring area at low tide.
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Photograph 39: Road running around the edges of Otuwhero Inlet.

Photograph 38: Typical character of existing mooring area adjacent the spit at low tide.

Photograph 40: landward end of spit, open sea to left of view.
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Photograph 41: Spit landform.

Photograph 43: View north eastwards across to the proposed mooring area. (NB poles correspond to launching area/boat ramp on spit.)

Figure 8: Proposed mooring area at Otuwhero Inlet (Marahau) – Source: Davidson
Environmental Report (April 2015)

Photograph 42: Typical character of existing moorings and their relationship to the spit at low tide.
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Photograph 44: Panoramic view of Marahau from the water. Proposed mooring area behind spit landform in centre of view. Dwellings on bush clad headland at the south end of the bay seen to the left of view.

Photograph 45: Mid-range view to the spit at the southern end of Marahau from the water.

Photograph 46: Longer range view to the spit and beachfront settlement at Marahau from the water.
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8.0

Mooring Area: Kaiteriteri

8.1

Kaiteriteri is a seaside holiday ‘resort’ settlement some 7.5km from Marahau, the southern (and therefore
main) gateway to ATNP.

8.2

The highly attractive white sandy beach and clear waters of the bay, framed by bush clad headlands and
a series of sculptural rocky outcrops, together with the range of facilities (shops, restaurants and the like)
make the area highly sought after as a location for both permanent/holiday homes and camping.

8.3

The proximity of the bay to ATNP, its easy accessibility from Motueka and the range of facilities on offer
(including campgrounds, tourist accommodation etc) makes it a key location for commercial operators
providing access to the park. The relatively deep waters at Kaiteriteri make it suited to anchoring/mooring
larger commercial vessels and it is understood that during the peak season summer months, the current
mooring space is under pressure. It is understood that during the summer months, commercial operators
prefer to be based in Kaiteriteri due the distance of the commercial marina at Motueka from ATNP, the
difficulties with getting around the bar at Motueka and the exposure of the Stephens Bay mooring area.

8.4

The bay is enclosed by Kākā Island to the north and Torlesse Rock to the south and is effectively divided
into two sub-bays via a small bush clad promontory roughly in the centre. A shallow spit defines the
northern portion of the bay, behind which is an estuary and coastal flat. Built development is evident
throughout the hill backdrop however is, in the main, seen against a dense bush clad backdrop or presents
as development nestled into a vegetated setting (for the most part).

8.5

Beachfront and hillside development throughout the southern sub-bay appears as more intensive as a
consequence of the considerably reduced vegetated context and, in some places, the scale of dwellings.

8.6

The bay is highly popular for swimming, kayaking and recreational boating and in many respects is
regarded as a key boating gateway to the national park.

8.7

It is also understood that the beachfront and waters of the bay are under considerable pressure by
competing users during the peak summer months and a range of management strategies have been
introduced to allow for safe enjoyment by the wide range of users (commercial operators, water skiers,
swimmers, jet skiers, boat launching, mooring etc).

8.8

The Davidson Environmental Report describes Kaiteriteri as follows:

Kaiteriteri is composed of the same range of substrata known from the greater Abel Tasman coast
(i.e. combinations of sandy beaches, sandy estuaries, and granite rocky coasts) (Davidson 1992).
Kaiteriteri is a very high use area with motor camps, shop, restaurants, cafes and adventure operators.
Considerable human modification of the bay and estuary has occurred including reclamation, roading
and subdivision. The marine biology of the area has, however, had little study. Davidson and
Chadderton (1994) established a rocky sample site on a reef near little Kaiteriteri. The authors
reported a low biomass of marine algae and high numbers of invertebrate grazers. The authors stated
the rocky site was comparable to the granite substrata along the National Park coast.
8.9

The northern portion of beachfront, the northern headland and Kākā Island are zoned Open Space
although no walking tracks are shown in this area. The majority of this area together with the estuary and
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undeveloped hill backdrop behind the southern end of the bay (Kaiteriteri Mountain Bike Park) forms the
Kaiteriteri Recreation Reserve. The exceptions are Kākā Island which is excluded from the recreation
reserve, and the norther headland which coincides with the Kaka Point Historic Reserve.
8.10

The waters at Kaiteriteri (and including the proposed mooring area) have been identified in a District wide
Natural Character Assessment as having High Natural Character (Pacific Eco-Logic Ltd, June 2013).

8.11

Two new (predominantly) ‘all tide’ mooring areas are proposed throughout the northern portion of the
bay, adjacent the headland terminating in Kākā Island. The ‘outer’ mooring area is intended for use by
commercial operators (as the water depth makes it suited to larger vessels) with the ‘inner’ mooring area
intended for seasonal use ‘private’ boats (noting that at least part of this area is tidal). The latter
effectively corresponds to the ‘footprint’ of the majority of existing moorings in the bay, so the proposal
will see an expansion of mooring activity seaward, away from the beachfront.

8.12

Some 20 consented swing moorings are located within the proposed mooring areas. 3 unconsented
moorings are located outside the proposed areas

8.13

The proposed mooring areas seek to rationalise existing moorings, better provide for commercial operator
moorings and include a limited extent of additional smaller boat moorings in a seasonal mooring area.

8.14

The presence of existing (consented and unconsented) moorings in the proposed development area
together with the identity of the area as a key boating gateway to ATNP suggests a contextual and visual
‘fit’.

8.15

The location of the proposed mooring areas tucked in against the northern headland serves to minimise
its visual, natural character and landscape ‘influence’ on the wider Kaiteriteri embayment. The approach
of focussing ‘new’ moorings seaward of the existing concentration of vessels is also sympathetic to the
intentions of maintaining a relatively open and uncluttered beachfront, which is considered to be
beneficial to the general amenity of the beachfront.

8.16

The mooring area will be visible at relatively close range from the water, the beachfront and dwellings
around the bay.

8.17

The presence of numerous vessels moored and anchored (albeit typically for a relatively short duration
due to the exposed nature of the bay) at Kaiteriteri is a well-established visual element during the summer
months and makes an appreciable contribution to the visual character, quality and identity or ‘sense of
place’ associated with the bay. It should be noted that during the winter months, the majority of these
vessels are not present in the bay.

8.18

Further, in each of these views, there is a keen awareness of the extensive built development at Kaiteriteri
which forms a highly modified context for the proposed development.

