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Causeway and Ford

Most people who use the beach causeway, (both villagers and public), are not aware that it
is man-made via the efforts and labour of Koitiata residents. The stories from our history
confirm that access to the beach has always been a challenge.

When the river moved its mouth to north of the village again in July 1998, this time the old
riverbed area became closed off at each end, resulting in a 4km long lagoon. Without the
tidal benefits of the river, the water level stabilised making the access tracks across the
lagoon, very wet and often impassable. In 2000 a proposal was formulated by residents, to
build a causeway, starting just past the playground, and going all the way across to the
seaside of the lagoon.

Because it was planned for the causeway to cross the old riverbed, it was rejected by the
authorities as it would be a barrier to the lagoon's water flow. Consent was not required for
the part that went to the lagoon, only where it crossed the water.

The work on the causeway/track followed during June 2001 and involved many loads of
sand being moved and levelled.

Drains were dug and pipes were installed under the track. The later planting of flax and
toitoi along the sides established the causeway.

In May 2001 a modified design was proposed, for a 33-metre-long submerged ford through
the lagoon, from the end of the new causeway.

This was approved and consent issued to the KRC by Horizons in June 2001.

Saturday 15th Sept 2001 was the day half the world turned out in Koitiata to help the
residents to fill and distribute sandbags for the ford. The result of all that endeavour, plus
the other drainage and roading activities, was an all-weather causeway, and a navigable
ford providing vastly improved beach access for everyone.

Of course, that was then, and this is now. In between, mother nature has stamped her
authority all over the ford part of the project. That has ranged between having the sea and
river push right into the lagoon and across the ford, to leaving it all high and dry as it is
today.

In 2016 Only a solitary white marker, at the beach end of the ford, was left standing above
the driftwood, which served as a monument to the energy and skills of our residents and
their beach access endeavours. The KRC continues to maintain the track and its drainage
system with financial help from RDC.
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PROPOSAL FOR FORD ACCESS TO BEACH AT KOITIATA

With the Turakina river reverting back to a previous course the
residents of Koitiata have been left with a lake that appears to be as
attractive to wildlife as it is to the residents. We have noticed that the lake
15 teeming with fish and are excited by the resultant increase in bird-life
(particularly the spoonbill herons). There would be no one in the village
who is not keen to see the lake with all its flora and fauna flourish.

However, we live in the village to be near the sea and the lake does
make access to the beach difficult. People will therefore attempt to gain
access to the beach by whatever means available. After rain this tends to
mean using several crossing points and driving around boggy areas making
tracks ever wider. Inappropriate fill is dumped in a futile attempt to stabilise
a tracks and gain traction. Once, as you are aware, the lake was lowered.
All this tends to be destructive to the beauty of our wetland and its naturally
evolving ecology.

[f nothing 1s done this situation is likely to deteriorate with ever
increasing damage.

It 15 therefore proposed that a ford across the lake will overcome all
of these problems.

An upgraded all weather, all vehicle, track to the lake, together with a
well marked ford, a guaranteed minimum water level and a single access
path through the dunes, would restore beach access to better than it was prior
to the river ‘disappearing’.

The proposed ford would be of sand, Smeters wide, building up the
bed of the lake and sandbagging it on either side (once the holes have been
filled a depth of two sand bags is all that is likely to be required).

Arguments for a ford are:

* People are going to gain access to the beach come what may — better
to provide one good all weather access route and maintain it, thereby
minimising damage to dunes, wetland and farmland.

 Itis in keeping with DOC policy of minimising damage.

* Minimal cost and work imvolved.

* Fire access to lake in the event of fire in front of the village.



* Allows summer access for everyone including the frail, the elderly
and children.

Slows traffic.

Allows free water-flow through the lake all year round.

No use of foreign material.

Will not impede natural changes that will occur in the future,

No work would be undertaken during the nesting season.

Two sites have been surveyed. One option was to go over the hill and
the north end of Rapaki Street and cross at the end of this track.. Afier
discussion with Bob Major, the landowner to the north, it was agreed that no
matter what we did the stability of the hill at the end of Rapaki St. would
remain at risk. Also, having to drive/walk back along the lakeside to get to
the beach would be off-putting to many people as it is a substantially longer
route.

