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ADDITIONAL WAITEMATA HARBOUR
CROSSING - OPTION T1.

2.1OCTOBER 2010
1078202101PROJECT

TITLE

1. Aerial: ALGGI web portal, Copyright Reserved.
2. Based on concept provided by BECA. 
Schematic only, not to be interpreted as an engineering design or construction drawing.
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ADDITIONAL WAITEMATA HARBOUR
CROSSING - OPTION B3.

2.2OCTOBER 2010
1078202101PROJECT

TITLE

1. Aerial: ALGGI web portal, Copyright Reserved.
2. Based on concept provided by BECA. 
Schematic only, not to be interpreted as an engineering design or construction drawing.
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COMPARISON OF CURRENT AND HISTORIC MARINE HABITAT AREAS.

1. Aerial: ALGGI web portal, Copyright Reserved.
2. Image: sourced from Chapman & Ronaldson (1958).
3. Schematic only, not to be interpreted as an engineering design or construction drawing.  Note that scale is approximate only.
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Current shoreline habitat area (427 Ha)

Historic shoreline habitat area (527 Ha)
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MARINE HABITATS SULPHUR BEACH:
TUNNEL OPTION 1.4 - T1.

1. Aerial: ALGGI web portal, Copyright Reserved.
2. Base drawing produced and supplied by BECA.
3. Schematic only, not to be interpreted as an engineering design or construction drawing.
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MARINE HABITATS SULPHUR BEACH:
BRIDGE OPTION 4.3 - B3.

1. Aerial: ALGGI web portal, Copyright Reserved.
2. Base drawing produced and supplied by BECA.
3. Schematic only, not to be interpreted as an engineering design or construction drawing.
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MARINE HABITATS CITY OF CORK BEACH AND TUFF CRATER MOUTH:
TUNNEL OPTION 1.4 - T1 AND BRIDGE OPTION 4.3 - B3.

1. Aerial: ALGGI web portal, Copyright Reserved.
2. Base drawing produced and supplied by BECA.
3. Schematic only, not to be interpreted as an engineering design or construction drawing.
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LOCATION OF TERRESTRIAL ENHANCEMENT CORRIDOR.

1. Aerial: ALGGI web portal, Copyright Reserved.
2. Schematic only, not to be interpreted as an engineering design or construction drawing.
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