8.19

This established visual context means that the proposed development will not detract from the character
and quality of the outlook enjoyed from these locations.
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8.20

8.21

32

That said, it is fair to say that the new mooring areas are located in a portion of the bay that is perceived
as less developed, largely as a consequence of the vegetation cover throughout the hills and headland
framing the northern sub-bay. The concentration of existing mooring activity in this part of the bay plays
an important moderating role in this regard as described above. Further, it is understood that the location
of the proposed moorings has been carefully considered to balance the need for sheltered (and in the
case of the commercial vessels, adequately depth) waters and enabling the other ‘water users’ in the bay
(eg water skiing etc).
It is also understood that preliminary feedback from iwi is supportive of the proposed mooring area at
Kaiteriteri.

8.22

The acceptability of the location in terms of marine ecology effects as outlined in the Davidson
Environmental Report in conjunction with the contextual and visual ‘fit’ described above will ensure that
adverse natural character effects are avoided.

8.23

Importantly, this contextual and visual ‘fit’ means that the proposed mooring area will not detract from
the ‘sense of place’ associated with Kaiteriteri. The relatively limited extent of the mooring area and its
confinement to a part of the bay where such activity is already concentrated will avoid the perception of
Kaiteriteri being ‘hemmed in’ by moored vessels.

8.24

On balancing these considerations, adverse visual, natural character and landscape effects are assessed
to be negligible.
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Photograph 47: Typical character of holiday makers using beach.

Photograph 48: Typical character of holiday makers using beach.

Figure 9: Proposed mooring area (source: TDC).
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Photograph 49: Typical character of holiday makers using beach.

Photograph 51: Typical character of holiday makers using the waters of the bay.

Photograph 50: Anchored and moored vessels in proposed mooring area.

Photograph 52: Commercial operators: sea kayaking.
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Photograph 53: Typical character of commercial vessels that moor in the bay.

Photograph 54: Typical character of commercial vessels that moor in the bay (noting that the buoys mark the extent of the seasonal
mooring area).

Photograph 55: Panoramic view of Kaiteriteri. The seemingly more intensively developed southern sub-bay is seen to the left of view.
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Photograph 56: Northern portion of Kaiteriteri where the new mooring areas are proposed. Bush clad headland framing the northern side of the bay seen to the right of view.
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9.0

Mooring Area: Stephens Bay

9.1

Stephens Bay is located to the south of Kaiteriteri and comprises a small coastal settlement with holiday
and permanent homes scattered along the beachfront and throughout the hill slopes framing the bay.

9.8

The (proposed) mooring area will be visible at relatively close range from the water, the beachfront and
dwellings around the bay, public roads and the reserve network (including elevated land) farming the bay.

9.2

Bush clad hill slopes backdrop the southern end of the bay in mid to longer range views from the water.

9.9

9.3

Ridgeline dwellings are visible in mid-range views from the water to the northern end of the bay and a
subdivision throughout the backdrop in this part of the bay would appear to be under construction.

The presence of vessels moored in the bay’s ‘all tide’ area is a well-established visual element. The
relatively limited extent of the change to the mooring ‘footprint’ envisaged by the proposed mooring area,
in combination with this established visual context means that the proposed development will not detract
from the character and quality of the outlook enjoyed from these locations.

9.4

The Davidson Environmental Report describes the area as follows:

9.10

Further, in each of these views, there is a keen awareness of the built development at Stephens Bay which
forms a modified context for the proposed development.

9.11

The location of the proposed mooring area in a portion of the bay that is currently favoured for such uses
is sympathetic to the intentions of minimising adverse visual, natural character and landscape effects. In
addition the proposed configuration of the ‘new’ mooring area seawards of the existing mooring area will
minimise the influence of the development and activity on the beachfront itself.

9.12

The acceptability of the location in terms of marine ecology effects as outlined in the Davidson
Environmental Report in conjunction with the contextual and visual ‘fit’ described above will ensure that
adverse natural character effects are avoided.

9.13

Importantly, this contextual and visual ‘fit’ means that the proposed mooring area will not detract from
the ‘sense of place’ associated with Stephens Bay. The relatively limited extent of the mooring area and
its confinement to a part of the bay where such activity is already concentrated will avoid the perception
of Stephens Bay being ‘hemmed in’ by moored vessels.

9.14

On balancing these considerations, adverse visual, natural character and landscape effects are assessed
to be negligible.

Stephens Bay is composed of the same range of substrata known from the greater Abel Tasman coast
(i.e. combinations of sandy beaches, sandy estuarine flats, and granite rocky coasts (Davidson 1992).
Stephens Bay has a small car park and is dominated by residential development. Considerable human
modification of the catchment has occurred including land clearance, roading and subdivision. The
marine biology of the area has, however, had little study. Based on other work along the Abel Tasman
coast (Davidson 1992, Davidson and Chadderton 1994, Davidson and Freeman 2013, Davidson and
Richards 2014) it is expected that subtidal rocky and soft shore habitats will be comparable to the
greater Able Tasman coast and National Park. The existing and proposed mooring areas located in
Stephens Bay have not been biologically surveyed.
9.5

An Esplanade Reserve extends along the beach front, adjoining Tapu Reserve at its western end and the
Stephens Bay Recreation Reserve at its north end.

9.6

The waters at Stephens Bay (and including the existing and proposed mooring area) have been identified
in a District wide Natural Character Assessment as having High Natural Character (Pacific Eco-Logic Ltd,
June 2013).

9.7

An existing mooring area is established throughout the northern portion of the bay in which there are 8
consented swing moorings. It is proposed to extend the existing ‘all tide’ mooring area seawards to
‘capture’ two consented moorings and to provide for a limited number of additional ‘all tide’ moorings .
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Photograph 57: Typical character of proposed mooring area.

Figure 10: Proposed mooring area (source: TDC).
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Photograph 58: Typical character of Stephens Bay beachfront.

Photograph 59: Typical character of proposed mooring area.

Photograph 60: Closer range view of the proposed mooring area at Stephens Bay.
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Photograph 61: Longer range view to Stephens Bay. Proposed mooring area to right of view.

Photograph 62: Stephens Bay Esplanade Reserve, Kaiteriteri
(source: Tasman District Council http://www.tasman.govt.nz)
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10.0 Mooring Area: Tapu Bay
10.5

The waters at Tapu Bay (and including the proposed mooring area) have been identified in a District wide
Natural Character Assessment as having High Natural Character (Pacific Eco-Logic Ltd, June 2013).

