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South Taranaki District Council 
c/- Mark Leggett 
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Hawera 4640 
 
 

s92 response to Resource Consent application RML20081 (Whenuku Road Quarry)  
 
5-WT616.01 
 
Dear Mark, 

With regards to your additional information request for Application RML20081 (Whenuku 

Road Quarry) received Monday 12 October 2020, please find the following responses in red; 

 Cleanfilling activity - scope of consent sought and assessment of effects  

1. The application identifies that consent is required as a discretionary activity on the basis 
that the quarrying activity will not comply with the performance standards for 
aggregate / soil extraction in the operative South Taranaki District Plan (STDP). The STDP 
definition of ‘aggregate / soil extraction’ makes clear that the activity is limited to the 
‘permanent removal’ of material. It does not cover the deposition of material imported 
from off-site. The deposition of cleanfill is subject to Rule 3.1.4(m), which classes any 
unlisted activity as a discretionary activity.  
It is acknowledged that Rule 3.1.4(m) applies as part of the proposed activity. 
 

2. As such, I request an acknowledgement from the applicant that Rule 3.1.4(m) applies, 
that consent is additionally required as a discretionary activity on this basis and is being 
applied for as part of the current proposal for which consent is sought. 
It is acknowledged that consent is required as a discretionary consent pursuant to Rule 
3.1.4(m) for the proposal, and request consent be sought under this rule. 
 

3. It is estimated that 20,000m3 of imported cleanfill will be deposited in Deposit Areas A 
and B, at a rate of 5,000m3 per annum, for four years. Beyond that, an unknown volume 
of cleanfill material, beyond a stated percentage (15%) of the total volume of material 
used for rehabilitation, will be used as part of the reinstatement of the proposed quarry 
extension areas (Extraction Areas A and B) over the lifespan of the quarry. It is reasonable 
to assume this will involve a considerably larger volume of imported material than that 
required for Deposit Areas A and B.  
The volume of cleanfill needed for the reinstatement of Extraction Areas A and B is likely 
to remain uncertain until detailed design including definition of depth of the proposed 
wetland is confirmed following engagement with iwi and discussions with council. A 
condition is proposed to ensure a timeframe for such engagement. 
 
There is identified demand for disposal of cleanfill locally and as long as the cleanfill is 
suitable and there is space within the rehabilitation of the quarry then cleanfill will likely 
be accepted to the site.  The volume and location of deposit of such cleanfill will be 
monitored via the keeping of a logbook to record material and volumes of cleanfill.  
Conditions to this effect is proposed.  
A general review condition as proposed would enable Council to monitor the 
effectiveness of conditions in managing environmental effects. The applicant would 
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cease import of cleanfill if no longer required for rehabilitation. A condition is proposed 
to this effect in Appendix 1 Volunteered Conditions 
 

4. In section 4.2.7 the AEE states that it “is anticipated that the majority of the trucks that 
will deposit cleanfill material onsite, will also collect aggregate while onsite” and that 
“these truck movements are included within the total limits detailed in section 4.1.6 of 
this application.” Noted. For information on this see responses below in query 5. 
 

5. This is an important assumption and needs further testing, as it underlies, for example, 
the Traffic Assessment Report appended to the application and the parameters in 
terms of total truck movements for which consent is sought. Trucks arriving with 
cleanfill but not returning laden with aggregate will add to the total number of heavy 
vehicle movements. It appears much may depend on the customer profile; farm-related 
works, for instance, may not provide a significant source of cleanfill for rehabilitation. It is 
not clear how the assumption will hold over the 15 – 20 year lifespan of the quarry and 
particularly as the rehabilitation of areas following quarrying commences in earnest. 
Accordingly, I request further information regarding:  

a. the volumes of imported cleanfill material required during rehabilitation of 
Extraction Areas A and B and consequential truck movements; 
The volume of cleanfill needed to reinstate Extraction Areas A and B is uncertain 
due to the lack of design detail available around the depth of the proposed 
wetland.   
Cleanfill may also be imported for recycling through the quarry crushing 
equipment. This material would then be added to aggregate stockpiles for sale. 
However, the volume of cleanfill imported will be limited to the maximum that 
could be carried on the trucks permitted to visit the site by the consent sought. 
As a maximum, the volume of cleanfill could equal the volume of aggregate 
removed for periods of time, if every truck entered with cleanfill and left with 
aggregate.  This is not a realistic scenario.  
The quarry operator will only accept cleanfill where this is convenient to facilitate 
reinstatement of quarry areas or for recycling and resale.  Once cleanfill is no 
longer required to reinstate the quarry, the service will cease to be offered. 
  
Conditions are volunteered to limit the purpose and thus the rate of imported 
cleanfill material.  
 

b. together with a likely proportion of backloaded v. single purpose trips, and 
whether this will change over the lifespan of the quarry;  
The primary purpose of the quarry activity is selling aggregate. Import of cleanfill 
is only proposed to offset the shortfall in overburden on the site and to assist 
recycling of otherwise wasted aggregate material.  As such the applicant 
anticipates that the majority of trucks that will deposit cleanfill material are likely 
to be quarry customers who will backload with quarry aggregate. 
It is not intended that the site become a general cleanfill deposit site. It is not 
anticipated that trucks bringing cleanfill material to site will leave empty, as 
backloading vehicles is a priority for the applicant and it doesn’t make economic 
sense for customers. Most cleanfill deposit will come from ‘roading projects’ who 
will require aggregate also.  
Realistically, a single purpose trip will occur on occasion. Such truck movements 
are to be included in the proposed truck movement limits sought in the 
application. 
 
