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1.1

The aspects of the application that we oppose are: the siting of the Marine Education Centre on Te Raekaihau Point.  

1.2

The aspects of the application that we support are: The construction and use of a Marine Education Centre, as outlined in the design proposed in the application, with the following alteration; that the proposed Marine education Centre and Aquarium of New Zealand be situated at the entrance to the former Quarry Site at Owhiro Bay, or alternatively at the Doris Leslie Park/ Maranui Quarry site at Lyall Bay.
The reasons for our submission are:
2.1 We oppose the siting of the Marine education Centre on Te Raekaihau Point as we believe it is contradictory to the aims of the New Zealand Coastal Policy Statement, as outlined in policy 1.1.1 and 1.1.3. We believe great weight should be given to these objectives; 
Policy 1.1.1

“It is a national priority to preserve the natural character of the coastal environment by:

(a) encouraging appropriate subdivision, use or development in areas where the

natural character has already been compromised and avoiding sprawling or

sporadic subdivision, use or development in the coastal environment;

(b) taking into account the potential effects of subdivision, use, or development

on the values relating to the natural character of the coastal environment, both

within and outside the immediate location; and

(c) avoiding cumulative adverse effects of subdivision, use and development in the

coastal environment.”
 “Policy 1.1.3

It is a national priority to protect the following features, which in themselves or in

combination, are essential or important elements of the natural character of the coastal

environment:

(a) landscapes, seascapes and landforms, including:

(i) significant representative examples of each landform which provide the

variety in each region;

(ii) visually or scientifically significant geological features; and

(iii) the collective characteristics which give the coastal environment its

natural character including wild and scenic areas; “
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figure 1: Te Raekaihau point from the Esplanade looking East. A natural and wild scenic treasure would be seriously compromised by the building of a three storey structure .”It is a national priority to protect the natural character of the coastal environment”
2.3 It is our belief that Te Raekaihau point should be left as a natural and wild headland, contrary to the applicant’s assertion it is one of the few unmodified points on the South Coast. There is no evidence of quarrying or mining at the point and the Council’s stated plan for it to become a reserve should be enacted.
2.4 The wild and natural character of the South Coast generally will be severely compromised by the intrusion of such a large built structure in such a visually prominent and scenic location.
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figure 2: The toilets at Princess Bay from Houghton Bay, showing that even small structures can have a major impact on landscape values. The proposed Marine Education Centre will have a much greater visual impact being a substantially larger structure and bringing a large number of people and vehicles onto the point also

2.5 .Te Raekaihau Point is a perfect example of the upward shift created by the 1855 earthquake, and is therefore geologically significant.            
2.6 The educational purposes of the Marine Education Centre would be best served by the retention of as much undisturbed coastal environment as possible in the vicinity of the centre.

2.7 The building of the Centre at Te Raekaihau Point represents a compromising of The Marine Conservation Trust’s stated principles of ecological and environmental protection. The destruction of an unmodified natural environment in the name of conservation education is an unjustifiable contradiction, especially when there are suitable alternative sites nearby. Sites which have already been compromised and would therefore meet the objectives of the NZ Coastal Policy.
2.8 Estimates of visitor numbers exceeding 200,000 annually, represents unsustainable traffic volumes on the coastal road.

2.9 The siting of the Marine Education Centre at Te Raekaihau Point will inevitably lead to traffic problems on the esplanade in the vicinity of Te Raekaihau Point to Island Bay and Russell Terrace/Mt Albert Rd/Houghton Valley Road. Both in terms of safety and congestion.
2.10 These are particularly narrow and winding roads not designed for heavy traffic flows of the kind required to sustain the Education Centre.

2.11 There is very little scope for the enlargement of the esplanade around the coast without major environmental damage and opposition from the local community.
2.12 The cost of road improvements alone must make the economic viability of the centre at this site questionable, and it will therefore become a major burden to ratepayers.
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Major road alterations around this part of the Coast would destroy one of Wellington’s best scenic drives and further contravene the objectives of the NZ Coastal Policy.                                                    Figure 3: Houghton Bay to Te Raekaihau point showing the scenic but narrow and winding road. 
2.14 We believe that there is a much better site at the entrance to the former Owhiro Bay Quarry. This site has already been compromised by its previous use as a quarry, so the construction of the Education Centre there would truly represent the rehabilitation of the coastal environment, rather than a further loss of natural values. Thereby meeting the objectives of the NZ Coastal Policy, as outlined previously.
2.15 The educational purposes of the Centre would be enhanced by the immediate backdrop of the former quarry being a stark reminder of the need for such an education centre.

2.16 Local community opinion is overwhelmingly in favour of using one of the old quarry sites for the proposed Marine Education Centre.

2.17 The stated need to filter the water due to the former quarry would be an incentive to further rehabilitate the quarry site.

2.18 Any increased costs involved to upgrade the filtration system could be mitigated by the savings made from not having to litigate community opposition, or the major roadworks at the Te Raekaihau Point site. 
2.19 The siting of the Centre at Owhiro Bay would be a major centrepiece of the proposed Marine Reserve, ideally located at the end of the built environment on the South Coast and acting as a gateway to Red rocks walkway. 
2.20 The former quarry site is much better served by its access from Ohiro Road and the esplanade from Island Bay and by having an increased parking space. The associated roading improvements would be minimal in comparison to the proposed site at Te Raekaihau Point.
The Decision we would like Wellington City Council to make is: 

3.1 To decline the application as it stands.

3.2 To site the Marine Education Centre and Aquarium of New Zealand on the site of the disused quarry buildings at Owhiro Bay, or alternatively at the Dorrie Leslie Park/old Maranui Quarry site in Lyall Bay.
We would wish to be speak in support of the submission.
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