
 

 

 
  

 

Coastal-Burwood Community Board 
AGENDA 

 

 

Notice of Meeting: 
An ordinary meeting of the Coastal-Burwood Community Board will be held on: 
 

Date: Monday 2 October 2017 

Time: 4.30pm 
Venue: Boardroom, Corner Beresford and Union Streets,  

New Brighton 
 

 

Membership 
Chairperson 
Deputy Chairperson 
Members 

Kim Money 
Tim Sintes 
Tim Baker 
David East 
Glenn Livingstone 
Linda Stewart 

 

 
15 September 2017 

 
   

 

Jo Wells 
Manager Community Governance, Coastal-Burwood 

941 6451 
jo.wells@ccc.govt.nz 

www.ccc.govt.nz 

 
 

Note:  The reports contained within this agenda are for consideration and should not be construed as Council policy unless and until adopted.  
If you require further information relating to any reports, please contact the person named on the report. 

To view copies of Agendas and Minutes, visit: 
https://www.ccc.govt.nz/the-council/meetings-agendas-and-minutes/ 

http://www.ccc.govt.nz/
https://www.ccc.govt.nz/the-council/meetings-agendas-and-minutes/


Coastal-Burwood Community Board 
02 October 2017  

 

Page 2 

 
 



Coastal-Burwood Community Board 
02 October 2017  

 

Page 3 

Part A Matters Requiring a Council Decision 
Part B Reports for Information 
Part C Decisions Under Delegation 
 

 

TABLE OF CONTENTS 

   

C 1. Apologies...................................................................................................................... 4 

B 2. Declarations of Interest ................................................................................................ 4 

C 3. Confirmation of Previous Minutes ............................................................................... 4 

B 4. Public Forum ................................................................................................................ 4 

B 5. Deputations by Appointment ....................................................................................... 4  

B 6. Presentation of Petitions ............................................................................................. 4     

STAFF REPORTS  

C 7. Muka Park: Future of the Flying Fox  ............................................................................ 7  

B 8. Elected Members’ Information Exchange .................................................................. 26   
 

 



Coastal-Burwood Community Board 
02 October 2017  

 

Page 4 

   

1. Apologies  

An apology was received from Kim Money. 

2. Declarations of Interest 

Members are reminded of the need to be vigilant and to stand aside from decision making when a 
conflict arises between their role as an elected representative and any private or other external 
interest they might have. 

3. Confirmation of Previous Minutes 

That the minutes of the Coastal-Burwood Community Board meeting held on Monday, 18 
September 2017 be confirmed (refer page 5).  

4. Public Forum 
A period of up to 30 minutes may be available for people to speak for up to five minutes on any issue 
that is not the subject of a separate hearings process. 
 
It is intended that a public forum session will be held at this meeting. 

5. Deputations by Appointment 

Deputations may be heard on a matter or matters covered by a report on this agenda and approved by 
the Chairperson. 
 
There were no deputations by appointment at the time the agenda was prepared.   

6. Presentation of Petitions 
There were no petitions received at the time the agenda was prepared.   

../../../RedirectToInvalidFileName.aspx?FileName=CBCB_20170918_MIN_1398.PDF
../../../RedirectToInvalidFileName.aspx?FileName=CBCB_20170918_MIN_1398.PDF
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 Secretarial Note 
 
At the time that the agenda was prepared the Coastal-Burwood Community Board Meeting for 18 September 
2017 had not yet been held. Therefore the minutes for that meeting were not able to be included in this 
agenda. 
 
