
 
 
 

MEMORANDUM 
 
 

TO: Department of Conservation  

ATTN: Chris Visser and Stewart Genery 

FROM: Mitchell Partnerships Limited on behalf of Riverstone Holdings Limited 

DATE: 21 October 2011 

RE: APPLICANT’S RESPONSE TO THE DRAFT DETERMINATION REPORT 
– COMMENTS  

 

Thank you for your email of 28 July 2011 and various discussions relating to 
conditions, information requirements and management plans for the Riverstone 
Holding Limited’s (RHL) concession application. We have reviewed your comments 
and have provided a response to those matters which may be outstanding or which 
required a further response from RHL. In addition, we have taken the opportunity to 
review the draft conditions and draft management plans, to ensure consistency and 
meaning are clear.  As a result, we have made minor amendments to the conditions 
and each of the management plans, and attach each showing our requested changes. 
 
The following documents are attached as appendices: 
 
Appendix A Route Selection Criteria 

Appendix B Clearance Limitation Areas 

Appendix C Implementation Protocol 

Appendix D Construction Management Plan 

Appendix E Vegetation and Habitat Management Plan 

Appendix F Recreation Users Management Plan  

Appendix G Operational Management Plan 

Appendix H Revised Conditions 
 

We firstly respond to the matters raised in your email of 28 July 2011: 

 

Route Selection Criteria 

You advised that DOC’s technical advisor had made some suggested changes to the 
Route Selection Criteria proposed.  In particular, these changes related to beech tree 
height in the ecological criteria clause (refer condition 5.1).  The project ecologist Dr 
Gary Bramley has reviewed the changes suggested by the Advisor, and has made 
some suggested changes to the Vegetation and Habitat Management Plan and 
conditions as a result.  Dr Bramley’s response is attached as Appendix A. Please note 
the suggested amendments to condition 5.1 in light of this response.  
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Clearance Limitation Areas 

You have asked that we provide detail as to how the intended clearance areas have 
been calculated.  The clearance figures presented by RHL were estimated by Opus 
International Consultants (Opus) using the information that has been developed for the 
construction methodology (with inputs from other advisors including ecological) to date. 
The spreadsheet and accompanying dimension sketch attached as Appendix B 
illustrates how these figures have been derived.  
 

Helicopter Landings 

You have requested details regarding likely helicopter movements during construction 
and on an on-going basis for assessment purposes. Opus has advised that the 
construction methodology does not generally involve access by air, but that from time 
to time helicopter use may be required and may be an essential part of the project. In 
such circumstances helicopters might be used for: 
 
 Establishment of survey control early on in project. Once the track is established 

however there should really be no requirement to fly; 
 Monitoring during construction – potentially to check on progress, take photos, 

vegetation monitoring, monitoring of effects; 
 Possible heli-logging of large trees during clearing of the route to minimise/avoid 

collateral damage; 
 Construction of structures in environmentally sensitive or topographically 

challenging sites; 
 Emergency access.  
 

Based on the above, Opus has advised that a rough estimate is that the survey control 
could take approximately one month, with 2 to 3 flights necessary each day. Thereafter 
it may be that 2 to 3 flights would be occurring once a week (for half a day maximum 
usage – one in, one out) during the construction phase. The use of helicopter for 
emergency is unable to be estimated; however it is of course not anticipated and would 
only be required in the event of a serious accident.  
 
In terms of effects the use of the helicopter is within an area that is relatively remote, 
and therefore reduces the effects of noise on people and communities. The use of 
helicopters for components of the construction will also seek to reduce the adverse 
effects arising on terrestrial ecology values within the area. Helicopter use will minimise 
any requirement for additional access tracks, and the removal of vegetation by 
helicopters in environmentally sensitive areas is a preferred methodology in terms of 
reducing effects on ecological values overall.  In addition noise associated with the 
temporary use of helicopters will be managed in accordance with the construction 
noise standard. This will be provided for as part of the Construction Management Plan. 
Overall it is considered that the use of helicopters will be temporary and as such any 
adverse effects will not be significant.  
 
The use of helicopters once the monorail is operational will be minimal. The 
circumstances of such use will likely be limited to emergency access, and where it may 
be necessary for maintenance purposes to access via helicopter. Prior to the monorail 
becoming operational, a helicopter protocol would be submitted for approval. We have 
suggested amended conditions to reflect this.  
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Recreation Users Management Plan 

We note your comment that the Recreation Users Management Plan does not currently 
reflect the revised Kiwiburn location for the monorail. We agree that this could be 
potentially misleading so we have removed the figure which is now outdated, and 
included reference to the new Kiwiburn terminus location within the plan text. Please 
find the updated Management Plan attached as Appendix F. This plan also provides 
reference to a bridge across the Mararoa River for mountain biker users. 
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Clearance Limitation Areas 

  





GENERAL SUMMARY TABLE

Colour Terrain Vege Type Length (m) MR Area (m2) MB Area (m2) ST Area (m2) PP Area (m2) Terminal Building (m2) Access Road (m2) Total Area (m2) Total Area (Ha)
black Slope Bush 14000 67200 98000 5250 4200 174650 17.465
red Flat Open 3100 9920 10850 3487.5 930 1350 5589 32126.5 3.21265
orange Flat Bush 5400 17280 18900 6075 1620 43875 4.3875
blue Swampy Open 700 2380 2450 787.5 210 5827.5 0.58275
green Swampy Bush 2500 8500 8750 2812.5 750 20812.5 2.08125
purple Deep Gully 200 680 700 225 60 1665 0.1665
dot red Flat River 1200 3840 4200 1350 360 9750 0.975
DOC Mountain Bike Track 15400 0 33880 0 0 33880 3.388

Total 42500 109800 177730 19987.5 8130 1350 5589 322586.5 32.25865

TERRAIN SUMMARY TABLE

Terrain Length (m) MR Area (m2) MB Area (m2) ST Area (m2) PP Area (m2) Terminal Building (m2) Access Road (m2) Total Area (m2) Total Area (Ha)
Slope 14000 67200 98000 5250 4200 0 0 174650 17.465
Flat 9700 31040 33950 10912.5 2910 1350 5589 85751.5 8.57515
Swampy 3200 10880 11200 3600 960 0 0 26640 2.664
Deep 200 680 700 225 60 0 0 1665 0.1665

DOC Mountain Bike Track 15400 0 33880 0 0 0 0 33880 3.388

Total 42500 109800 177730 19987.5 8130 1350 5589 322586.5 32.25865

VEGE TYPE SUMMARY TABLE

Vege Type Length (m) MR Area (m2) MB Area (m2) ST Area (m2) PP Area (m2) Terminal Building (m2) Access Road (m2) Total Area (m2) Total Area (Ha)
Bush 21900 92980 125650 14137.5 6570 0 0 239337.5 23.93375
Open 3800 12300 13300 4275 1140 1350 5589 37954 3.7954
Gully 200 680 700 225 60 0 0 1665 0.1665
River 1200 3840 4200 1350 360 0 0 9750 0.975

DOC Mountain Bike Track 15400 0 33880 0 0 0 0 33880 3.388

Total 42500 109800 177730 19987.5 8130 1350 5589 322586.5 32.25865

KEY:
MR = Monorail
MB = Moutain Bike
ST = Spur Track
PP =  Passing Places
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Construction Management Plan 
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Vegetation and Habitat Management Plan 
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Recreation Users Management Plan 
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Operational Management Plan 
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Revised Conditions 

 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 