10.6

An Esplanade Reserve adjoins the beachfront and the dunes in the area are the subject of a local
community restoration project. The reserve extends along the beach front, adjoining Tapu Reserve at its
western end and the Stephens Bay Recreation Reserve at its north end.

The proposed mooring area coincides with the tidal flats north east of the Riwaka channel and 7
unconsented swing moorings. Another 8 unconsented moorings are located outside of the proposed
mooring area. The proposed mooring area seeks to rationalise existing moorings, and provide for limited
local use. Overall there is a proposed reduction in the extent of moorings in the area.

10.7

The mooring area will be visible at relatively close range from the water and from at least some locations
on the beachfront/reserve, Riwaka-Kaiteriteri Road and dwellings around the bay.

The Davidson Environmental Report describes the area as follows:

10.8

The presence of vessels moored in the bay’s intertidal area is a well-established visual element. The
reduced extent of the perceived existing mooring ‘footprint’ anticipated by the proposed mooring area,
in combination with this established visual context means that the proposed development will not detract
from the character and quality of the outlook enjoyed from these locations.

10.9

Further, in each of these views, there is a keen awareness of the built development at Tapu Bay which
forms a modified context for the proposed development.

10.10

The location of the proposed mooring areas in a portion of the bay that is currently favoured for such uses
is sympathetic to the intentions of minimising adverse visual, natural character and landscape effects.

10.11

The acceptability of the location in terms of marine ecology effects as outlined in the Davidson
Environmental Report in conjunction with the contextual and visual ‘fit’ described above will ensure that
adverse natural character effects are avoided. In particular the proposed mooring area has been carefully
configured to avoid existing eelgrass areas.

10.12

Importantly, this contextual and visual ‘fit’ means that the proposed mooring area will not detract from
the ‘sense of place’ associated with Tapu Bay. The relatively limited extent of the mooring area and its
confinement to a part of the bay where such activity is already concentrated will avoid the perception of
Tapu Bay being ‘hemmed in’ by moored vessels.

10.13

On balancing these considerations, adverse visual, natural character and landscape effects are assessed
to be negligible.

10.1

Tapu Bay is located immediately to the south of Stephens Bay and sits at the northernmost end of the
broader ‘embayment’ extending from Anarewa Point to Outer Island, just south of the Riwaka River
mouth.

10.2

A small coastal settlement (that is contiguous with the adjacent settlement at Stephens Bay), straddles
the ridgeline and slopes, extending down to the beachfront at the northern end of the bay.

10.3

10.4

Robertson and Stevens (2012) included this area into a larger unit encompassing the Motueka Estuary
delta. The authors described the coastal intertidal flats as “consisting of a short, narrow and shallow
tidal river mouth estuary that discharges onto a broad delta (~700 ha), with associated tidal lagoon
estuaries located to the north (Riwaka 15 ha) and south (Motueka 76 ha). The river mouth estuary
and delta has a high freshwater inflow and, as a consequence, is not very susceptible to having water
and sediment quality problems. A series of islands and spits occupy the delta area and includes
discharges from other smaller streams and rivers (e.g. Riwaka River). At low tide, most of the
estuary/delta consists of exposed sandy or cobble tidal flats. Much of the Motueka catchment is
forest, with pastoral use at 16%. The majority of the sediment and nutrient load from the river is
discharged and settles into the subtidal plume area in Tasman Bay (Tuckey et al. 2006).”
With respect to ecological values Roberston and Stevens (2012) stated “Ecologically, habitat diversity
is moderate with much of its intertidal vegetation intact, and moderate areas of saltmarsh (4.3% of
estuary) and herbfield (3.5%) (Tuckey et al. 2004). However, the natural vegetated margin of the
greater Motueka delta flats has been lost and is now developed for grazing. Also, since 1947 at least
33ha of saltmarsh has been drained and converted to pasture. Evidence also indicates a further loss
of 200-300 ha prior to 1947 (Tuckey et al. 2004). The estuary/delta is recognised as a valuable nursery
area for marine and freshwater fish, is rich in shellfish, and a major feeding ground for wading birds.”

18133 | December 2018

41

Tasman District: Boat Moorings and Coastal Structures | Visual, Natural Character and Landscape Effects

Figure 12: Proposed mooring area at Tapu Bay – Source: Davidson Environmental Report (April 2015).

Figure 11: Proposed mooring area (source: TDC).
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Photograph 63: Tapu Bay, Kaiteriteri (source: https://www.holidayhouses.co.nz/new/listing/68460)

Photograph 65: Typical character of Tapu Bay.

Photograph 66: Tapu Bay, Kaiteriteri (source: AA Traveller
https://www.aa.co.nz)

Photograph 64: Typical character of proposed mooring area at low tide.
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11.0 Mooring Area: Moutere Inlet: Sand Spit Delta
11.1

The Moutere Inlet sand spit delta is located to the south of Motueka, a seaside town on the western side
of Tasman Bay, approximately 50km from Nelson. The delta is formed of sediments from the Motueka
and Riwaka Rivers, swept into continually changing shapes by the sea. A highly mobile sand spit frames
the eastern side of the delta, with Motueka Quay and Port Motueka enclosing the western side.

11.2

The DoC website describes the spit as an internationally recognised site for local and migrant shorebirds
(under the Ramsar convention for wetlands). Walking track access is available throughout the spit,
affording highly attractive views from D’Urville Island to Richmond, the Arthur Ranges and ATNP.

11.3

The western side of the delta effectively comprises a ‘second’ spit landform that encloses the northern
end of the Moutere Inlet (to the east). A range of permanent and (to a lesser extent) holiday homes line
the delta frontage (Trewavas Street), terminating in the extensive commercial/industrial development
associated with Port Motueka.
Jackett Island lies a short distance across the Motueka River mouth immediately to the south of Port
Motueka. Scattered holiday homes and permanent dwellings are located on the island, generally oriented
to afford attractive views out over the inlet waters to the west, or delta (and Tasman Bay) waters to the
east. Exotic plantings generally serve to limit views to the north (to the proposed mooring area).