A Supplementary Agenda will be available on Wednesday 27 September 2017  which will contain the 
minutes  from  the 18 September 2017 Coastal-Burwood Community Board Meeting. This agenda will also 
contain additional reports.
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7. Muka Park: Future of the Flying Fox  
Reference: 17/913569 

Contact: Russel Wedge russel.wedge@ccc.govt.nz 941 8270 
  

 

1. Purpose and Origin of Report 

Purpose of Report 

1.1 The purpose of this report is to recommend that the Coastal-Burwood Community Board approve 
permanently removing the flying fox from Muka Park and reducing the height of the southern 
mound supporting the flying fox pole to 1 metre. A flying fox could be included in one of the new 
parks being developed in the area through the subdivision process, such as Prestons Park 
subdivision as part of the CDL development south of Prestons Road. 

Origin of Report 

1.2 This report is being provided to fulfil the Coastal-Burwood Community Board resolution 
CBCB/2017/00095 Muka Park: Consultation on Future of the Flying Fox. 

 

2. Significance 
2.1 The decision(s) in this report are of medium significance in relation to the Christchurch City 

Council’s Significance and Engagement Policy. 

2.1.1 The level of significance was determined on the suggested thresholds for assessing criteria, 
which had a high level of community interest, associated cost, and risk involved with either 
option.  

 

3. Staff Recommendations   

That the Coastal-Burwood Community Board: 

1. Approve the removal of the flying fox from Muka Park and reduction of the height of the 
southern mound supporting the flying fox pole to 1 metre above the ground. 

2. Direct staff to investigate erecting a flying fox in one of the new parks being developed in the 
area through the subdivision process. 

 

4. Key Points 

4.1 This report supports the Council's Long Term Plan (2015 - 2025): 

4.1.1 Activity: Neighbourhood Parks 

file:///C:/Users/fosterme/AppData/Local/Microsoft/Windows/Temporary%20Internet%20Files/Content.Outlook/Strategic%20Plan%20-%20Groups%20of%20Activities.xls
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 Level of Service: 6.0.2 Customer satisfaction with the range of recreation facilities  

4.2 The following feasible options have been considered:  

 Option 1 - Permanently Remove Flying Fox and Reduce Mound to 1 Metre High  
(preferred option) 

 Option 2 - Permanently Remove Flying Fox and Reduce Mound to Ground Level 

 Option 3 - Retain Flying Fox and Lock Pulley Mechanism at Night 

4.3 Option Summary - Advantages and Disadvantages (Preferred Option) 

4.3.1 The advantages of this option include: 

 Removing the risk of the Council breaching the noise rules of the District Plan  

 Remove the on-going costs and risks of needing to lock the flying fox every night. 

 Reducing the mound to 1 metre above ground level better protects privacy and 
amenity values for nearby property. 

 The cost to cut the flying fox poles, return the cable and pulley system to the supplier 
and reduce the mound to 1 metre above ground is less than removing all the mound 
to ground level. 

 The positioning of the playground and flying fox to take advantage of the new park in 
relation to the aspects of the site.  

4.3.2 The disadvantages of this option include: 

 Some residents will be disappointed the flying fox is removed from Muka Park. 

 There will be a delay before the flying fox can be installed in a new park as subdivision 
construction of the Stage with the proposed park will not commence for possibly 12 -
24 months. 

 

5. Context 

Muka Park - Flying Fox Acoustic Test 

5.1 An independent acoustic consultant engaged by staff carried out acoustic noise emission testing 
on 28 June 2017 from 1700 to 1830 hours at Muka Park. Three locations were used to measure 
noise levels: one against the northeast boundary, another on the corner of the residential 
property closest to the playground and the third on the opposite side of the road to the 
playground. The recordings were for a minimum of 15 minutes continuous. 

5.2 The flying fox was used continuously and involved a person riding the flying fox for approximately 
10 – 15 seconds and then dragging the seat back to the platform which could take up to one 
minute. 

5.3 Taken from the Acoustic Engineer’s report (refer Attachment A: Muka Park Flying Fox Noise 
Emissions Report),  a summary of the Christchurch District Plan Noise Rules in relation to noise 
limits in relation to the acoustic trial at Muka Park are:   

 Daytime (0700- 2200 hours) 50 dB LAeq  

 Night-time (2200-0700 hours) 40 dB LAeq . 