This lefi the obvious route: the current beach access road and crossing
(the site of the proposed causeway).

The advantages of this route are:
* Simplicity. Everyone is familiar with it and will use it.
* [Ease of use. This is the shortest and quickest access.

Under the aegis of the coastal care group Sands Alive we are also
proposing that we would undertake:

* The planting of a toi-toi, flax and cabbage tree ‘hedge’ each side of
the track which will form a barrier to discourage people from straying.

¢ The planting of spinnifex and/or marrum on the beach side dunes to
encourage a single track.

* Adequate signage urging use of the track and conservation of the
dunes and wetland.

» Further plantings of appropriate native trees, shrubs and grasses in the
future (all planting to be done consultation with and approval of
DOC),

Peter Fraser (06-327-3754) and Peter Smith (06-327-3883) have been
delegated by the village to explore the viability of this proposal with DOC,
Horizons and RDC.
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Village fights for

Koitigla rogider) Brote Altwell

By Colin Rlowatt

Frestmation and asger among
reaidenats &f the Turakdna beschiids
communidy of Eoltsms s steadily

mountsg i they Baltle with e “do

pathing™ 'I:ru;{u-.un&u xn m
I fraurt=rerrd Corservalion
Bl mew,

Far the Eoltsis comsvanity
commities the Baue B sEmple and
stralghtforward — they wand G0 spend
e 'ﬂﬁ& :.-a:::
TEMMETCES A a
"eauseway” 1o restore aocess o Ehelr

| Beach

Far longer ihan mosl residenis can
remember e Turaldea River Mowed
past the village o run inbs the sea
about Jkm down the coast. Along e
Trord of the village ihe river was barely
T e ma even amall children ooasld
wade arroas 1o e oodan beackh. The
shalbsw water mean! e dher woas alsc
wffered gafe swinuning right L e
ol the willage, To srdance Lhal st
Tecals wodurinnly created playgrooua
sl phenle arean adjacent L the leack
porERs track

~access to 1ts beach

"Koltkars his sow beoome the only
Eeeach setibemend om the west eoant of

the Morth Island with po viable eocess |

A s Beemeh, ™ Mr Atvwell said

-

commmunly Irealradiomn el anged oved Burssucralic S irdssy

are
refarded as sore importast (kan
recgde.

“Doll seema only  iederested in
ngelly sicking o tee bebler of ik
{Rescarce Management) A<t and
shows no real judgement, initintive or
sccial conscieece. ™ Mr Atrwell smid
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Agencies ready
to consider
causeway idea

By Colin Rowatt

Koitiata residents could gen a more sympathelic responss
from the Depariment of Conservation and horizons.mw to
progosals for o short sandbag causeway to Dnprove access 1o
Turakina Beach

Officers of both agencies yesterday rejected Koitinta resbdent
Bruce Attwell’s allegation of “buresscratic obstinacy” in dealing
with the Koitiata community committes's origina] causeway
plan,

Horwons. mw consents planners Grant Leggett sadd he had
“gone o considerable effort” to nssist the committes. That hed
incheled mecting with membsers on the site and reviewing the
insues from environmental and engineering perspectives.

He said the committes indtially wanted to deain the lagoon bt
that proposal was given a firm thumbs down,

An unauthorised and unsuceesafal attempl was made o cut &
channel throusgh o the sea a2 the southern end and earmed the
committes a reprimand from horeons mw,

"As a prohibited activity in & protected area that was a serions
thing to be doing because of the significant environmental
impacts,” Mr Leggett snid

The committee’s proposal for causeway right scross the
lagoon wis also a non-starter for environmental and practical
eSS,

Howewver, Mr Leggett sald if the committee was now talldng
about a short causeway horions.mw would be prepared 1o loak
af that option.

Dol Spokesperson Carel Greensmith sxid that agency had
not given p definite answer 1o any of the Koitiais commiitee’s
proposaks.