11.4

11.5

The Davidson Environmental Report describes the area as follows:

Robertson and Stevens (2012) described this area as part of the Moutere Inlet and adjacent delta. The
authors described the intertidal flats in the Moutere delta as “an extensive coastal tidal flat delta
(243ha) located inshore of the Motueka sandspit. Much of the sheltered tidal flat area inside the spit
consists of soft mud, backed by the highly modified Motueka beachfront (seawalls, roads and
houses).” The spit and associated delta supports extensive beds of cockles, pipi, and tuatua being
major feeding grounds for wading birds (Walker 1987).
11.6

The waters at Moutere Inlet (and including the proposed mooring area) have been identified in a District
wide Natural Character Assessment as having High Natural Character (Pacific Eco-Logic Ltd, June 2013).

11.7

The proposed mooring area coincides with the tidal flats approximately mid-way along (and to the east
of) the stable and ‘developed’ spit landform that terminates at Port Motueka. The new mooring area
coincides with 17 unconsented swing moorings with a further 13 unconsented swing moorings located
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outside of the proposed mooring area. The proposed mooring area seeks to rationalise existing moorings,
and provide for a limited level of local use. Overall there is a reduction in the number of moorings in the
area.
11.8

A detailed assessment of the effects of the proposed mooring area on shorebirds is addressed in the
Melville Report. That report concludes that proposed mooring area will have no significant adverse
effects on shorebirds.

11.9

The mooring area will be visible at relatively close range from the water, parts of the shoreline and
quayfront (to the north), some of the dwellings along the eastern side of Trewavas Street, the port and
parts of the Doc Reserve on the sand spit running along the east side of the delta.

11.10

The presence of vessels moored in the delta’s intertidal area is a well-established visual element. The
reduced extent of the perceived existing mooring ‘footprint’ anticipated by the proposed mooring area,
in combination with this established visual context means that the proposed development will not detract
from the character and quality of the outlook enjoyed from these locations.

11.11

Further, in each of these views, there is a keen awareness of the built development associated with
Motueka and the Port, which forms a highly modified context for the proposed development.

11.12

The location of the proposed mooring area in a portion of the delta that is currently favoured for such
uses is sympathetic to the intentions of minimising adverse visual, natural character and landscape
effects. The proximity of the mooring areas to the marina and port, also suggests a contextual fit.

11.13

The acceptability of the location in terms of marine ecology effects (as per the Davidson Environmental
Report) and shorebirds (as per the Melville Report), in conjunction with the contextual and visual ‘fit’
described above will ensure that adverse natural character effects are avoided.

11.14

Importantly, this contextual and visual ‘fit’ means that the proposed mooring area will not detract from
the ‘sense of place’ associated with the Moutere Inlet sand spit delta. The relatively limited extent of the
mooring area and its confinement to a part of the delta where such activity is already concentrated will
avoid the perception of the sandspit being ‘hemmed in’ by moored vessels.

11.15

On balancing these considerations, adverse visual, natural character and landscape effects are assessed
to be negligible.
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Figure 14: Proposed mooring area at Moutere Inlet Sand Spit Delta (to the right of image). Sour ce: Davidson
Environmental Report (April 2015)

Photograph 67: Typical character of proposed mooring area at mid tide.
Figure 13: Proposed mooring area (source: TDC).
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Photograph 68: Typical character of proposed mooring area.

Photograph 70: Typical character of proposed mooring area.

Photograph 69: Typical character of shoreline adjacent proposed mooring area.
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Photograph 71: Typical character of proposed mooring area at low tide.

Photograph 72: View from Motueka River mouth entrance northwards to proposed mooring area. Port Motueka to left of view. Development along Trevawas Street glimpsed behind vegetated context.
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Photograph 73: Northern end of Jackett Island (groyne visible in foreground). Port Motueka to the right (outside of field of view).

Photograph 74: Looking southwards from the Motueka River mouth entrance. Southern end of DoC sandspit reserve area seen to left of view.
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Photograph 75: Typical character of Port Motueka.
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12.0 Mooring Area: Moutere Inlet: Marina
12.1

The proposed mooring area in relation to the Moutere Inlet: Marina is located within the northern portion
of the Moutere Inlet and to the west of the existing marina and Port Motueka. There is a large existing
inter tidal mooring area in this part of the inlet, and it is intended to substantially reduce the existing area
so that it is confined to a more limited extent of the intertidal flats on the eastern side of the inlet (near
the marina and port).

12.2

The causeway associated with Wharf Road crosses the inlet to the north of the proposed mooring area
and The Coastal Highway runs along the western shoreline of the inlet. Beyond this highway (i.e. to the
west) are a range of horticultural properties.

12.3

The Davidson Environmental Report describes the area as follows:

Robertson and Stevens (2012) described Moutere Inlet as “a moderate-sized (762 ha), shallow, wellflushed, seawater-dominated, tidal lagoon type estuary with two tidal openings, one main basin,
several tidal arms separated by causeways.” Further they stated “ecologically, habitat diversity is
moderate but significant areas of high value habitat have been lost. Currently, saltmarsh occupies 8%
of the estuary and seagrass 0.1%. Prior to 1947, saltmarsh was double the current area (Clark and
Gillespie 2006). In addition, the estuary is excessively muddy (22% is soft mud), particularly the
sheltered delta basin, and the natural vegetated margin has been lost and is now developed for
grazing and horticulture (Clark et al. 2006). The inlet is recognised as a valuable nursery area for
marine and freshwater fish, an extensive shellfish resource, and is important for birdlife. Toxicant
indicators (heavy metals) are low (Gillespie and Clark 2006).”
12.4

The waters at Moutere Inlet (and including the proposed mooring area) have been identified in a District
wide Natural Character Assessment as having High Natural Character (Pacific Eco-Logic Ltd, June 2013).

12.5

The new (reduced) mooring area coincides with approximately 24 unconsented swing moorings and 2
consented moorings. As explained above, the proposed mooring area seeks to rationalise existing
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moorings, reflect current use patterns and remove undeveloped and unwanted parts of the existing
mooring area from the estuary in the interests of enhancing the natural character of the area.
12.6

The mooring area will be visible at relatively close range from the water, the shoreline (including public
roads), the marina and port, and horticultural properties.

12.7

The presence of vessels moored in this portion of the Moutere Inlet intertidal area is a well-established
visual element. The reduction in the extent of the mooring area, in combination with this established
visual context means that the proposed development will not detract from the character and quality of
the outlook enjoyed from these locations.