5.4 The Acoustic Engineer concluded from their trial test that on the day of 28 June 2017: 

 All of the noise measurements exceed the night-time limit of 40 dB LAeq      
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 The majority of the noise levels recorded (except for the last period at 39 Taiore Crescent) 
were lower than 50 dB LAeq       

 The later measurement periods were dominated by heavier adults continuously using the 
flying fox, which increased the noise levels. 

 Over the course of the measurements, the flying fox developed a ‘squeak’ that was 
particularly apparent when the user was dragging the seat back to the elevated platform, 
we have advised that this is able to be corrected. This would reduce the noise levels.    

 The measured level of 53 dB LAeq was for a period where both heavier adults were using 
the flying fox, and the ‘squeak’ was most apparent.  

5.5 The Acoustic Engineer concluded that the noise emissions from the flying fox complied with the 
District Plan daytime noise limits. Although a reading of 53 dB LAeq was recorded that is in breach 
of the 50 dB LAeq, section 6.4.3 of the NZS6802:2008 allows for a duration adjustment of more than 
-3 dB that can be applied to the highest measured level. The adjustment was allowable due to the 
flying fox was only available for use for a 90-minute portion of the daytime period. For a fuller 
explanation refer Attachment A: Muka Park Flying Fox Noise Emissions Report. 

Alternative Location for Flying Fox in Nearby Parks 

5.6 Staff considered the possibility of relocating the flying fox to Kahu Kiwi Park, at the northern end 
of Prestons North development. Although this park has a greater separation distance from nearby 
residents than Muka Park, this park is not considered suitable as it was never designed to 
accommodate a flying fox.  

5.7 One of the new parks proposed for Prestons Park subdivision (south of Preston Road) may be 
suitable for a flying fox. This park should have a greater distance between the flying fox and nearby 
residential properties than the parks in Prestons North. The construction of this park is not 
anticipated to be completed for at least 12 -24 months, possibly longer depending upon the 
developer’s response to the housing market. The developer has said they intend to have the 
playground completed before titles are issued to the nearby residential properties. 

Nuisance Factor – Retaining Flying Fox in Muka Park 
5.8 The acoustic noise tests undertaken on 28 June 2017 indicated the flying fox at Muka Park is within 

the acceptable noise limits in the District Plan for daytime use.  

5.9 The Council’s Environmental Officers have commented that although the acoustic noise tests are 
within the daytime standards of the District Plan the margin of difference between compliance 
and non-compliance of the acceptable noise limit is very slight. This marginal level of compliance 
was demonstrated when the flying fox developed a noticeable ‘squeak’ and the flying fox was also 
used by ‘heavier adults’ as indicated in the acoustic report. For further comment on the Acoustic 
Engineering Services Report refer (Attachment B): Memorandum from Team Leader 
Environmental Health Officer, Muka Park Flying Fox, Prestons Subdivision. 

5.10 If the flying fox was to remain in Muka Park the seat and pulley mechanism would have to be 
locked up each evening to ensure it couldn’t be used at night and breach the night-time noise 
standards in the District Plan. A person(s) or company could be contracted to lock the flying fox 
every evening and unlock it each morning. There is always a risk associated with any agreement 
such as locking and unlocking a facility, that for whatever reason it doesn’t get locked one or more 
nights. This could result in the Christchurch City Council being in breach of its District Plan and 
needing to investigate compliance and enforcement action against itself. Residents may also be 
disturbed due to the noise from the flying fox and ultimately ringing the after-hours Council 
contact number to call out a contractor to lock the flying fox. Each call-out has an after-hours 
charge that the ratepayers will ultimately be required to cover, via Council rates. 
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5.11 The nuisance factor of retaining the flying fox is the potential disturbance to the residents from 
the flying fox being used in the early evening (before 2200 hours) when the ambient noise from 
the surrounding environment is at low levels. This quieter time of the early evening may or may 
not increase the intensity of the noise generated from the flying fox with the result of residents 
contacting Council’s Environmental Services to measure the perceived high levels of noise from 
the flying fox. Other factors that may cause residents to contact the Council’s Environmental 
Services could potentially be such things as a noisy mechanism or being used by heavier people/ 
multiple users creating high levels of noise that residents believe would breach the District Plan 
noise standards. 