The arca was controfled by horeons mw's coastal plan under
which Dol was just one interested party,

Ms Greensmith sakd the Koitiasa committee’s proposals were
matiers involving resource consents and ultimately horizons. mw
would determing whether consents were issoed.

"We have not said yes, no or othersdse, All we have sxid s

that we nesd to kmow betler what they want to do S0 we can |

make an nformed decision, We can only do that when we know
what the impacts are and thats whal we are waiting for,” she
said.

At this stage the Eoitiata committee has made no application
for a resource consent for any of its proposals. The commities is
refuctant to make formal application because of the possible
o if the ssue goes (o & submissions hearing,

bs Greensmith sabd until hordzorsmw recelves & Fformal
consenl application and deckdes whether Bt will be publicly
natified for submissions Dol has o direct role o play.

She saicl she was nod aware of the committes's mare modest
causeway proposal but said the Depariment’s response (o that
wiold be the sume

“When they decide whal they wand e do and geve that
informmation o honeons. mw len owe mikhl -albde o make &b
informed decision,” she saxid
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Green light for access ford
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The Ranaqitiker Mail

June 26, 2001

Ford work
comes to a
standstill

By HAMISH WHITE

A FORD beipg built at the
| Rangitikei beach settlement of
Eoitiata by residents has come
o a standstill.

Residents’ committee chalr-
man Peter Smith said the re-
cent mechanical excavation of
an access track was aboul Bs
far as the project could go for
the time being.

Conditions imposed on a re-
spurce consent for of the 33-
metre ford stipulate that work
should not impinge on nesting
birds. Mr Smith said to comply
with that and satisly eager
local whitebaiters, his group
would probably wait until mid-
September to install sandbag
supports for the ford.

However, some residents
will soon be planting flax on
the track's margins.

CHECKING ON PROGRESS:

James Jenkins and son Brian (6) return from inspecting the ford

Fictura: HAKESS WHITE
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The Pord Update

o DNE 2001
t will be obvious by now that the money
from the Pub Chanties (51150) came
through. It has been spent on digger hire,
resource consent and purchase of culverts,

i

Y hanks to Alex Glasgow’s generosity and

Lance Vogelaar's hard work we managed
to get more done with the digger than we
anticipated. The track, with a drain down either
side, has been reformed further to the lagoon
than we anticipated. and there are a couple of
culverts at the top of the track to prevent
ponding at this end.

e also have resource consent to build the

ford, Unfortunatelv, it has a few fish-
hooks: The work has to be done within nine
days. we cannot do any work in July and
August to avoid the nesting season (we thought
birds nested in the spring! ). and we cannot use
sand from the dunes.

"fhis left us with a dilemma: we could either

plough on and build the ford before July or
put it off until September - we have decided to
put it off.

-'f he reasons for this are:
: ¢ The track wall be soft and boggy for

a while vet and to tractor sand over it to
build the ford (as we will need to)
would destrov 1t before we started.

o We ean use these two months to let the
track consolidate and get a good laver
ol sand on top.

o We can prepare the sandbags o be
ready to start early in September (Bob
Major has opened his paddock at the
north end of Rapaki street).

« We can use this nme to level off the
bottom of the lagoon in readiness for
sand bagging.

0, we are asking everyvone to resist the

temptation to take the tractors over the
new track for the next few weeks — let's get
it good now, then, once established. the drains
should keep it intact. The old track is still
functional and once in the water vou can use
the marked tord crossing. Eventually this will
be levelled off making it even easier.

’f]mnl-:s to evervone for the many offers of
help. We will be organising working
Bees to get this work done.  Meanwhile,
sand bag filling can be done anyvtime (just
follow vour nose over hill at the end of Rapaki
SE

Wu plan to §ll the bags and leave them on
site — about 600 or so. This will mean
minimum handling as they are put on a tracior
tray/tratler then placed in place in the lagoon.

Wu are oplimistic that we may getl enough
sand Bl for the ford as we level ofl the
bottom to the correct depth bul we may also
need 1o cant some sand for this.