12.8

Further, in each of these views, there is a keen awareness of the built development associated with
Motueka and the Port, which forms a highly modified context for the proposed development.

12.9

The location of the proposed mooring area in a portion of the inlet that is currently favoured for such uses
is sympathetic to the intentions of minimising adverse visual, natural character and landscape effects. The
proximity of the mooring areas to the marina and port, also suggests a contextual fit.

12.10

The acceptability of the location in terms of marine ecology effects as outlined in the Davidson
Environmental Report in conjunction with the contextual and visual ‘fit’ described above will ensure that
adverse natural character effects are avoided.

12.11

Importantly, this contextual and visual ‘fit’ means that the proposed mooring area will not detract from
the ‘sense of place’ associated with the Moutere Inlet Marina area. The relatively limited extent of the
mooring area and its confinement to a part of the inlet where such activity is already concentrated will
avoid the perception of the inlet margins being ‘hemmed in’ by moored vessels.

12.12

On balancing these considerations, adverse visual, natural character and landscape effects are assessed
to be negligible.
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Figure 16: Proposed mooring area at Moutere Inlet Marina (to the left of image). Source: Davidson
Environmental Report (April 2015)

Photograph 76: Typical character of proposed mooring area.

Figure 15: Proposed mooring area (source: TDC).
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Photograph 77: Typical character of proposed mooring area. Marina visible to left of view.

Photograph 79: Typical character the marina.

Photograph 78: Typical character of proposed mooring area.
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Photograph 81: Typical character of the marina.

Photograph 80: Typical character of proposed mooring area as seen from the marina.
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Photograph 82: View north westwards across the proposed mooring area from the marina.

Photograph 83: View northwards from the Motueka River channel to the proposed mooring area.
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13.0 Mooring Area: Mapua
side of Grossi Point; and another on the east side of Grossi Point, around the wharf. The majority of the
proposed mooring areas coincide with ‘all tide’ portions of the CMA.

13.1

Mapua is located approximately 30 km from Nelson and comprises a small-scale and low key coastal
settlement adjacent the Waimea Inlet.

13.2

A finger of land extends southwards from the settlement ‘proper’ into the Waimea Inlet, terminating at
Grossi Point. A wharf and thriving commercial area (craft brewery, restaurants, cafes etc) are located on
this small ‘peninsula’.

13.7

Approximately 28 consented swing moorings and 5 unconsented swing moorings coincide with the
proposed mooring area. The intention of the proposed development is to rationalise the patterning of
existing swing moorings, favouring ‘all tide’ rather than intertidal areas.

13.3

Over recent years, the settlement and wider Ruby Bay coastline have become popular as a holidaying
destination with a range of restaurants, shops, art galleries etc. The Tasman Great Trail cycle route
(Nelson to Motueka) passes through the area and the highly attractive views of the wharf and
moored/anchored vessels in the inlet is a popular vista used in tourism promotional material.

13.8

The mooring area will be visible at relatively close range from the water, the shoreline including public
roads, dwellings and commercial properties on the Grossi Point ‘peninsula’, the shoreline of
Moturoa/Rabbit Island and the Mapua Wharf.

13.9

The presence of vessels moored in this portion of the Waimea Inlet/Mapua channel and intertidal area is
a well-established visual element. The reduction in the extent of the mooring area, in combination with
this established visual context means that the proposed development will not detract from the character
and quality of the outlook enjoyed from these locations.

13.10

Further, in each of these views, there is an awareness of the built development associated with Mapua,
which forms a modified context for the proposed development.

13.11

The location of the proposed mooring area in a portion of the Waimea Inlet and Mapua Channel that is
currently favoured for such uses is sympathetic to the intentions of minimising adverse visual, natural
character and landscape effects. The proximity of the mooring areas to the operating wharf, also suggests
a contextual fit.

13.12

The acceptability of the location in terms of marine ecology effects as outlined in the Davidson
Environmental Report in conjunction with the contextual and visual ‘fit’ described above will ensure that
adverse natural character effects are avoided.

13.13

Importantly, this contextual and visual ‘fit’ means that the proposed mooring area will not detract from
the ‘sense of place’ associated with the Mapua area. The relatively limited extent of the mooring area and
its confinement to a part of the CMA where such activity is already concentrated will avoid the perception
of the inlet/channel margins being ‘hemmed in’ by moored vessels.

13.14

On balancing these considerations, adverse visual, natural character and landscape effects are assessed
to be negligible.

13.4

The Mapua ferry runs from the Mapua wharf to Moturoa/Rabbit Island to the south.

13.5

The Davidson Environmental Report describes the area as follows:

Robertson and Stevens (2012) described Waimea Inlet as “a large (3,345 ha), shallow, well-flushed,
seawater-dominated, tidal lagoon type estuary with two tidal openings, two main basins, and several
tidal arms. Catchment land use is mixed with forest occupying 69% and prime pastoral 20%.” The
authors stated “ecologically, habitat diversity is high with much of its intertidal vegetation intact,
moderate areas of saltmarsh (10% of estuary), some seagrass (1% of the estuary, located
predominantly in the eastern basin near Saxton Island) and a small subtidal sponge-dominated
community (by Rough Island). However, a large proportion of the estuary is soft muds (55%) and most
of the natural vegetated margin has been lost and is now developed. Also, since 1946 at least 83 ha
of saltmarsh has been reclaimed and developed. The invasive weed, Spartina anglica, occupied large
areas of the estuary in the 1980’s (40-50 ha in 1985) after it was introduced to promote reclamation
and stabilisation of soft muds entering from the catchment. In the early 1990’s, it was eradicated.
Despite the muddy nature of the estuary sediments, the inlet is recognised as a valuable for birdlife,
nursery area for marine and freshwater fish, and shellfish.
13.6

A sizeable mooring area extends around the southern and eastern sides of the Gross Point ‘peninsula’
throughout intertidal and ‘all tide’ areas (i.e. parts of the Mapua Channel). The proposed mooring area
comprises similarly scaled mooring area and sees the activity reconfigured to two areas: one on the west
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Photograph 84: Typical character of proposed mooring area to the south of the wharf.

Figure 17: Proposed mooring area (source:TDC).
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Photograph 85: Typical character of proposed mooring area on the west side of Grossi Point.
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Photograph 86: Typical character of proposed mooring area adjacent the wharf.
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Photograph 87: Typical character of proposed mooring area to the north of the wharf.