6. Background 

A Brief Background Summary from Community Board meeting 6 June 2017 Report: Muka 
Park: Consultation on Future of the Flying Fox, – relevant to this report: 

Muka Park 

6.1 The Muka Park and playground were planned as part of a green corridor concept in a subdivision 
Outline Development Plan (ODP) proposed by Ngai Tahu Property Limited, pre-2010 Christchurch 
earthquakes.  

6.2 The playground in Muka Park was designed as the centre piece or showcase, for the Prestons 
North subdivision. It is centrally located in the subdivision with a smaller playground to the north 
and another smaller one to the south. The Muka Park playground has a range of activities 
including the flying fox, half-court, skate path, slide, supernova, tyre swing, spica and balancing 
poles.  

6.3 Muka Park, within Prestons subdivision has its own zoning within the District Plan, Living G 
(Prestons) Zone. The parks in the Prestons development do not contravene rules in the District 
Plan.  

6.4 The flying fox in Muka Park was opened to the public on the 6th January 2016, under the control 
of Ngai Tahu Property Limited. The playground was handed over to Council as a Council asset in 
June 2016. 

Noise Complaints – Flying Fox 

6.5 On 15 February 2016 the Council’s Environmental Health Officer received a complaint from a 
person about the noise generated by the flying fox. The Environmental Health officer went out to 
Muka Park and measured the noise from the flying fox at 7.10 pm – 8.10 pm. The flying fox was 
in breach of the acceptable noise limits. Ngai Tahu Property Limited were notified of the breach 
of the City Plan. 

6.6 On 22 February 2016 a second noise complaint was received by the Council’s Environmental 
Health Officer about the noise generated by the flying fox. The Environmental Health officer 
measured the noise levels at 2.30 pm – 3.00 pm. The flying fox was in breach of the acceptable 
noise limits. Ngai Tahu Property Limited were notified of the breach of the City Plan. 

6.7 There are no rules in the District Plan that relate to regulating noise levels from children playing 
in a playground or park. 

6.8 The cable and pulley mechanism from the flying fox were removed as a result of the noise 
complaints, which disabled the flying fox. A different type of pulley mechanism on the flying fox 
was trialled at Muka Park, but the noise generated by the mechanism exceeded the noise limits 
from the previous model. The pulley and cable were removed. After further investigations into 
types of cable and pulley mechanisms it was decided in conjunction with Ngai Tahu Properties 
Limited, who were still managing the playground as part of the subdivision development to 
remove the flying fox. 
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6.9 Council staff were contacted by the people who had complained about the noise generated by 
the flying fox. A site meeting was held with these people at the beginning of May 2016 where staff 
agreed after consulting with Ngai Tahu Property Limited to put out an information flyer. The flyer 
advised residents that the flying fox had breached the City Plan noise standards, a different pulley 
system had been trialled but still failed the noise standards. Therefore the flying fox would be 
removed and the eastern mound supporting the flying fox pole would be reduced in height. 

6.10 On 24 May 2016 an Information leaflet produced by the Council was delivered to residents of 
Prestons North. The leaflet advised the flying fox had breached the City Plan noise limits and 
attempts to reduce the noise had been unsuccessful. The flying fox was therefore going to be 
removed and the area re-landscaped. 