No additional traffic movements due to the proposed cleanfill activity will be 
generated over and above the limits already sought in the application. 
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c. a re-evaluation of traffic volumes and any relevant effects assessments on that 
basis; and  
No re-evaluation is necessary as the application identifies the appropriate truck 
movements proposed. The application seeks approval to import cleanfill to 
facilitate reinstatement across the life of the quarry as required subject to 
monitoring of environmental effects. This does not alter the total number of 
truck movements sought in the application. Any deficit in fill required to 
rehabilitate the last area within Extraction Area B, will be supplemented from the 
adjacent lower paddock on the farmland owned by the quarry landowner, as 
discussed in section 4.2.7 of the application. 
 

d. reconsideration of the maximum heavy traffic volumes for which consent is 
sought (as required).  
The original application as lodged remains accurate; ie consent is sought for a 
maximum of 80 heavy vehicle movements per day (40 truckloads), with a 
maximum of 120 heavy vehicle movements per day, being 60 truckloads, for 10 
days of the year. 
 

6. The information referred to in b. above may be able to be sourced with reference to the 
current quarrying operation, and similar operations involving extensive rehabilitation 
elsewhere. For clarity with respect to the information requested in c. above, I seek 
confirmation that the assessment of environmental effects, Quarry Management Plan 
(QMP) and Freight Vehicle Movement Plan (FVMP) appended to the application, 
inclusive of matters addressing traffic, dust, noise and other effects, and proposed 
mitigation measures, cover the specific effects associated with cleanfilling activities. I 
note, for example, that the FVMP is intended only to cover customers carting product 
from the quarry site. In the event that these assessments and documentation do not 
directly address these matters, I request amended and updated application 
documentation that does so.  
As stated above, the proposed cleanfill activity will not generate additional truck 
movements than already proposed within the application. 
It is acknowledged that the FVMP required update to reflect the more recent proposal 
to provide for import of cleanfill.  An updated FVMP is appended (refer Appendix 2) to 
this letter and changes are explained below. 
 
Otherwise, it is noted that the original application addresses the potential effects of 
cleanfill activity as set out below: 
 
Assessment of Environmental Effects (AEE): 
Section 6 of the consent application assesses matters that relate to the potential effects 
that may arise from the proposed increase of traffic. The assessment canvases both 
trucks going to the site (empty/ or bringing in cleanfill) and trucks leaving the site (with 
aggregate). This is demonstrated below; 
 
In section 6.4.1 of the AEE (relating to noise), the assessment discusses ‘quarry customers’ 
and ‘truck engine breaking’. Section 6.5 (relating to dust) discusses ‘when trucks use the 
road’, demonstrating that the assessment canvass the effects from both trucks going to 
and from the quarry. 
 
When discussing the potential effects on the transport network, section 6.6 considers 
effects from “truck movements generated by the quarry” and states that “increased 

truck movements will have minimal impact on Whenuku Road and other road users 

from both a capacity and safety perspective”. 
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Quarry Management Plan (QMP): 
Mitigation measures set out in the QMP relate to truck movements which canvas both 
trucks to the site (whether empty or filled with cleanfill) and from the site. For example, 
the use of the sprinkler system along the fence line will be turned on intermittently as 
required to dampen areas to minimise the generation of dust from all truck 
movements. 
 
Freight Vehicle Movement Plan (FVMP): 
The FVMP at page 2 states under the heading “Traffic Management Methods” that “All 
drivers operating heavy vehicles will: enter and exit Whenuku Road via Ketemarae 

Road, not exceed 50km per hour, not use engine brakes; in, out or along Whenuku 

Road” etc. 

 

The FVMP was developed in response to concerns raised in early engagement with 
Whenuku Road landowners who were concerned about safety effects of truck 
movements associated with the quarry on the substandard rural road. The FVMP thus 
focuses on customers carting product from the quarry site.  
However, despite that start point purpose the FVMP sets out traffic management 
methods which cover the potential effects of trucks travelling to and from the quarry, i.e. 
trucks travelling to the quarry that may be bringing in cleanfill material would be 
included under the FVMP.  
As there is no change to the volume of truck movements proposed there is no change 
to the methods implemented via the FVMP to manage potential traffic effects.  As 
noted in the application this FVMP is currently being implemented and the complaint 
process has been applied promptly on at least one occasion in response to issues raised 
by residents of Whenuku Rd. 
 
Basic refinements to the specify ‘carting of cleanfill to’ the site have been made at pages 
2 and 3 of the FVMP. Update of the quarry contact email address on the forms has also 
been made to the attached FVMP which should replace Appendix F of the original 
application.  

Volume of heavy vehicle movements for which consent is sought 

7. Aside from the potential impact that trucks exclusively carrying cleanfill may have on 
the overall volume of heavy vehicle movements (as set out above), there are some 
additional uncertainties in the application regarding the volume of heavy vehicle 
movements for which consent is sought. 
For information on this see responses below in query 8. 
 

8. Section 4.1.6 in the AEE indicates that the applicant is seeking consent for a maximum 
of “80 heavy vehicle movements per day (40 truckloads), with a maximum of 120 heavy 
vehicle movements per day, being 60 truckloads, for 10 days of the year.” This would 
represent an increase over and above heavy vehicle movements generated by the 
current quarry operation (26 heavy vehicle movements per day, or 13 truckloads, and up 
to 40 heavy vehicle movements per day during peak season) or as currently allowed by 
resource consent RML14076 (16 vehicle movement per day, or 8 truckloads), as set out in 
section 3.1.5 of the AEE. However, there appear to be some discrepancies in the 
application in this regard as follows:  
 

a. the records of truck movements in Appendix G report some daily heavy vehicle 
movements in excess of the 40 ‘peak’ movements referred to in the body of the 
AEE (e.g. 44, 45 and 55 movements for days during the month of February 2020); 
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Appendix G attached should replace Appendix G of the original application 
(attached as Appendix 3). 
 