Photograph 88: Typical character of proposed mooring area to the north of the wharf.

Photograph 89: Typical character of proposed mooring area to the south of the wharf.
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Photograph 90: View south-westwards back towards Mapua Wharf from north end of Mapua Channel.
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Photograph 91: Zoomed in view south-westwards back towards Mapua Wharf from north end of Mapua Channel.
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Photograph 92: Seaward outlook from Mapua Wharf. Moturoa/Rabbit Island seen to right of view.

Photograph 93: Looking from Mapua Wharf southwards to the Waimea Inlet.
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14.0 Coastal Structures: Rakāuroa / Torrent Bay (ATNP)
14.6

The Torrent Bay village is located within the bay along with a scattering of holiday homes, tramping huts
and campsites along the beachfront. The bay is only accessible by water or walking.

Each of these structures form a long established landscape element within Rakāuroa. The jetties enable
boat access for residents in the bay (noting that there is no road access to the area) and the marker poles
facilitate safe passage across the estuary at low tide. As a consequence, each of these structures are
integral to the existing use and appreciation of the bay by the local community and the public more
generally.

14.7

As outlined earlier, it is expected that an ONL classification applies to most, if not all, of ATNP. The waters
of Rakāuroa have been identified in a District wide Natural Character Assessment as having High Natural
Character (Pacific Eco-Logic Ltd, June 2013).

The generally modest scale and visual character of these structures, together with their long accepted
functional ‘benefit‘ (which confers a visual ‘logic’ to them) means that they do not detract from the
character or quality of the visual setting at Rakāuroa.

14.8

Public coastal structures for which permitted activity consent is sought include 2 timber jetties and a
number of track marker poles, which indicate the low-tide ATNP walkway route across the estuary.

Unsurprisingly, the existence of these structures has not precluded the wider area rating as having High
Natural Character.

14.9

In many respects these structures represent and enable the recreational characteristics for which the local
area is so highly valued. In this way, these structures contribute positively to the landscape character and
‘sense of place’ of the local area.

14.10

On balancing these considerations, adverse visual, natural character and landscape effects are assessed
to be negligible.

14.1

The setting of Rakāuroa/Torrent Bay has been referenced in the discussion of the mooring areas at
Boundary Bay and Glasgow Bay. Rakāuroa is located within ATNP and the track passes through the bay.
The Rakāuroa estuary can be crossed within 2 hours either side of low tide or walkers can use an all tide
track around the edges of the estuary.

14.2

14.3

14.4
14.5

The jetties each comprise simple, weathered timber structures that are relatively visually recessive in
character. The track marker poles, are simple timber marker poles that by virtue of their function are
intended to be visible at some distance. All of the structures are positioned in open, intertidal portions
of the bay (i.e. there is no estuarine vegetation in the immediate area to assist with the visual integration
of the structures into the CMA - refer photographs overleaf).

Photograph 94: Typical character of the Rakāuroa/Torrent Bay context.
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Photograph 95: Abel Tasman Coastal Track, Rakāuroa/Torrent Bay estuary at low tide (source: Blog Tramping in the New
Zealand backcountry: NZ Bush Adventures )

Photograph 96 (a)-(d): Typical character of the public coastal structures for which consent is sought.
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15.0 Coastal Structures: Marahau (ATNP)
15.1

15.2

15.3

15.4

15.5

The setting of Marahau has been described in the discussion of the proposed mooring area at Otuwhero
Inlet. Marahau is located at the start of the ATNP and comprises a small coastal settlement accessible by
road. The settlement includes a mix of permanent and holiday homes, with numerous ATNP related
commercial tourism operators based in the bay.
As outlined earlier, it is expected that an ONL classification applies to most, if not all, of ATNP. The waters
of Marahau have been identified in a District wide Natural Character Assessment as having High Natural
Character (Pacific Eco-Logic Ltd, June 2013).
The public coastal structure for which permitted activity consent is sought relates to the causeway that
enables access between the settlement and northern side of the bay (i.e. ATNP ‘proper’) across an estuary.
The causeway comprises a simple and relatively narrow, weathered timber structure that includes safety
from falling balustrading on both sides. The causeway spans an estuarine area that supports a complex
mosaic of estuarine species, conferring a degree of visual absorption capability on the immediate CMA
context of the structure (refer photographs overleaf).

15.6

As a consequence, the causeway is integral to the existing use and appreciation of the bay and the national
park by the local community and the public more generally.

15.7

The generally modest scale and visual character of the structure, together with their long accepted
functional ‘benefit’ of the causeway (which confers a visual ‘logic’ to them) and its visually complex
context (estuarine vegetation) means that the causeway structure does not detract from the character or
quality of the visual setting at Marahau.

15.8

Unsurprisingly, the existence of this structure has not precluded the wider area rating as having High
Natural Character.

15.9

In many respects the causeway represents and enables the recreational characteristics for which the local
area is so highly valued (i.e. the national park). In this way, the causeway makes a significant positive
contribution to the landscape character and ‘sense of place’ of the local area.

15.10

On balancing these considerations, adverse visual, natural character and landscape effects are assessed
to be negligible.

The causeway is a long established landscape element at Marahau and marks the commencement of the
ATNP walkway.

Photograph 97: View from the water to Marahau. Causeway just visible to the right of view.
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Photograph 98 (a) – (e): Typical character of public causeway structure for which consent is sought.
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16.0 Coastal Structures: Bark Bay (ATNP)
16.1

Bark Bay sits between Sandfly Bay (to the south) and Mosquito Bay (to the north) and comprises a
relatively small scale, deep horseshoe shaped bay with a small spit enclosing an estuary at the base of the
bay. The bay is enclosed by dense bush clad hills.

16.7

The water pipe is necessarily visible as a consequence of the orange marker buoy. This aspect of the water
pipe ‘structure’ is in keeping with the numerous other buoys that litter the coastline of the national park.
The pipe sits beneath the water surface and is only visible in very close range views.

16.2

The national park walkway passes through the bay and there is a DoC hut and campsite in the bay. There
are no dwellings at Bark Bay and the northern end of Bark Bay marks the beginning of the Tonga Island
Marine Reserve which stretches northwards to Awaroa.

16.8

16.3

The highly attractive and relatively remote character of Bark Bay makes it very popular as a hiking,
kayaking and recreational boating ‘stopover’.