6.11 Upon residents receiving notification the flying fox was to be removed the Council received over 
a dozen phone calls and emails complaining about the removal of the flying fox. Numerous 
comments were made on the Preston residents Facebook and a petition was circulated by some 
of the residents to keep the flying fox. All of the comments, messages and signatures on the 
petition wanted the flying fox to be retained. All of the comments and messages received by the 
Council were not part of any formal Council Staff consultation with the community. 

Ownership of Muka Park Playground 

6.12 Muka Park is located within a sub-stage of Stage 2 of the subdivision development. The timing of 
construction within the Stages and sub-stages of this subdivision was managed by the developer, 
Ngai Tahu Property Limited. The development of Muka Park including the playground was not 
started until the last sub-stage in Stage 2, although the planning and approval process for the park 
and playground had commenced during the early stages of the development.  

6.13 A consequence of the late playground construction start and being located next to other sub-
stages where residential properties had already sold, resulted in the construction of houses 
commencing before the playground. In subdivisions the playground is usually completed before 
any titles are issued or building commences of residential properties within the vicinity of a park. 

6.14 Muka Park playground was handed over to the Council in June 2016 and the Community Board 
has a delegation from the Council to make alterations to any structure or area, and other 
landscape changes, to a Council park. 

7. Option 1 – Permanently Remove Flying Fox and Reduce Mound to 1 Metre High 
(preferred) 

Option Description 

7.1 The flying fox is permanently removed from Muka Park and the height of the southern mound 
supporting the flying fox pole is reduced to 1 metre above ground. The 1 metre high mound would 
provide to support the existing skate board area.  

7.2 The intention is to relocate the flying fox to a new park in a nearby subdivision such as Preston 
Park subdivision (south of Prestons Road). It is anticipated the park in Prestons Park where the 
flying fox would be relocated will be completed in approximately 12 -24 months, depending upon 
the developer’s response to the housing market. 

Significance 

7.3 The level of significance of this option is medium and consistent with section 2 of this report. 

7.4 Engagement requirements for this level of significance will include notification to residents in 
Prestons North who have expressed an interest in being updated with this report. 
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Impact on Mana Whenua 

7.5 This option does not involve a significant decision in relation to ancestral land or a body of water 
or other elements of intrinsic value, therefore this decision does not specifically impact Ngāi Tahu, 
their culture and traditions. 

7.6 Ngai Tahu Property Limited have been consulted throughout this process. 

Community Views and Preferences 

7.7 This report is in response to a previous Community Board report on 6 June 2017 resulting from a 
breach of the City Plan noise standards of the flying fox at Muka Park. Deputations were heard by 
the Board on whether the flying fox should be retained or removed. The residents who have so 
requested, have been kept informed on the flying fox by the Community Board Advisor.  

7.8 This option is consistent with Council’s Plans and Policies 

Financial Implications 

7.9 Cost of Implementation – The cost is approximately $20,000 plus GST to remove the flying fox, 
reduce the mound and replant the site. 

7.10 Maintenance / Ongoing Costs – There are no additional maintenance or on-going costs. 

7.11 Funding source – There is no funding allocated to undertake this work. 

Legal Implications 

7.12 It is illegal to operate a flying fox if it breaches the District Plan noise standards. The flying fox in 
the Muka Park playground can only be reinstated if it is compliant with the District Plan rules. 

Risks and Mitigations     

7.13 There are two groups of residents in the Prestons North subdivision who have opposing views on 
whether the flying fox should be retained or removed. No matter what decision the Board makes 
one group will not be pleased with the Board’s decision. 

7.14 All residents will also have the opportunity to make a deputation to the Community Board if they 
would like to voice their concerns on the future of the flying fox in Muka Park. Any decisions made 
by the Board will be after all views have been considered. 

Implementation 

7.15 Implementation dependencies - There is no budget allocated to remove the flying fox and mound 
or to reinstate the site. Funds would need to be found to be able to proceed with this option. 

7.16 Implementation timeframe – If funds are found the flying fox should be able to be removed and 
the site reinstated within 4 weeks from the Board’s approval. 