This consent is seeking to consent a maximum of 80 heavy vehicle movements 
per day (40 truckloads), with a greater maximum on 10 days of the year of up to 
120 heavy vehicle movements per day (60 truckloads). This is in line with the 
proposal as set out in section 4.1.6 of the consent application. 
 
In relation to Appendix G as originally lodged it is noted that the movements 
during the month of February (44, 45 and 55) relate directly to the upgrade of 
Whenuku Road itself and is made up of many small trucks rather than heavy 
vehicles. Regardless this level of trucks would be within the proposed peak time 
maximum limit of 60 truckloads for up to 10 days of the year. It is noted that 
typically February is a peak period. It is noted that the heading in Appendix G 
incorrectly referred to movements when it should have referred to ‘trucks’.   
  

b. many daily records of movements in Appendix G are reported as odd numbers 
which seems unlikely (as one truckload generates two movements) unless 
‘truckloads’ are being confused with ‘vehicle movements’ in this context; and  
Appendix G attached (refer Appendix 3) should replace Appendix G of the 
original application.  
 
Revised Appendix G corrects errors identified and summarises the data due to 
the applicant’s concerns regarding commercial sensitivity.  
Appendix G has been amended to refer to trucks rather than vehicle 
movements. 
It is acknowledged that the Council retains access to the earlier version of 
Appendix G which remains correct if the heading is amended as indicated 
above. However, for notification purposes the applicant requests that the revised 
Appendix G attached should supersede the original. 
 

c. section 4.1.6 in the AEE suggests that “no further increase in traffic volume 
beyond existing will be required” yet also that some “increase” is anticipated.  
 
To provide clarity please replace section 4.1.6 of the original application to read as 
follows (changes are underlined or strikethrough): 
 

“4.1.6 Traffic and Access  

This application seeks consent to continue to generate traffic 

movements similar to that as recorded in section 3.1.5 of this report.  

 

Consent is sought for a maximum of 80 heavy vehicle movements per 

day (40 truckloads), with a maximum of 120 heavy vehicle movements 

per day, being 60 truckloads, for 10 days of the year. This increase for 10 

days a year is to cater for the variable periods where there are no 

movements due to adverse weather condition events, and to assist with 

delivering on major contract work at peak times.  

 

The existing scale of traffic movements, sought to be approved in this 

application, is consistent with necessary for the projected quarry activity 

being the carting of cleanfill to and aggregate from the quarry site.  

 

This will accurately reasonably reflect what is currently occurring onsite 

and would enable the operation to adequately support the projected 

level of growth and development in the region. 
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No further increase in traffic volume beyond that proposed in this 

section is anticipated for the duration of the proposed quarry activity.” 
 

9. Accordingly, please provide further clarification regarding the classification and 
reporting of recorded vehicle volumes and, if necessary, reconsideration of the total 
number of heavy vehicle movements per day (both during peak periods and otherwise), 
for which consent is sought. If it transpires that the total number of heavy vehicle 
movements for which consent is sought has been underestimated, then I request an 
amended AEE that addresses any additional environmental effects associated with a 
resetting of that anticipated volume.  
As stated in the above responses to 5 (b) and (c) no additional traffic movements will be 
generated over and above the limits sought in the original application, including 
provision for the proposed cleanfill activity. 

Other STDP rules – demonstration of compliance 

10. The table on page 39 of the AEE suggests that the proposal can be “designed to 
comply” with STDP standard 3.2.11.1(iii) requiring landscaping and planting of at least 2m 
in depth at site boundaries where the extraction area is visible from a public road, public 
place or dwelling unit. However, there is no information in the AEE or QMP indicating 
how compliance will be achieved over the operational life of the quarry (as opposed to 
any landscaping associated with the progressive rehabilitation of the land following the 
completion of extraction in any one location, in accordance with standard 3.2.1.1(v)). 
The comment in the original application should have stated “not applicable” rather than 
‘designed to comply’. 
 
The quarry’s extraction area is not visible from a public road, public place or dwelling 
due to the topography of the land.  Performance standard 3.2.11.1(iii) is therefore not 
applicable.  
 
Regardless, the proposal does not comply with Rule 3.1.1 (n) due to non-compliance with 
performance standards in 3.2.11.1. 
 

11. Accordingly, I request further information on the means by which the landscaping 
standard will be complied with during the operational life of the quarry or, alternatively, 
confirmation that it will not and that consent is therefore being applied for as part of the 
current proposal for which consent is sought.  
Refer to response for query 10 above. Performance standard 3.2.11.1(iii) is not applicable 
to the consent.  
 

12. The Assessment of Noise Effects on the Environment (Appendix D) concludes that the 
noise standards specified in STDP standard 11.2.2 will be exceeded for portions of 
properties at 76 Forbes Road and 113 Katene Road. That assessment, and the AEE, 
contend that such exceedances are not a “material constraint” as the land concerned is 
in pastoral use, generated noise is “at a reasonable level”, and will have “no adverse 
effects on surrounding residential properties”. There is a possibility that the location of 
additional dwellings or rural subdivision in these areas could be undertaken as of right 
or with recourse to a controlled activity consent under operative STDP provisions, 
thereby leading to a situation where new residences could be impacted by noise from 
the quarry over its estimated 20-year lifespan.  
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Figure 1: Snip from the Acoustic Report, showing boundary of non-compliance (red lines) 
and the yellow line are added to show the 50m setback distance from the 
Waingongoro River. 

 
Refer to the ‘Acoustic s92 response’ attached as Appendix 4 for a detailed response to 
this query. 
 