Each of these structures form a long established landscape element within Bark Bay. The steps/ramp and
steps enable safe access onto the spit and direct access away from regenerating vegetation areas. The
water pipe provides freshwater for boaties. As a consequence, each of these structures are integral to the
existing use and appreciation of the bay by the public.

16.9

As outlined earlier, it is expected that an ONL classification applies to most, if not all, of ATNP. The waters
of Bark Bay have been identified in a District wide Natural Character Assessment as having High Natural
Character (Pacific Eco-Logic Ltd, June 2013).

The generally modest scale and visual character of these structures, together with their long accepted
functional ‘benefit‘ (which confers a visual ‘logic’ to them) means that they do not detract from the
character or quality of the visual setting at Bark Bay.

16.10

The public coastal structures for which permitted activity consent is sought include a water pipe, timber
steps on the beachfront and a timber ramp/step structure and step structure on the estuarine side of the
spit.

Unsurprisingly, the existence of these structures has not precluded the wider area rating as having High
Natural Character.

16.11

The steps and ramp comprise simple, small scale and low profile, weathered timber structures that are
relatively visually recessive in character. Further, these structures are seen against a visually complex
vegetation backdrop which serves to further reduce their visual ‘presence’.

In many respects these structures represent and enable the recreational characteristics for which the local
area is so highly valued. In this way, these structures contribute positively to the landscape character and
‘sense of place’ of the local area.

16.12

On balancing these considerations, adverse visual, natural character and landscape effects are assessed
to be negligible.

16.4

16.5

16.6

Photograph 99: Steps at Bark Bay viewed from the water.
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Photograph 100: Zoomed in view of the steps at Bark Bay as viewed from the water.
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Photograph 101 (a)-(c): Structures at Bark Bay for which consent is sought. (Estuary ramp and steps to right of vi ew.)
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17.0 Coastal Structures: Mosquito Bay (ATNP)
17.1

Mosquito Bay is located immediately north of Bark Bay and comprises a very small scale, shallow bay
enclosed by dense bush clad hills.

17.2

The national park walkway does not pass through the bay, however there is a DoC campsite in the bay
(that is accessed by water only). There are no dwellings at Mosquito Bay and the bay is adjacent the Tonga
Island Marine Reserve which extends between the northern end of Bark Bay and Awaroa.

17.3

17.4

17.5

17.6

The highly attractive and relatively remote character of Mosquito Bay makes it very popular as kayaking
and recreational boating ‘stopover’.
As outlined earlier, it is expected that an ONL classification applies to most, if not all, of ATNP. The waters
of Mosquito Bay have been identified in a District wide Natural Character Assessment as having High
Natural Character (Pacific Eco-Logic Ltd, June 2013).
The public coastal structure for which permitted activity consent is sought relates to a single set of timber
steps on the beachfront.
The steps comprise a simple, small scale and low profile, weathered timber structure that is relatively
visually recessive in character. Further, the steps are seen against a visually complex vegetation backdrop
which serves to further reduce their visual ‘presence’.

Photograph 102: Closer range view from the water to the steps on the beachfront (seen to right of view).
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17.7

The timber steps form a long established landscape element within Mosquito Bay and enable safe access
from the beachfront to the campsite. As such, the timber steps are integral to the existing use and
appreciation of the bay by the public.

17.8

The generally modest scale and visual character of the structure, together with their long accepted
functional ‘benefit‘ (which confers a visual ‘logic’ to them) means that they do not detract from the
character or quality of the visual setting at Mosquito Bay.

17.9

Unsurprisingly, the existence of these structures has not precluded the wider area rating as having High
Natural Character.

17.10

In many respects these structures represent and enable the recreational characteristics for which the local
area is so highly valued. In this way, these structures contribute positively to the landscape character and
‘sense of place’ of the local area.

17.11

On balancing these considerations, adverse visual, natural character and landscape effects are assessed
to be negligible.

Photograph 103: Longer range view from the water to the beachfront steps at Mosquito Bay.
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Photograph 104: Zoomed in view from the water to the beachfront steps at Mosquito Bay.
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18.0 Coastal Structures: Watering Cove (ATNP)
18.1

Watering Cove is located to the west of Te Karetu Point and comprises a shallow bay framed by dense
bush clad hills.

18.2

A DoC campsite is located in the bay with track access from the main ATNP walkway. There are no
dwellings at Watering Cove.

18.3

The highly attractive and relatively remote character of Watering Cove makes it very popular as a hiking,
kayaking and recreational boating ‘stopover’.

18.4

As outlined earlier, it is expected that an ONL classification applies to most, if not all, of ATNP. The waters
of Watering Cove have been identified in a District wide Natural Character Assessment as having High
Natural Character (Pacific Eco-Logic Ltd, June 2013).

18.5

The public coastal structure for which permitted activity consent is sought relates to two sets of timber
steps on the beachfront.

18.6

The steps comprise simple, small scale and low profile, weathered timber structures that are relatively
visually recessive in character. Further, the steps are seen against a visually complex vegetation backdrop
which serves to further reduce their visual ‘presence’.

18.7

The timber steps form a long established landscape element within Watering Cove and enable safe access
from the beachfront to the campsite. As such, the timber steps are integral to the existing use and
appreciation of the bay by the public.

18.8

The generally modest scale and visual character of the structure, together with their long accepted
functional ‘benefit’ (which confers a visual ‘logic’ to them) means that they do not detract from the
character or quality of the visual setting at Watering Cove.

18.9

Unsurprisingly, the existence of these structures has not precluded the wider area rating as having High
Natural Character.

18.10

In many respects these structures represent and enable the recreational characteristics for which the local
area is so highly valued. In this way, these structures contribute positively to the landscape character and
‘sense of place’ of the local area.

18.11

On balancing these considerations, adverse visual, natural character and landscape effects are assessed
to be negligible.