Option Summary - Advantages and Disadvantages 

7.17 The advantages of this option include: 

 Removing the risk of the Council breaching the noise rules of the District Plan  

 Remove the on-going costs and risks of needing to lock the flying fox every night. 

 Reducing the mound to 1 metre above ground level better protects privacy and amenity values 
for nearby properties. 

 The cost to cut the flying fox poles, return the cable and pulley system to the supplier and 
reduce the mound to 1 metre above ground is less than removing all the mound to ground 
level. 

7.18 The disadvantages of this option include: 

 Some residents will be disappointed the flying fox is removed from Muka Park. 
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 There will be a delay before the flying fox can be installed in a new park as subdivision 
construction of the Stage with the proposed park will not commence for possibly 12 -24 
months. 

8. Option 2 - Permanently Remove Flying Fox and Reduce Mound to Ground Level 

Option Description 

8.1 The flying fox is permanently removed from Muka Park and the height of the southern mound 
supporting the flying fox pole is reduced to ground. The flying fox is relocated to a new park in a 
nearby subdivision, such as Preston Park (south of Prestons Road) subdivision. 

Significance 

8.2 The level of significance of this option is medium and consistent with section 2 of this report. 

8.3 Engagement requirements for this level of significance will include notification to residents in 
Prestons North who have expressed an interest in being updated with this report.  

Impact on Mana Whenua 

8.4 This option does not involve a significant decision in relation to ancestral land or a body of water 
or other elements of intrinsic value, therefore this decision does not specifically impact Ngāi Tahu, 
their culture and traditions. 

8.5 Ngai Tahu Property Limited have been consulted throughout this process. 

Community Views and Preferences 

8.6 This report is in response to a previous Community Board report on 6 June 2017 resulting from a 
breach of the City Plan noise standards of the flying fox at Muka Park. Deputations were heard by 
the Board on whether the flying fox should be retained or removed. The residents who have so 
requested, have been kept informed on the flying fox by the Community Board Advisor.  

Alignment with Council Plans and Policies 

8.7 This option is consistent with Council’s Plans and Policies 

Financial Implications 

8.8 Cost of Implementation – The cost is approximately $25,000 plus GST to remove the flying fox, 
remove the mound and replant the site. 

8.9 Maintenance / Ongoing Costs - There are no additional maintenance or on-going costs. 

8.10 Funding source – There is no funding allocated to undertake this work. 

Legal Implications 

8.11 It is illegal to operate a flying fox if it breaches the District Plan noise standards. The flying fox in 
the Muka Park playground can only be reinstated if it is compliant with the District Plan rules. 

Risks and Mitigations      

8.12 There are two groups of residents in the Prestons North subdivision who have opposing views on 
whether the flying fox should be retained or removed. No matter what decision the Board makes 
one group will not be pleased with the Board’s decision. 

8.13 Residents will also have the opportunity to make a deputation to the Community Board if they 
would like to voice their concerns on the future of the flying fox in Muka Park. Any decisions made 
by the Board will be after all views have been considered.  

Implementation 

8.14 Implementation dependencies - There is no budget allocated to remove the flying fox and mound 
or to reinstate the site. Funds would need to be found to be able to proceed with this option. 
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8.15 Implementation timeframe – If funding is allocated the flying fox should be able to be removed 
and the site reinstated within 4 weeks from the Board’s approval. 

Option Summary - Advantages and Disadvantages 

8.16 The advantages of this option include: 

 Noise generated from the flying fox mechanism and people using the flying fox will be 
alleviated. 

 Complaints of people standing on the top of the mound looking into resident’s properties will 
be alleviated by reducing the mound to ground level. 

8.17 The disadvantages of this option include: 

 Some residents will be disappointed the flying fox is removed from Muka Park. 

 There are additional financial implications with reducing the mound to ground level due to the 
size of the mound. 