Noise exceedance is assessed as likely to occur only for specific activities (i.e. overburden 
removal and extraction) in a ‘worst case scenario’. This noise exceedance is likely only 
when machinery is located close to the boundaries and operating continuously for a 
15min period. 
 
Removal of overburden may generate exceedance when the machinery is located close 
to the boundary and operating at ground level (therefore no screening from the land).  
Movement of machinery across an area during that process may not achieve the 15 min 
period of measurable exceedance.  
 
Overburden removal will occur for approximately 2 weeks (of 12 – 24 months for each 
defined sub-area) at the start of extraction methodology for each defined sub-area 
within Extraction Areas A and B as detailed in Section 4.1.1.2 of the original application.   
 
No noise limit exceedance is recorded at 113 Katene Road. The worst case noise level 
exceedance during the extraction activity is indicated to potentially affect an area at 76 
Forbes Road. 

 
The exceedances during overburden removal and extraction to the west of the quarry at 
76 Forbes Road property are from the processing equipment and road truck 
movements into/out of site, rather than the machinery associated with overburden 
removal. These effects could be mitigated as detailed on page 4 of Appendix 4, if 
required at such time as a dwelling were proposed. 
 
It seems reasonably unlikely that dwellings may be erected within the portions of land 
at 76 Forbes Road and 113 Katene Road where noise limits may be exceeded (defined by 
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the red lines in Figure 1 above, and Figures 1 and 2 of the Acoustic s92 response). The 
reasons why dwellings are unlikely include:  

 
• Distance from an existing road leading to additional access formation costs; 
• Distance for power and telecommunication services and practicality and cost 

implications. 
• Within the South Taranaki District Plan it is a Restricted Discretionary activity for 

the construction of a building within 50m of the natural body of a river or stream 
listed with Natural Hazard values in Schedule 5 (Rule 3.13 (h)) – which the 
Waingongoro River is listed. This setback is highlighted in Figures 1 and 2 of the 
Acoustic s92 response (Appendix 1) which further reduces the permitted area for 
a dwelling to be constructed. 

 
13. To assist my understanding, I request further information as to whether the above 

matter constitutes an appreciable risk and, if so, how that risk might be addressed 
through suitable mitigation measures.  
For the reasons offered to query 12, the applicant does not consider the matter 
constitutes an appreciable risk. The following mitigations are already available within 
the application:  

• Hours of operation are limited to normal working hours and noise could be 
comparable to farm related activities permitted by the Plan. 

• Best practice options for the operation of machinery will be implemented and 
the programme for removal of overburden can be managed to minimise 
disturbance early and late in the day, for residents of any dwelling erected 
beyond the yellow but within the red lines indicated in Figure 1. 

• At such time as a permitted or controlled activity approval to erect a dwelling is 
obtained, the applicant will liaise directly with the owners to keep them 
informed of timing and duration for future overburden removal and extraction 
timing at the more sensitive areas of the quarry. 

 
Refer to the ‘Acoustic s92 response’ attached as Appendix 4. This report indicates that a 
worst case scenario for noise levels has been assessed and that there are a number of 
‘usual’ operational factors (e.g. equipment moving closer and further away from closest 
point of boundary) that could reasonably enable compliance with noise limit. 

 
Consultation update and potential cultural impact assessment 
 
14. Section 8 of the AEE addresses engagement to date with Whenuku Road residents, Te 

Korowai o Ngāruahine Trust, Te Rununga o Ngāti Ruanui, the Department of 
Conservation (DoC), and Fish and Game (F&G). The AEE acknowledges that the focus of 
discussions with Whenuku Road residents has been on the state and upgrading of the 
road associated with an application under section 127 of the RMA to increase the 
number of truck movements (as opposed to the expansion of the quarry itself, for which 
consent is now sought, and which will supersede the s127 application). It is not clear 
which residents have been engaged, the extent to which the current expansion 
proposal has been the focus of engagement, and whether this has also included those 
neighbours with properties accessed via other roads (e.g. Forbes and Katene Road). The 
AEE further indicates that engagement with iwi hapū, DoC and F&G is on-going. Further 
clarification and information on the above efforts is relevant to a s95 determination, 
including the identification of potentially affected parties. 
In relation to potentially affected residents on Whenuku Road or adjacent landholdings, 
the applicant accepts that limited notification to these parties is appropriate.  Given the 
extended period of ongoing engagement with Whenuku Road residents to date the 
applicant accepts that some parties will not sign a written approval form, thus it will be 
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more efficient to notify all rather than cause residents more stress and delay further the 
consent process. 
 
Fish and Game have indicated that they would seek limited notification as an affected 
party. Refer to feedback received in Appendix 5. Engagement is ongoing. 
 
DoC provided the following response which suggests that the Department anticipate 
providing a response in the near future. 
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In relation to engagement with iwi see below. 
 

15. Accordingly, please provide: 
a. more information regarding the names and locations of Whenuku Road and 

other residents who have been consulted, and the specific focus of that 
consultation (e.g. road upgrading as opposed to the quarry expansion proposal); 
and 
As above please limited notify those parties that the Council determines to be 
potentially affected parties in relation to this application. All residents on 
Whenuku Road have been invited to earlier engagement.   
Four submissions were received to a recently withdrawn application solely 
addressing traffic volumes.  The submissions from residents were from: 

• Terry Dwyer & Jeff Maulder, 8 Whenuku Road, R. D. 15, Hawera 
• Dayna Johnson, 101 Whenuku Road, RD15, Hawera 
• WJ and CR Galliers, 262 Whenuku Rd, RD15 Hawera 4675 

 
b. an update on consultation with Te Korowai o Ngāruahine Trust, Te Rununga o 

Ngāti Ruanui, DoC and F&G. 
 