Photograph 105 (a)-(b): Watering Cove steps.
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19.0 Coastal Structures: Awaroa (ATNP)
19.1

19.2

19.3

19.4

19.5

Awaroa Bay is located within ATNP between Totaranui and Awaroa Head. A striking swathe of white
sandy beach is framed by dense bush clad hills and ridgelines. An air strip and cluster of holiday homes
and tourist facilities are located towards the eastern end of the bay (all accessible by water, walkway or
air only).
A sizeable spit landform defines the Awaroa Inlet to the west and it is through the inlet that the ATNP
walkway passes. The Awaroa Inlet can be crossed within 1.5 hours before and 2 hours after low tide and
there is a DoC hut and campsite on the south side of the inlet.
As outlined earlier, it is expected that an ONL classification applies to most, if not all, of ATNP. The waters
of Awaroa Bay and Inlet have been identified in a District wide Natural Character Assessment as having
High Natural Character (Pacific Eco-Logic Ltd, June 2013).
Public coastal structures for which permitted activity consent is sought include a number of track marker
poles, which indicate the low-tide ATNP walkway route across the inlet.
The track marker poles, are simple timber marker poles that by virtue of their function are intended to be
visible at some distance. They are positioned in open, intertidal portions of the inlet (i.e. there is no
estuarine vegetation in the immediate area to assist with the visual integration of the structures into the
CMA - refer photograph overleaf).

19.6

The track marker structures form a long established landscape element within Awaroa Inlet that facilitate
safe passage across the estuary at low tide. As a consequence, the structures are integral to the existing
use and appreciation of the area by the local community and the public more generally.

19.7

The generally modest scale and visual character of these structures, together with their long accepted
functional ‘benefit‘ (which confers a visual ‘logic’ to them) means that they do not detract from the
character or quality of the visual setting at Awaroa Inlet.

19.8

Unsurprisingly, the existence of these structures has not precluded the wider area rating as having High
Natural Character.

19.9

In many respects these structures represent and enable the recreational characteristics for which the local
area is so highly valued. In this way, these structures contribute positively to the landscape character and
‘sense of place’ of the local area.

19.10

On balancing these considerations, adverse visual, natural character and landscape effects are assessed
to be negligible.

Photograph 106: Awaroa Bay viewed from the water.

Photograph 107: Awaroa Bay beachfront.
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Photograph 108: Awaroa Bay beachfront.
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Photograph 109: Awaroa Inlet crossing at low tide. Tracker marker visible in the distance (source: JUSTINSOMNIA blog
https://justinsomnia.org).

20.0 Cumulative Effects
20.1

With respect to cumulative adverse ‘landscape’ effects, the extensive scale of the Tasman District
coastline and the generously spaced arrangement of the proposed mooring areas will ensure that the
Tasman District coastline does not read as dominated by moored vessels.

20.2

The very discreet nature of the proposed coastal structures, together with their spacious arrangement
within ATNP will ensure that they do not read as a dominant coastal element within this stretch of the
District’s coastline.

Bridget Gilbert
Landscape Architect
B. Hort. Dip. L.A. ALI ANZILA (Registered)
M 021 661650 E bridget@bgla.nz

Error! Reference source not found.
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Appendix 1: Assessment of Landscape and Visual Effects
General
Landscape, natural character and visual impacts result from natural or induced change in the components ,
character, or quality of landscape. Usually these are the result of landform or vegetation modification or the
introduction of new structures, activities, or facilities into the landscape.



Moderate – corresponds to a situation where the proposed development will comprise an adverse effect
on the character or quality of the existing visual landscape or outlook, with the scale of adverse effect
considered to be ‘average in amount, intensity or degree’;

Landscape effects include effects on topographic, vegetative, and hydrological features. Landscape effects also
refer to impacts on settlement patterns, historic and cultural features , and the general landscape character or
‘sense of place’ of an area. It is widely agreed that landscape character (and effects) embrace three components:



Low – corresponds to a situation where the proposed development is unlikely to comprise an adverse
effect on the character or quality of the existing visual landscape or outlook, with the scale of adverse effect
considered to be ‘below average in amount, extent or intensity’; and,



Negligible – corresponds to a situation where the proposed development is barely discernible with respect
to effects in relation to existing visual landscape or outlook.



Biophysical attributes and values.



Perceptual (or experiential) attributes and values.



Associative attributes and values.

Effects in relation to landscape (and natural character) values are rated as follows:

Adverse impacts upon landscape characteristics and values typically arise where discontinuity or discord is evident
between what is proposed, and both the existing environment which provides its setting and the environment
foreseeable in terms of the relevant statutory documents. In this instance, the main concerns in relation to any
discontinuity or discord arise from the effects of the proposed development on the landscape character of this
portion of the Tasman District.
Natural character effects form a component of landscape effects and embrace the biophysical and experiential
aspects of landscape character, with a strong overlap between landscape and natural science expert inputs. In
this instance, expert natural science input relies on the Davidson Environmental Report.



Very High – corresponds to a situation where the proposed development will significantly (negatively)
change the character or quality of the existing landscape (or natural character) values of the site and/or
the surrounding area;



High – corresponds to a situation where the proposed development will generate a high adverse effect on
the character or quality of the existing landscape (or natural character) values of the site and/or
surrounding area, with the scale of adverse effect considered to ‘extend above the normal level, or be great
in amount, value, size or intensity’;



Moderate – corresponds to a situation where the proposed development will comprise an adverse effect
on the character or quality of the existing landscape(or natural character) values of the site and/or the
surrounding area, with the scale of adverse effect considered to be ‘average in amount, intensity or
degree’;



Low – corresponds to a situation where the proposed development is unlikely to comprise an adverse
effect on the character or quality of the existing landscape (or natural character) values of the site and/or
the surrounding area, with the scale of adverse effect considered to be ‘below average in amount, extent
or intensity’; and,



Negligible – corresponds to a situation where the proposed development is barely discernible with respect
to effects in relation to landscape (or natural character) values of the site and/or the surrounding area.

Visual effects also form a component of landscape effects. This assessment analyses the potential visual effects
that may be generated by the proposal and is based on:


the background and context within which the development would be viewed;



the proportion of the built form (including earthworks) that will be visible, determined by the observer’s
position relative to the objects being viewed;



the number and type of viewers and their location in relation to the site; and



the ability to integrate structures and activities with mitigation planting.

Visual effects are ranked as follows:


Very High – corresponds to a situation where the proposed development will significantly (negatively)
change the character or quality of the existing visual landscape or outlook;



High – corresponds to a situation where the proposed development will generate a high adverse effect on
the character or quality of the existing visual landscape or outlook, with the scale of adverse effect
considered to ‘extend above the normal level, or be great in amount, value, size or intensity’;
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For the purposes of evaluating the significance of effects, effects ratings of High or Very High correspond to a
‘significant’ adverse effect. Effects ratings of Low correspond to a ‘minor’ adverse effect.
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