 The mound is reducing the noise from the skate path, which may become more noticeable if 
the mound was reduced to ground level.  

9. Option 3 – Retain Flying Fox and Lock Pulley Mechanism at Night 

Option Description 

9.1 To retain the flying fox in its present location and lock the seat and pulley mechanism at dusk (not 
later than 10 pm). The noise generated by the flying fox mechanism does not comply with the City 
Plan night time noise standards (night-time 2200 – 0700 hours). This option would rely on a person 
or company locking the seat and pulley mechanism each night, before 10pm and unlocking it after 
7am each morning. 

9.2 In the early evening when the surrounding noise levels decline, such as when there are fewer cars 
on the roads, the noise generated by the flying fox may be perceived to be higher than the 
permitted daytime noise specified in the City Plan. This perception of the flying fox potentially 
breaching the City Plan noise standards by residents could result in the Council’s Environmental 
Health officer(s) receiving complaints of the flying fox and being called out in the early evening to 
monitor the noise.  

9.3 If the Council’s Environmental Health officer(s) were called out to monitor the flying fox this is an 
additional cost that would need to be met by the city’s ratepayers. 

Significance 

9.4 The level of significance of this option is medium and consistent with section 2 of this report. 

9.5 Engagement requirements for this level of significance will include notification to residents in 
Prestons North who have expressed an interest in being updated with this report.  

Impact on Mana Whenua 

9.6 This option does not involve a significant decision in relation to ancestral land or a body of water 
or other elements of intrinsic value, therefore this decision does not specifically impact Ngāi Tahu, 
their culture and traditions. 

9.7 Ngai Tahu Property Limited have been consulted throughout this process. 

Community Views and Preferences 

9.8 This report is in response to a previous Community Board report on 6 June 2017 resulting from a 
breach of the City Plan noise standards of the flying fox at Muka Park. Deputations were heard by 
the Board on whether the flying fox should be retained or removed. The residents who have so 
requested, have been kept informed on the flying fox by the Community Board Advisor. 
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Alignment with Council Plans and Policies 

9.9 This option is consistent with Council’s Plans and Policies 

Financial Implications 

9.10 Cost of Implementation – there are no cost implications. 

9.11 Maintenance / Ongoing Costs – There is an on-going cost to lock up the seat and pulley mechanism 
in the evening and unlock it in the morning. The cost would be approximately $2,000 – $3,000 per 
annum.  

9.12 Funding source – No funding has been allocated in the budget. 

Legal Implications 

9.13 The flying fox acoustic noise readings have shown the mechanism is compliant with the City Plan 
noise standards during the daytime operation but is non-compliant at night. Providing the flying 
fox is locked up from 10.00pm to 7.00am each day it should be compliant with the City Plan noise 
standards. 

9.14 The Council can enter into a legal contract with a person or company to lock and unlock the flying 
fox each day to meet the City Plan noise standards. 

Risks and Mitigations     

9.15 There is a risk, for whatever reason, that the flying fox seat and mechanism aren’t locked one or 
more evenings. This could result in the Council receiving complaints from the residents of 
excessive noise from the flying fox during the evening due to people using the flying fox when it 
should be locked.  

9.16 The consequence of the flying fox being used in the evening would be the Council’s Environmental 
Services officers are called out to measure the noise or afterhours contractors called out to lock 
the seat and pulley mechanism. These are additional costs to the Council and ratepayers.  

Implementation 

9.17 Implementation dependencies  - A person or company would be required to enter into an 
agreement to  

9.18 Implementation timeframe – Approximately one to two months depending upon the suitability 
of a person or company to lock and unlock the flying fox. 

Option Summary - Advantages and Disadvantages 

9.19 The advantages of this option include: 

 The residents who enjoy using the flying fox will be able to continue using it. 

9.20 The disadvantages of this option include: 

 The flying fox may be left unlocked during an evening resulting in complaints to Council and 
additional costs to secure the flying fox, which have not been forecast in the operational 
budget. 