The applicant has since lodgement provided copies of the application to both 
iwi. Both iwi representatives were provided with a summary of the application 
key elements on 28 November at their request, attached as Appendix 6 to this 
s92 response document. 
 
Below is a record of the most recent engagement discussion about the 
application. A summary document has been requested and is being prepared 
and will be forwarded to Bart and Graham in the next week.   
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16. Further, please provide recommendations to avoid, remedy or mitigate any adverse 
effects identified by the parties referred to in a. and b. above, including but not limited 
to recommended conditions of consent should the application be granted.  
Refer to volunteered conditions (refer to Appendix 1).  No other recommendations to 
avoid, remedy or mitigate adverse effects are currently proposed. It is clear from the 
discussion with Bart Jansma that iwi would like more detail about the scale and 
location and design of the wetland.  This has deliberately not been progressed in detail 
by the applicant to retain options for a collaborative approach with iwi to be 
established., hence the volunteered condition to that effect. 
 

17. At this stage, I am unable to form a view on the nature and extent of cultural values and 
potential effects of the proposal on tangata whenua. Iwi hapū are the only parties in a 
position to provide a perspective that would help me do so. The form in which those 
perspectives might be provided could include a summary prepared by the applicant 
and endorsed by iwi hapū, or a letter or cultural impact assessment or assessments 
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prepared by iwi hapū, but ultimately this is a matter for the applicant to discuss and 
confirm with individual iwi hapū. 
The applicant has made and continues to make efforts to engage with Iwi and hapū.  To 
date the issues raised in a discussion with Bart Jansma on 29th October 2020, are 
recorded in the email snip above and centred around the design and function of the 
proposed wetland as: 

• What certainty on dewatering rates – will monitoring occur?  Dewatering rates 
natural vs monitoring near the river. 

• Timeframe for quarry – confirmed as 15 – 20 years and timing for wetland 
construction. 

• Tributary restoration – confirmed partial restoration of the tributary is underway 
as condition of existing quarry consent.  The last 80 – 100m of the tributary that 
runs through the existing open work area will be restored when quarry 
extraction is completed. 

• What negative impacts on the tributary?  The hydrology assessment does not 
identify long term adverse effects and any short-term effects are minor or less 
than minor. 

• What does wetland look like, size and landscaping proposed – confirmed that at 
this point the plan is to collaborate on the design and planting of the wetland 
area.  Construction/restoration will not be required for a couple of years so there 
is time to plan and design. The applicant is thinking to set up a memorandum of 
understanding and a working group to facilitate collaboration. Condition 13 to 
this effect is recommended. 

A summary document requested by Bart was circulated on 18 November and hopefully 
that will lead to more detailed discussions in the near future.  
 

18. In the event that one or more iwi hapū do confirm that a cultural impact assessment is 
an appropriate vehicle for relaying information on cultural values and effects, then the 
assessment(s) should be supplied in association with the response to this request. It or 
they must also be prepared by suitably qualified and experienced persons either 
nominated by or otherwise endorsed by the iwi or hapū concerned, and contain: 
 

a. information on the relevant cultural values associated with the site or area 
(noting that iwi hapū may choose not to fully disclose information about some 
sites); 

b. an assessment of adverse effects on those values, and the relationship of tangata 
whenua to them, as a result of the proposed activity; 

c. an assessment of any potential adverse effects associated with areas subject to 
statutory acknowledgments under the relevant settlement legislation;  

d. recommendations to avoid, remedy or mitigate adverse effects, including but 
not limited to recommended conditions of consent should the application be 
granted; 

e. a description of the consultative processes used in preparing the assessment (e.g. 
site visit, hui, tangata whenua presentations, reviews of draft and sign off); and 

f. confirmation of which iwi hapū the report or reports have been prepared on 
behalf of.  

Noted. Iwi have not indicated that a formal CIA is required at this stage and the 
applicant has been working with iwi hoping to arrive at an MOU or similar. However as 
detailed discussion has not occurred in any meaningful way this may be clarified in 
time. The applicant has offered and requested to meet with Iwi and hapu on numerous 
occasions and this may occur in the near future with the provision of the summary 
document.   
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19. In the event that individual iwi hapū indicate that their input into a cultural impact 
assessment on their behalf is not warranted with respect to this application, please 
provide written confirmation of this.  
Noted. The applicant is continuing to engage with iwi/ hapū. 

 
Recreational / access effects on the Waingongoro River 
 
20. Waingongoro River is identified is the STDP as a Significant Waterbody. Identified values 

include recreational / access values. The application acknowledges that the river has 
particular significance to the region, partially as a popular fishing and recreational 
destination. Yet the AEE contains no assessment of the effects of the quarry expansion 
on these particular values. Partly, but not entirely, this will be informed by feedback from 
F&G, as requested above.  
For information on this see response below to query 21. 
 

21. Accordingly, I request the identification and characterisation of the specific recreational 
/ values associated with the Waingongoro River reaches adjacent to, and downstream 
from, the proposed quarry expansion area, and an assessment of the effects of the 
quarry expansion on these values. 
 
There is currently no public access to this portion of the Waingongoro River. Access to 
this stretch of the River will not change with the expansion of the quarry activity towards 
but physically separate from the River.  
 
Sections 6.7, 6.8 and 6.9 of the application discusses the potential effects the proposed 
quarry expansion would have on the Waingongoro River. With respect to the Hydrology 
Report (attached as Appendix C to the AEE) it is considered that the proposed activity 
will have a less than minor effect on surface water.  
 
