Mics10N BAY—KOHMATZAMA RESIDENTS ASCOCIATION

Public Meeting
18 May 2021



Agenda

SOOI e CEien el el wDon Stock, Wanda
Bay bowling club Mountfort, Scott Milne

Update on Ryman
retirement village

Mission Bay wGill Chappell, Mike
development Padfield, Don Stock

wJeff Robertson
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TagaladReserve

7
Patteson Ave
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TagaladReserve

A Zoned as Reserve
A Approx 5,000 rhland

A Several buildings, in good repair
A Main building approx 250 fnseats 180
A Separate toilet block, changing rooms etc

A Large open flat area (ex bowling greens)

A Vehicle access from Nihil affdgalad
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A Currently owned by the Council

A Will be sold unless good reason to keep it
A2S 0SftASOS AU A& Saa
AXUKSNBET2NE Ydzad LINER O

A Must meet a community need
A Must be financially feasible
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A Use grounds as a quiet park for locals
A Gardens
A Family picnics
A Visits for retirement homes
A Neighbourhood meeting place

A Use buildings as a community centre
A Meetings, hobby groupgilates etc
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Features

A Quiet, safe, enclosed, sheltered
A Suitable for passive activities

A Gardens
A Areas for seated contemplation
A Lawn area for picnics, children play

A Paved paths for elderly with walkers, children
with toy cars

A Coffee kiosk and toilets

M

Mission BAY—KoHMATZAMA ReSDENTS \S4OCIATION




/

ama
1

5

P AT

3
e

NI1HILL C‘P_\ES

ENTRANCE

YOUNG CHILDRENS
PLAY AREA

ONSITE
PARKING

',[\\/ s
s
AT

y ( “\, (1"‘7 I—_—{//x \

ENTRANCE

KIOSK o
i |
L/ DO
COMMUNTTY
GARDEN
AREA
48
]PROPOSEDLAYOUT




Community Centre

Kiosk and Park Toilets - Community
———  Gardens
Children’s Play Area =
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Proposed Kiosk and
Park Toilets
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Community Park
Looking East



Does the community need a par

A Mission Bay intensifying
A Strong trend towards apartments, small sites
A Little outdoor space
A Public parks become more important

A What about Selwyn Reserve
ADNBFIG FFEOAfAGEY 0dziX
A Busy, noisy, active reserve
A Not a quiet space for locals
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Do we need a community centre

A Large demand for space
A Meetings
A Indoor sports and activities
A Hobby groups

A St Heliers / Orakei community centres heavily
booked already
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Is It financially feasible?

A Not feasible for the Council to dogino money

A Charitable trust to develop and operate
A Sponsorship and fundraising for capital costs
A Hire of buildings / sponsorship to cover operating
costs

A Use community groups as much as possible
A Working bees for labour
A Local garden groups to help plant and maintain

A Local people and businesses to help with skills anc
materials
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Orakel Local Board view

Scott Milne
OLB Chair
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History ofTagaladReserve (MBBC)

Mission Bay Bowling Club . o
terminates its lease in 2016. 2 KSYy UKS . 29
Land and buildings revert to activities ended, it was

Auckland Council believed that there was no
need for the reserve / asset

n hkeilLocal Board continues
to make the case that the
reserve is needed

Board begins working with
the community to identify
new uses for the reserve

It was transferred toPanuku
to begin the divestment
process, despite Local Boarg
undertaking consultation to
identify potential new uses

Private entities approach Counci
for joint venture / all options
being looked at by local board




Whereto now?