 The noise of the flying fox in the early evening may be perceived to be higher than the City 
Plan noise standards, resulting in the Council’s Environmental Health officer(s) being called out 
and additional costs to the ratepayers for the call-out. 

 There could be continuing complaints from residents about the noise generated from the 
flying fox mechanism and people using the flying fox. 

 There could be continuing complaints from residents about people standing on the top of the 
mound looking into their properties. 
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 While the flying fox was locked up during the acoustic testing period, safety issues arose due 
to people swinging/ hanging off the seat.  The seat had to be removed to prevent safety risks. 
Therefore even if the seat could be locked up, it could still present safety risks. 

 During the acoustic testing period, the flying fox was locked up, however during that time it 
was found to be unlocked and required a new lock to be fitted.   

 

Attachments 

No. Title Page 

A ⇩  Muka Park Flying Fox Noise Emissions Report  17 

B ⇩  Memorandum from Team Leader Environmental Health Officer - Muka Park Flying Fox - 
Prestons Subdivision 

23 

  

 

Confirmation of Statutory Compliance 

Compliance with Statutory Decision-making Requirements (ss 76 - 81 Local Government Act 2002). 
(a) This report contains: 

(i) sufficient information about all reasonably practicable options identified and assessed in terms of 
their advantages and disadvantages; and  

(ii) adequate consideration of the views and preferences of affected and interested persons bearing 
in mind any proposed or previous community engagement. 

(b) The information reflects the level of significance of the matters covered by the report, as determined 
in accordance with the Council's significance and engagement policy. 

 

Signatories 

Author Russel Wedge - Senior Network Planner Parks 

Approved By Andrew Rutledge - Head of Parks 

Mary Richardson - General Manager Citizen and Community 

  



Coastal-Burwood Community Board 
02 October 2017  

 

Item No.: 7 Page 17 

A
tt

ac
h

m
e

n
t 

A
 

 
It

e
m

 7
 

 
  



Coastal-Burwood Community Board 
02 October 2017  

 

Item No.: 7 Page 18 

A
tt

ac
h

m
e

n
t 

A
 

 
It

e
m

 7
 

 
  



Coastal-Burwood Community Board 
02 October 2017  

 

Item No.: 7 Page 19 

A
tt

ac
h

m
e

n
t 

A
 

 
It

e
m

 7
 

 
  



Coastal-Burwood Community Board 
02 October 2017  

 

Item No.: 7 Page 20 

A
tt

ac
h

m
e

n
t 

A
 

 
It

e
m

 7
 

 
  



Coastal-Burwood Community Board 
02 October 2017  

 

Item No.: 7 Page 21 

A
tt

ac
h

m
e

n
t 

A
 

 
It

e
m

 7
 

 
  



Coastal-Burwood Community Board 
02 October 2017  

 

Item No.: 7 Page 22 

A
tt

ac
h

m
e

n
t 

A
 

 
It

e
m

 7
 

 



Coastal-Burwood Community Board 
02 October 2017  

 

Item No.: 7 Page 23 

A
tt

ac
h

m
e

n
t 

B
 

 
It

e
m

 7
 

 
  



Coastal-Burwood Community Board 
02 October 2017  

 

Item No.: 7 Page 24 

A
tt

ac
h

m
e

n
t 

B
 

 
It

e
m

 7
 

 
  



Coastal-Burwood Community Board 
02 October 2017  

 

Item No.: 7 Page 25 

A
tt

ac
h

m
e

n
t 

B
 

 
It

e
m

 7
 

 
 



Coastal-Burwood Community Board 
02 October 2017  

 

Page 26 

It
e

m
 8

 

8. Elected Members’ Information Exchange 
 

This item provides an opportunity for Board Members to update each other on recent events and/or issues 
of relevance and interest to the Board. 
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