With less than minor effects anticipated on water quality and flows the proposal is not 
expected to have any impact on the recreation/ fishing values of the Waingongoro River 
generally or specifically in the vicinity of the quarry site. 
 

Objective and policy assessment 
 

22. Section 10.3 in the AEE provides an assessment of the proposal against STDP objectives 
and policies. This does not appear to address all potentially relevant objectives and 
policies as required under Schedule 4 of the RMA. Potentially relevant objectives and 
policies not referred to in the assessment appear to include the following: 
 

a. Objective 2.1.4 relating to the functioning of rural based activities; 
b. Policy 2.1.6 relating to rural character and amenity; 
c. Policy 2.1.9 relating to the nature, scale, intensity and location of land use 

activities; 
d. Policy 2.1.12 relating to the use and development of versatile land; 
e. Policies 2.1.16 and 2.1.18 relating to aggregate extraction; 
f. Objective 2.7.6 and 2.7.7 and Policies 2.7.9 – 2.7.11 and 2.7.13 relating to 

transportation; 
g. Objective 2.8.3 and Policies 2.8.5 – 2.8.11 relating to hazardous substances; 
h. Objective 2.13.7 and Policy 2.13.15 relating to tangata whenua; 
i. Objectives 2.18.5 – 2.18.6 and Policies 2.18.11 – 2.18.22 relating to water bodies; and 
j. Policies 2.19.4 – 2.19.5 and 2.19.7 – 2.19.9 relating to flood hazards. 

 
23. Accordingly, I request an addendum to the AEE that additionally assesses the proposal 

against the above STDP objectives and policies. 
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A separate addendum has been prepared. This addendum is attached as Appendix 7 of 
this s92 response). It will replace Section 10.3 (South Taranaki Proposed District Plan – 
Relevant Objectives and Policies) in the original consent application. Please note that 
everything is yellow has been added in from the existing lodged application. 

 
Hours of operation 
 

24. Sections 3.1.5 and 4.1.2.2 in the AEE and section 2.3 in the QMP indicate that shop hours 
(or associated truck movements) will be limited to 7am to 5:30pm Monday to Friday, 
whereas the FVMP indicates different parameters of 7am to 5pm on these days. Please 
clarify which parameters are correct. 
Shop hours and associated truck movements will be limited to 7:00am to 5:30pm. The 
FVMP states 5pm for the reasons provided in the below response.  These are both 
correct statements. 
 

25. Additionally, while shop hours may be limited to 5 or 5:50pm on these days, and 12 
noon on Saturdays, it is not clear how ‘late arrivals’ will be managed. Trucks seeking to 
enter the site at 4:59 or 5:29pm on weekdays, for instance, might not be back on 
Whenuku Road until closer to 5:30 or 6pm, outside of the operational parameters of the 
consent sought. Please clarify whether the parameters relate to shop hours OR vehicle 
movements (they cannot relate to both) and / or whether they need to be differentiated 
to some degree. 
The applicant advertises that the quarry is open between the hours of 7:00am to 
5:00pm (as per the sign at the gate of the quarry in Figure 22 of the consent 
application). However, the quarry gate does not close until 5:30pm. This allows trucks 
that enter the site at 4:59pm time to collect aggregate and leave the site before the 
gates close at 5:30pm.  
Truck movements are actively managed by the quarry manager and no trucks are 
allowed into the site after 5:00pm unless they are certain to exit prior to 5.30pm. 
 
The FVMP is available to customers and residents. It refers to hours 7am – 5pm to be 
consistent with the signage (Figure 22) and publicly advertised hours of operation.  The 
wider hours of operation for the quarry activity sought in the original application are 
necessary to allow for sensible management of the fringe time and ensure no heavy 
truck movements occur after 5.30pm Monday to Friday. 
 

Volunteered conditions 
26. The conditions attached to the resource consents under which the current quarry 

operates are appended to the application (Appendix J) and are referred to at points in 
the AEE, for example, in relation to hours of operation (pp 11, 15), maximum heavy vehicle 
movements (p 15), reinstatement (pp 21, 40) and iwi hapū monitoring (p 80). 
 

27. The implication of the above being that (aside from current limitations on heavy vehicle 
movements) consent for the quarry expansion can be granted subject to the imposition 
of similar conditions or the ‘rollover’ of existing conditions. 
 

28. Some existing conditions may be fit for the purposes of incorporating into a consent for 
the quarry’s expansion, should consent be granted. Others (for instance, reinstatement 
conditions limiting areas exposed for quarrying and restricting material to that sourced 
from site) will clearly not, given the nature of the proposal for which consent is sought. 
Conditions that the applicant may be willing to volunteer are likely to be relevant to 
both s95 and s104 determinations but are not explicitly stated in the application 
documents. 
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29. Accordingly, I request that a set of conditions that the applicant is willing to volunteer as 
part of the application is provided. This could be based on an amended version of the 
conditions attached to the existing consents granted by the Council, while taking into 
account the nature and effects of the expanded quarry operation for which consent is 
sought, the mitigation measures identified in section 7 of the AEE, and other measures 
to address adverse effects (either as identified by consultees or otherwise as identified in 
the AEE). 

 
Please refer to Appendix 1 of this s92 response for a set of conditions that the applicant 
is willing to volunteer as part of the application. 

 

Please don’t hesitate to contact me if you need further clarity on any of these matters. 

Regards 
 
 

 
Paula Harborne 
Planner 

 

 
 

Reviewed by 
 

 
 
Brenda O’Shaughnessy 
Principal Planner 
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Appendix 1 Volunteered Conditions 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Volunteered Conditions 

Quarry operation 

1. That, except where directed otherwise by a condition of this consent, the activity be carried 

out in general accordance with the detailed submitted to the Council.  