Form a trust and a steering
group to ceordinate an
advocacy plan, including

potential user groups

Present to OLB
Start your comms, hold an

open day (with OLB help) , — l

consider petition

OLB will present case to
the Finance and
Performance Committee
with your community
support

Build the case by compiling
the data i.e. surveys,
petitions




Ryman Healthcare Development

223 Kohimarama Road & 7 John Rymer Place

Jeff Robertsory Kohi Neighbours Incorporated



Selwyn
College







Timeline

* Mid-2020 — Application for Resource Consent to Council
* 15t October — Submissions to Council
* 15" December — Scheduled hearing (postponed)

* January 2021 — accepted as a Referred Project to the Fast Track
Consenting Actvith the EPA

A19" February- formally lodged application

* 61" April — Comments submitted

* 5" May — Comments on Proposed Conditions submitted
A12h May— Expert Consenting Panel release decision
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A 5 & 6storeyapartment towers over carpark
A 6-storey main building

A >22mheight

A 296 units
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Setwyn College




ACTUAL SIZE OF
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Significant Concerns

AHeight and bulk- dominating and out of character
AVisual impact

AConstruction impacts- traffic, noise, vibration, dust, visual
pollution, work hours, safety

ALong term trafficimpacts and safety

* Specific impacts on nearby neighbours — shadowing, riparian yard
* Removal of bush habitat



How does the Fast Track work?

 Expert Consenting Panel is formed by the EPA

* The panel dgcicjeg who it wants to hear from — Onvitation to
#1 1 1 Agrasidents, Council, KNI

* A hearingis held only if the panel wishes to hear from specific
people —there was no hearing

* Proposed Conditions of Consent are distributed for comment
ATimelinesare generally compressed
* The decision is final — can only appeal to the High Court




What Kohi Neighbours did:

* Invited the panel to visit private properties

ARallied support and assisted neighbours in making submissions
ALiaised withOrakeiLocal Board

AEngagedegal, urban design and plannimxperts
AGerontologyexpert assessment

ASubmitted comments incorporating expert statements
AProvided comments on proposed Conditions of Consent
Alncurred costs +£38,000



The Result

* One storey taken off two apartment buildings

ACommunity Liaison Groupstablished, including Kohi Neighbours,
to consult and provide feedback during construction

* No changes to traffic restrictions or traffic lights

* Work hours 7:30am-6:00pm Monday — Saturday
* Bird habitat considerations included

* House washing, preconstruction surveys included

* Some conditions to be reassessed during and after construction to
confirm adequacy



The Hand we are Dealt:

* Fast Track deals the developer a preferential hand and gives the
panel additional legal frameworko support approval

* Minimal concessions by Ryman — they did not consult or engage
with the community

* Likely more favourable but drawn out process via Council

* No interrogation of Ryman'’s financial claims- profit at the
expense of neighbours

ACommunity voices quickly silenced — dismissed as “layperson”
with no hearing — favouring written expert testimony



A Failure of Process

* The Fast Track process is not appropriate for commercial or
controversial developments

* Locals don’t have a voice — even through elected local board

* One process for mega-corporations, another for everyone else
 Unfair burden on local neighbours to defend the AUP

* Precedence has now been set

* Many unanswered questions remain
A OO0 8 9%3h EO xAO
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Thank you

Jeff Robertson

Kohi.neighbours@gmail.com



mailto:Kohi.neighbours@gmail.com

MissionBay 8 storey development

Mike Padfield, Don StockMission Bay Residents Association
Gillian Chappel Barrister
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Where are we at?

A Resource consent DECLINED by Council
A Oct2019

A Developer appealed to Environment Court
A Oct2019

A Mediation
A March 2020

A Modified design issued
A August 2020

A Environment Court hearings

A 24 Mayc 10 June
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A New look to facade

A Reduction of height of 2 buildings

A Removal of movie theatre

A Removal of bars and restaurants o Rvel
A Removal of all public space

A Slight increase to height of tallest building
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Our view

A Minimal improvement to visual bulk
A Still too tall and bulky for Mission Bay

ASAaNB3IlI NRa LlJzN1J2asS 27

A No facilities for local residents
A Less hospitality space than now
A Retains apartments at expense of local facilities

A Undermines reasonable expectatiofos
development

A Not acceptable
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Previous design for comparison
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Previous design for comparison










