27th January 2022
Via Email: kopu.fastrack@epa.govt.nz
Ms Vanessa Hamm
Mr Paul Cooney
Ms Catherine Watene
Members of the Expert Consenting Panel
Environmental Protection Authority
Grant Thornton House, Level 10
215 Lambton Quay
Wellington, New Zealand 6011
Dear Ms Hamm , Mr Cooney, and Ms Watene:
Re:

Kōpū Marine Precinct Project

Thank you for inviting us to comment on the above-noted project. On behalf of approximately 300 members
of the Thames Business Association, representing the majority of businesses in Thames and Kōpū, we are
pleased to support this initiative. The development of the Kōpū Marine Precinct will accelerate
economic growth in the immediate Kōpū-Thames area, as well as in the Coromandel region.

In order to ensure that we accurately reflected the views of our members, particularly those in the Kōpū
area who are likely to be most impacted by this proposed development, we met recently with many of them
to get their feedback. We had Vaughan Austen of Kōpū Marine present to them the scope of the project and
then outline the two options that are being considered by the EPA.
Following robust discussion of the merits of each option, the collective and unanimous view of the business
owners/operators was that Option 2 is the preferred choice for this development, because it:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

•
•

Will enable and maximise economic growth
Immediately increases the capacity for maintenance and service of a wider range of
vessels, with a greater range of services
Provides an alternative, and environmentally attractive option, f or the unloading of
mussel f arm barges. NB Option 1 does not provide f or this
Allows f or business continuity f or the mussel f arming industry to unload mussels, in the
event of SH25 being closed by slips or erosion, which is a relatively common occurrence
Of f ers the prospect of a f uture base f or an entire marine and aquaculture industry
Is supported by Waikato Regional Council, which also promotes the adoption of
Option 2
Has received the approval and support of Iwi
Is supported by the Thames-Coromandel District Council and is being f actored into its
new Spatial Plan
Will of fer f uture options for recreational/tourism initiatives, such as a f erry
service,
with public parking
Enhances and makes safer the current recreational boating f acility, by separating these
activities f rom the commercial operations. NB recreational boaters have been using the
existing ramp f or over 100 years. Option 1 does not af f ord them an opportunity to
continue accessing a saf e launching ramp in Kōpū. In f act, the upgraded commercial
ramp will make it impossible f or recreational users to launch f rom there, due to Health
and Saf ety issues. This will f orce recreational boaters to go elsewhere, putting increased
pressure on other Firth of Thames boat ramps which are already operating at maximum
capacity.

To reiterate, in terms of economic development, the four most important benefits to be realised from the
adoption of Option 2 are:
1. Mussel distribution point will alleviate transportation issues when SH 25 is closed, reduce traffic on
the busy Coast Road, and thus increase road safety
2. Marine service and repair facilities are first-class and already in place to support all makes of vessels;
they also have the capacity to increase the number of commercial and recreational vessels they
currently serve
3. Recreational boating will be enhanced and safer, drawing users from the Thames-Coromandel
District as well as far beyond it, eg Hamilton
4. Future development of marine facilities and services.
Thank you, Vanessa, Paul, and Catherine for inviting our comments on this very important project. We
strongly endorse the development of the Kōpū Marine Precinct, recognising its importance as vital
and signif icant inf rastructure that will enhance the economic development of the area. Our
surveys and consultation with our community reveal unanimous support for this project and
overwhelming preference for Option 2, which is actually in the original, complete design.

We sincerely hope that there is suf ficient f lexibility in the RMA wetland legislation to allow your
approval of Option 2, thus providing signif icant benefit to our region.
We note with interest that the Regulatory Impact Statement: Changes to the wetland
regulations includes the f ollowing: 12. Clause 3.22 (excerpted) that “states that regional plans
must include a policy that states ‘that the loss of extent of natural inland wetlands is avoided,
their values are protected, and their restoration is promoted, except where:
(b) the regional council is satisfied that:
• (i) the activity is necessary for the construction or upgrade of specified
infrastructure; and
• (ii) the specified infrastructure will provide significant national or regional
benefits; and
• (iii) there is a functional need for the specified infrastructure in that location; and
• (iv) the effects of the activity are managed through applying the effects
management hierarchy’.”
We appreciate your thoughtful consideration of our comments and invite you to get in touch if
you have any questions about the substance of our letter of support.
Kind regards,
On behalf of the Board of the Thames Business Association and its members,

Warren Sly
Chair

Sue Lewis-O’Halloran
Sue Lewis-O’Halloran
Chief Executive Officer
Email: manager@thamesbusiness.co.nz