' ] o fullil our part of the resource consent the
ford must be at least 100mm under water
for 30 meters at its lowest level in the summer

WL look forward 1o evervone’s co-
operation, patience and help through this
time. Then, hopefully, well before Labour day
we will have a drv and stable track and a
crossable ford all vear round.

f you have any questions, suggestions, ideas,
or labour, contact the Peters Smith and
Fraser or Amold Nation - vour ford sub
committee.

20
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ews and views

GOING FORD: Koitiata Residents’ Committee chairman Peter Smith expects

a big turnout next Saturday for the final phase of work to build a ford across

the lagoon at Turakina Beach

Work to move ford

ACCESS to Turakina Beach has been
hampered by a lagoon created in the
wake of storms about three vears ago.

Residents began building a ford
earlier this year but left off to comply
with a Conservation Department dir-
ective aimed at preventing disturb-
ing nesting birds.

Koitiata Residents’' Committee
chairman Peter Smith said it's hoped
residents and other beach users will
be out in foree from 8.30am this Sat-
urday to put the finishing touches to
the project.

A new, well-drained access track to
the ford has been built.

It is flanked by native plants to
help prevent sand drifting away,
while the course of the proposed ford
has been marked with stakes.

Mr Smith said making the route "vi-
able” is not likely to be as big a job as
first thought.

He is confident Saturday's mission

to sandbag and level the ford will |

produce the best result possible
within resource consent conditions.

1
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The Bangitiker Hal

Jamaary 22, 20032

Piciurm HaldieEH WHITE
LIFE'S A BEACH: Koitiata fira chiaf Pelar Bamiord approachas the local ford on a jourmay homa inom tha
noarby beach

Thumbs up for ford

and seeret and [ think the 'guiet |

A FORD across a lagoon, bulll Last
Spptember by Koltists locals and
ugers of the nearby beach, has
“transformed” the coasial scttle-
maenl west of Turaking.

That’s the view of Koitiata resi-
dents” committee chairman Petler
Smith,

Mr Smith sakd reference 10 &
transformation might “sound a bit
dramatic® but locals ostimate
‘mane visilors this summer than
the past two years pul logether”.

Besides greater popularity
among visitors ovident st the
beach and &l Kolliata's camping
ground, Mr Smith sabd residents
haive benelfited as well, with better
aceess for fshing and ocean-side
walks

By HAMISH WHITE

He said the lagoom, created
when the Turakina Hiver carved a
pew oullét 1o the S&8 Several years
ago, ks presently at winter levels
owing 1o unsexsonal rain

Inside ite sand-bagged borders
the ford, a8 expected, is casily
crossed by fool, WD or tractor

@ the subject of whether
Koltiata is poised for eommercial
development in the wake of iis
mew-found ability to draw bigger
summer-time crowds, Mr Smith
gafd the topic has long been o
bone of not-too-serious contention

“There"s always been a bit of de-
Bate down here on whether we
should open it up or keep it quist

and secrel’ omes over-ride every-
ome ¢lse — we're just happy with
the way bt ks, ho sald

Perhaps to deflect undoe inter:
e5l in the commercial potential of
Eoitinta, Mr Smith sounded a note
of caution for would-be boilders of
a mini Luna Park or drive-through
Drive World

"The other thing that's happen-
ing is we're losing our boach,” he
i 1d

The westerlies combined with
very high tides have erashed our
beach away.

"Il b interesting to see wha
happens in the next few years as
L-yII1 Thuhrr the lagoon becomes
tidsl.”
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November 2004

February 2008

May 2008
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Causeway and Ford
Part 2 — 14 pages

This section contains copies of documents
recording the communications between Koitiata
Residents Committee and the numerous
authorities relative to gaining the consent
required to create the ford across the
lagoon/riverbed.