A final Quarry Management Plan for the site be approved by the Group Manager 

Environmental Services within 30 days of the consent being granted.  The Group Manager 

Environmental Services will seek comments from Te Runanga o Ngaati Ruanui Trust and Te 

Korowai o Ngaruahine Trust on the Management Plan.  The comments of Te Runanga o 

Ngaati Ruanui Trust and Te Korowai o Ngaruahine Trust shall be provided to the Council 

within 20 working days of receipt of the Management Plan. 

2. That the area quarried be restricted to the area shown on the plans submitted as part of the 

application. 

 

3. That the quarry operator installs and maintains appropriate fences and gates around the 

entire site in addition to hazard warning signs indicating that a quarry is operating and the 

presence of steep ledges or any other potential hazards. 

 

4. That the Consent Holder must ensure that: 

a. Heavy trucks do not enter or leave the quarry site outside the hours of 7.00am to 

5.30pm Monday to Friday and 8am to 12 noon on Saturdays.  

b. Metal extraction, crushing and processing of material do not occur at the quarry 

outside the hours of 7.00am to 7.00pm Monday to Friday and 8am to 12 noon on 

Saturday. 

c. Light work such as meetings, housework, paperwork and repair and maintenance do 

not occur at the quarry outside the hours 6.00am to 7.00pm Monday to Friday and 

7.00am to 4.00pm on Saturdays. 

d. In a situation where emergency work is required outside the hours specified in (a) 

and (b) above the approval of the Group Manager Environmental Services must be 

obtained. 

 

5. That metal extraction, crushing or processing activities do not take place between 25 

December in any year until the last national statutory holiday of January in the following 

year. 

 

6. That metal extraction, crushing, processing or trucking activities do not take place on 

Sundays, public holidays or holiday weekends. 

 

7. That any material removed from the settling ponds is disposed of at the Colson Road 

Regional Landfill.  If this facility is unavailable, then the material shall be disposed of at a 

similar site authorised to receive such waste. 

Cleanfill 

8. Any imported cleanfill material must be in accordance with ‘A Guide to the Management of 
Cleanfills’ (Ministry for the Environment, 2002) and shall not include the following 
materials:  



 

a. Combustible, putrescible (except that cleanfill may contain up to 5% by weight 

putrescible matter), degradable or leachable components;  

b. Household or industrial refuse, car bodies;  

c. Hazardous substances;  

d. Products or materials derived from hazardous waste treatment, hazardous waste 

stabilisation or hazardous waste disposal practices;  

e. Materials that may present a risk to human health, animals or plants;  

f. Liquid waste; and  

g. Material that when buried or placed will no breakdown, decay, give rise to gas or 

leachates.  

 

9. Cleanfill may be imported only for the purpose of recycling material and/or reinstatement 

of Deposit Areas A and B in years 1 – 4 following date of consent approval and thereafter 

for the purpose of recycling material and/or reinstatement of new Extraction Areas A and B.  

That the consent holder must keep a log of the volume and type of cleanfill imported to 

site. A copy of the log recording all cleanfill material imported to site is available to Council 

on request. 

Quarry reinstatement 

10. That the consent holder progressively reinstates each area of the site once extraction has 

been completed as identified in the Quarry Management Plan (dated Sept 2020).  This 

reinstatement includes levelling, consolidating and seeding of the areas previously quarried. 

 

11. The open working area shall be a maximum of 2.5 hectares in area.  The quarry face 

extraction area will be managed to ensure a minimum face area is exposed at all times, 

whilst maintaining dewatering flow rates to within the threshold 144 m3/hr (40 l/s). 

 

12. That the consent holder notifies the Council, Te Runanga o Ngāti Ruanui and Te Korowai o 
Ngāruahine Trust in writing when gravel extraction in each area Quarry Management Plan 

(Appendix A: Site Plan) has been completed. 

Wetland 

13. A Detailed Design and Planting Plan for the wetland area shall be developed in liaison with 

Te Runanga o Ngāti Ruanui and Te Korowai o Ngāruahine Trust and submitted to the 
Council for approval within 5 years of the date of consent or prior to completion of 

extraction of area A2, whichever is sooner. 

Waingongoro River 

14. Quarry operations including land disturbance and stockpiling of overburden activities shall 

be setback at least 25metres from the bed of the Waingongoro River. 

 

15. That excavation does not take place more than 8m below the site’s naturally occurring 
water table level. 

Heavy Vehicle Movements 



16. That the quarry operator restricts quarry-related heavy vehicles movements on Whenuku 

Road to a maximum of 80 heavy vehicle movements per day (40 truckloads), with a 

maximum of 120 heavy vehicle movements per day (60 truckloads), for 10 days of each 

calendar year. A copy of the log of truck movements to and from the quarry site be 

provided to the Council on request to demonstrate compliance with this condition. 

 

17. That all quarry-related heavy vehicle traffic is restricted to 50kph when using the portion of 

Whenuku Road from the corner of Katene Road to the Quarry site at the dead end portion 

of Whenuku Road. 

That all quarry-related heavy vehicles do not use engine braking when using the portion of 

Whenuku Road from the corner of Katene Rd to the Quarry site at the dead-end portion of 

Whenuku Road. 

Dust 

18. That all dust produced as a result of the operation of the quarry, or any vehicle movement 

associated with the operation of the quarry, be controlled to the satisfaction of the South 

Taranaki District Council so as to minimise any nuisance to residents of dwellings on 

Whenuku Road. 

 

19. That the consent holder makes a water cart with a dust-suppressing agent available at all 

times to control dust generated from the operation of the quarry and that the sprinkler 

system at the quarry entrance is maintained and used to minimise dust generation, to the 

satisfaction of the South Taranaki District Council. 