Thames Volunteer Coastguard Inc.
P.O.Box 504
Thames 3540
28 January 2021
To Whom it may concern
Thames Volunteer Coastguard Inc fully endorses the adoption of Option 2 for the redevelopment of the
Kopu Marine Precinct. While there are greater economic benefits will accrue from Option 2, our
concerns are focused on health and safety issues.
Due to both our experience as a user and our observations of other users it is our firm belief that the
current facilities present a risk to the safety of all operators. These risks remain with Option 1 and are
only mitigated under Option 2.
In particular, these risks have increased in recent years with greater use of the facility by recreational
and commercial users and are set to increase further. This increase in risk is for these reasons.
•

•

•

At most stages of the tide there is a swift current flowing making vessel operations difficult. As
there is no pontoon planned it is necessary for crew members to enter the water and the current.
This makes night operations particularly challenging.
Due to congestion at other ramps in the District recreational users have “discovered” Kopu
increasing the number of users and creating a higher potential for harm. Under Option 1 this is
further exasperated by the deletion of the recreational ramp meaning commercial and
recreational will be vying to use the same space. This brings its own health and safety issues.
The increase in recreational users has had a proportional increase in Coastguard operations
and Coastguard use of this facility has increased significantly including night operations. As
Kopu is the only “all-tide” facility south of Waikawau it is often used in less than ideal and often
risky situations. Under Option 1 Coastguard’s ability to use the facility in an emergency or urgent
callout could be compromised by the commercial ramp being blocked by other users.

In addition to obvious economic benefits, Thames Coastguard views the current project as an
opportunity to eliminate the risks to current users and the users of this facility in the future.
Thank-you for this opportunity to comment on this project and we trust that our concerns will be
alleviated during the design and construction process.

Yours faithfully

SE Mansell
President

Thames Volunteer Coastguard Inc.
P.O. Box 504, Thames.
Tel: 07 868 6060 A/H 07 868 2382
Fax: 07 868 6071
www.nzcoastguard.org.nz

Kopu Marine Project – Support Letter from TBA to the EPA
Your Name:

Fabian Steel

Your Business:

Mussel Madness Coromandel Ltd

What points would you like us to include in our letter of support? Please list them below:

Option 2 is my choice.
This will cater for the inevitable future growth of Kopu Thames & our
Haruaki Region in particular the Mussel industry.
1. Employment opportunities on many fronts.
2. Allowing the heavy vehicles to load and unload at a Kopu boat ramp
preserving our very narrow coast road.
3. Public use of an all tide boat ramp.

KOPU MARINE PRECINCT PROJECT
We own two businesses in Kopu, Andy’s Storage and Thorold Country House.
We wholeheartedly support Option 2 relating to the Kopu Marine Precinct Project for
the following reasons:
Kopu is a light industrial area which is already zoned for such a development.
Funding from the Provincial Growth Fund has been approved. It is disturbing to see
that while HDC have already taken advantage of their funding and have actually
finished the infrastructure, nothing as yet has happened at Kopu.
There is a real feeling that the funding will eventually just disappear or get used up
by consultants etc before we get a pile in the ground.
The ramp at Kopu at the moment is used quite extensively by recreational boat
owners. With top class facilities, this can only improve immensely with the spin on
effect of power boat servicing, storage etc not to mention retail possibilities for this
sector.
A dedicated recreational car park is essential and will draw people because it is
visible and easy to use, therefore safe.
We already have a range of industries that are able to service not only the
recreational side but extensive facilities on hand to service any requirement of the
mussel industry as well as very large private vessels.
Any opportunity to use this facility for the transport of products from any marine
industry in the Hauraki Gulf should be utilised.
As a storage yard, we are able to store recreational boats between use.
It is interesting to note that mangroves do not seem to feature in old photographs of
the area and this somewhat invasive plant is a recent phenomenon. If it is deemed
to be a habitat for any species, then there are many, many mangroves in the area
that are not subject to disturbance.
In short, Option 1 is a waste of funding for little effect on developing business and
industry in the area.

Written Approvals

#2 Part Lot 17 DPS 46541 - Brendon John and Paul Steven Moxsom

#3 Section 2 SO 58586- Kevin Price Limited

#9, #10 and #11 Lot 4 Blk 6 DP 358 - SA21C/1327 Lot 5 Blk 6 DP 3658; Lot 6 Blk 6 DP 3658Andrew Dean, Karen, Sharon Maree, Vaughan Paul Austen, Business One Trustee Company
No 2 Limited, Business One Trustee Company No 3 Limited

#12 and #13 Lot 7 Blk 6 DP 3658, Lot 9 Blk 6 DP 3658 SA51D/478 - DMK Holdings Limited

#16 and #17 - Pt Lot 1 DPS 10545; Lot 1 DP 31249 SA68B/559 - Kathryn Mary and Mark
Robert Webb Johnson EM Trustee No, 8 Limited

#18 - LOT 15 DPS 46541 - THE CHERRYWOOD BUILDING COMPANY LIMITED

Occupiers of #16 - Pt Lot 1 DPS 10545

Occupiers of #9, #10, #11 Lot 4, Lot 5 and Lot 6 Blk 6 DP 358