A copy of the granted Resource Consent is also
included.
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S7KRC
GTLFAC

23 May 2001

Resource Management Act 1991

Decision on an Application

for Resource Consent

Applicant:

Koitiata Residents Committee

C/- Peter Fraser

31 Rapaki Street

TURAKINA BEACH

Application No: 101797 for a Coastal Permit (Land use)
Location: Former Turakina Riverbed, Turakina Beach
Catchment No: 330000

Legal Description: Pt Run 17 SO 15835

Valuation MNo: MIA

Map Reference: 523:923-237

Regional Policy Statement Policies: Objectives 22 and 23, Policies 22.1, 22.2 and 23.1
Regional Plans: Regional Coastal Plan

Regional Rules: RCP Rule 37.1

Activity Type: Discretionary

The application is for consent for activities restricted by Section 12 of the Act.

The Application

The Applicant seeks consent to construct, use and maintain an accessway across the former
estuary of the Turakina River, an area defined as Protection Area in the Regional Coastal
Plan. The river has avulted leaving a lagoon in the area formerly occupied by the channel
between the Turakina Beach Township and the beach. Since the river has changed course
and the lagoon has formed pedestrian access to the beach from the township has been
extremely difficult.



The proposed crossing structure will be approximately 33 metres long and 5 metres wide
spanning the former river bed. The structure will be constructed from sand supported by
approximately 600 polypropylene sandbags along its margins. The ‘deck’ of the accessway
will sit approximataly 150mm below the summer low water level, and approximately 450mm
below the winter water level. The Applicant has also suggested river gravels may be placed
on top of the accessway to prevent sand being washed off the structure from wehicle
movemeants.

The structure will be constructed over a nine-day perod, preferably before the native bird
nesting season. The Applicant anticipates periodic maintenance of the structure will be
required. Such maintenance may include topping up the level of the sand between the
sandbags.

The Applicant has provided the written approvals of the Depariment of Conservation, the
langata whenua and the Rangitikei District Council.

horizons.mw's Area Engineer - Morthern also provided his written approval. The Enginesr
considered the proposal would provide a practicable means of access to the beach and have
minimal adverse environmental effects.

Environmental Effects
horizons.mw’s Consulting Engineer has assessed this application.

The proposed struciure s 1o be constructed in an area designated as a Protection Area
(Turakina River Estuary). The estuary is considered to be a nationally important stralegic
gite for migratory bird species and provides a habitat for threatened bird species. Although
the astuary is currently not functioning as an estuary, its extensive mudflat areas continue o
provide impartant roosting and feeding habitat for wading birds.

The Consulting Engineer recognises the potantial for the proposed causeway to rastrict the
free movement of water along the old river channal. However he also recognises that the
accessway will lie at least 100mm below summer low water level and that the effect will be
minirmal.

The Consulting Engineer has also considerad the likely effects the structure would cause
have il the Turakina River was to reclaim its former channel. He recognises the accessway
would form a barrier to flows and elevate water levels upstream. However he considers the
flow of the river would quickly wash away the structure as it will not be constructed to
withstand the full flow of the river. A condition has been imposed on the consent to ensure
that the polypropyvlene sandbags are removed from the environment in the event of the
siruciure being obliterated by the River. The Consent does not authorise the reconstruction

of the accessway should it be destroyed.

The Consulting Engineer considers the likelihood of adverse effects occurring during
construction and use of the accessway is minimal provided the recommended conditions of
consent are complied with.

The accessway will also facilitate access by vehicles to the sensitive sand dune habitat on
the seaward side of the lagoon. Although vehicle movements may adversely affect the
dunes, this activity is not specifically related to the proposal and therefore cannot be
resiricted under this consent. However horizons.mw's Consents Planner notes that the
Department of Conservation has provided a written approval to the proposal.

42



The Consulting Engineer recommends the consent be granted and conditions impased to
avoid, remedy or mitigate the adverse environmental effects that have the potential to
become significant. However although horizons.mw's Consulting Engineer considers the
environmental effects of the proposed activity will be minor, neither he nor horizons.mw
guarantea or confinm the structural integrity of the structure.

Planning Assessment

Objective 22 of the Regional Policy Statement is to avoid, remedy or mitigate the adverse
effects of activities in the coastal environment. The Objective is supported by Policies 22.1
and 22.3.

Objective 23 of the Regional Policy Statement is to maintain or enhance public access to and
along the coastal marine area. The Objective is supported by Policy 23.1 which seeks to
implemeant the Objective provided access will not adversely affect the environment.

The proposal will not conflict with the Objectives or their supporting Policies, provided the
mitigation measures recommended as consent conditions are adhered to.

The proposed structure requires consent for a Discretionary Activity under RCP Rule 37.1(a)
of the Regional Coastal Plan. Maintenance of the proposed accessway is provided for as a
Permitted Activity under RCP Rule 31 of the Regional Coastal Plan provided no
contaminants are released o coastal water as a result of the maintenance activity.

Although the discharge of sediment into water during the construction period may contravens
the water quality standards in Section 107(1) of the Acl, the discharge will be temparary and
minor and comply with the exemption provisions of Section 107(2) of the Act.

The mitigation measures recommended as consent condiions will avoid or mitigate the
potential for the proposal 1o cause significant adverse effects.

Costs

Section 36 of the Act provides for the recovery of extra costs from an applicant when an
application deposit is inadequate to meet the actual and reasonable costs of processing the
application, In this case the Applicant did nol pay a deposit.

The costs incurred by horizons.mw in processing this application were:

Stall Time

Consents Planner 1.5 hours @ 557.00 per hour % B5.5D
Consulting Engineer 1.5 hours @ $75.00 per hour $112.50
Team Leader Consents 0.5 hours & 365.00 per hour £ 3250
Administration Fes $ 70,00

Sub Total (Excl GST) $300.50
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GST

5 37.56

MNo Deposit
Total Costs Owing (Incl GST) 5338.06

The Decision

A,

The Team Leader Consents of the Manawatu-Wanganui Regional Council (trading as
horizons.mw) has considered this non-notified application. On 23 May 2000 the
Team Leader, pursuant to delegated authority under Section 34 of the Resource
Management Act, grants Coastal Permit 101797 pursuant to Section 105 of the Act,
to Koitiata Residents Commitiee to construct and place an accessway for a term
axpiring on 23 May 2002 and to use the structure and associated termporary
discharge of sediment into coastal water and to occupy space in the Coastal Marine
Area with the structure for a term axpiring on 23 May 2036 subject to the following
conditions.

The activities authorised by this permit shall be restricted to the construction,
placement, use and maintenance of a sand and polypropylene sandbag accessway in
the Coastal Marine Area the at or about map reference 523:923-237 and in genseral
accordance with Plans C101797 A, B and C attached to and forming part of this
permit except as otherwise provided in the conditions of this permit.

Mo construction or maintenance activities authorised by this permit shall be
undertaken between 1 July and 31 August.

The Permmit Holder shall take all practicable measures to avoid disturbance of the
habitat of wading or migratory birds during the exercise of this permit.

The Permit Holder shall ensure that the materials used in construction of the
accessway are free of contaminants, substances toxic to aquatic and marine fife, and
silt grade fines as far as is practicable.

The Pamit Holder shall undertake the works in such a manner that minimises the
release of sand or sediment into suface water during the exercise of this parmit.

Any surplus materials not required as part of the structure remaining after the
construction, repair and maintenance activities shall be removed from the work area
immediately upon complation of the work,

Tha Parmnit Holder shall ensure that:

a. no machinery leaking fuel, lubricants, hydraulic fluids or solvents is permitted
to work within the stream bed, or in a position where such conlaminants may
entar the stream bad; and

b. no refuelling of any vehicles, machinery or equipment is parmitted to take
place within the stream bed or in a position where spills may anter the stream
bed; and

. the storage of fuel or contaminants adjacent to the stream bed does not result
in any fuel or contaminants entering the stream bed.
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The Team Leader is satisfied that with the conditions imposed, the activities authorised by
these consents will not conflict with the Regional Policy Statement for the Manawatu-
Wanganui Region or tha Regional Coastal Plan

M J McCartney
TEAM LEADER CONSENTS

23 May 2001
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