 

20. That any gravel material likely to generate dust when being transferred from the site is 

covered at all times. 

Noise 

21. That noise from the proposed quarry (except noise that is exempt from complying with the 

District Plan) complies with the District Plan’s noise standards for the Rural Zone, being: 

 

7am to 7pm  55 dB LAeq(15 min) 

7pm to 10 pm  50 dB LAeq(15 min) 

10pm to 7am  45 dB LAeq(15 min) 

10pm to 7am  75 dBA LAmax 

 

When measured at or within the boundaries of any Rural zoned site. 

22. That any earthworks associated with the proposed quarry taking place on the site comply 

with NZS6803:1999 Acoustics – Construction Noise at all times. 

 

23. That any time the position of the crushing plant is altered the quarry operator shall provide 

the Council a certificate from a suitably qualified and experienced person stating that 

condition 22 of this consent is being complied with. 

The Council may refer the certificates to any such person as it considers appropriate for 

assessment and may recover from the quarry operator all costs involved. 



The Council may from time to time take or arrange for the taking of noise level data on or 

about the site for the purpose of ensuring that the noise related consent conditions are 

being complied with. 

24. The consent holder shall pay the actual and reasonable cost of monitoring the conditions of 

this consent on an annual basis to the South Taranaki District Council in accordance with 

Section 36 (1)(c) of the Resource Management Act 1991. 

 

25. That the consent holder invites representatives from Te Korowai o Ngaruahine to visit the 

site within one month of the consent being granted. 

 

26. That the consent holder invites Te Runanga o Ngaati Ruanui and Te Korowai o Ngaruahine 

to visit the site for the purpose of monitoring on an annual basis. 

 

27. That in accordance with Section 128(1) of the Resource Management Act 1991, the Council 

may review the conditions of this consent by giving notice to the consent holder of such a 

review in 2021, 2022, 2024 and every five years thereafter, for the purpose of dealing with 

any environmental effects resulting from the exercise of this resource consent. 

Advisory Note 

1. That subject to any legal requirements of the Police, Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga 

Act 2014, Antiques Act 1975 and any other governing legislation, should suspected 

archaeological site(s), artefacts and/or human remains/koiwi be discovered during 

earthworks, construction works or processing activities, work in the affected area shall stop 

immediately. The quarry operator shall seek advice from the Te Korowai o Ngaruahine), 

Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga and/or the Police (as appropriate) to determine what 

further actions are appropriate to safeguard the site or its contents before work 

recommences. 
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Appendix 2 Freight Traffic Management Plan 
updated 
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PO BOX 414, WHANGANUI 4541 

Freight Vehicle 
Management Plan 

SOUTH TARANAKI QUARRIES – WHENUKU ROAD 
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Freight Vehicle Management Plan 
 

Created by: South Taranaki Quarries – Horizon Trust 

Date Created: 24/05/2019 

Last Revision Date: 08/06/2020 

 
 

Important Contact Details: 

Quarry Operations Manager:  027 278 1200 

Quarry Manager qom@stq.co.nz 

Site Supervisor 027 612 3672 

Administration 06 348 9346 option 1 

Administration Email accounts@horizontrust.co.nz 
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Organisation South Taranaki Quarries – Horizon Trust Management Limited 

Location 

Road Name: Current Speed Limit: 

Whenuku Road Temporary 50km 

Description of Road Use 
Whenuku Road is used by Customers of South Taranaki Quarries 
to cart product to and from the Quarry site located 2.77 kilometers 

down Whenuku Road. 

Traffic Details 

Restricted Vehicles: High Demand Contract: 

Trucks, Light Trucks, Truck & 
Trailers 

Customers to notify in advance 

Freight Vehicle Restrictions 

Weekday Hours: Weekend Hours: 

7:00am – 5:00pm 
Monday - Friday 

Saturday 8-12 (by request only) 

There will be no Freight Vehicles on: 

• Saturdays (only on request)

• Sundays

• Public holidays/long weekends

• During the Christmas/New Year’s period

Traffic Management Method 

All drivers operating heavy vehicles will: 

• enter and exit Whenuku Road via Ketemarae Road only.

• not exceed 50km per hour.

• not use engine brakes; in, out or along Whenuku road.

• comply with signage.

• reduce speed for pedestrians, cyclists and children.

• adhere to Quarry open hours

• sign the South Taranaki Quarries Driver Induction Form

Speed Restrictions 

Public and residents of Whenuku Road: 

As per speed limit issued by Council. 

Freight Vehicles: 

• Travel up to 50km per hour.

• Reduce speed for pedestrians, cyclists and children.
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Contingency 
Plans 

Quarry Related Freight Vehicle Incidents: 

An incident is described as one of the following: 

• Injury to person – real or potential

• property damage

• vehicle accident

• near-miss (of any kind – no matter who is responsible)

Actions: 

Residents and Customers: 

• notify the Quarry staff immediately

• submit an Incident Report to the Quarries Manager

South Taranaki Quarries H&S Officer will: 

• contact the appropriate emergency services

• if required, secure the site, control the area and assist any injured parties

• if required, stop all activity and traffic movement

• re-establish activity and traffic movements when advised by emergency
services that it is safe to do so

• review and submit report to STQ Head Office

Non-compliance: 

Breach Grading System (B.G.S): 
Each driver will start with zero points. If a driver receives 10 or more breach 
points, they will no longer be able to cart product for up to 6 – 12 months. 
Breach points will drop off annually. 

2 Breach Points - Minor 
o exceeding 50km per hour
o using engine brakes
o not slowing for pedestrians, cyclists and children in the area

3 Breach Points - Moderate 
o exceeding 65km per hour
o exceeding 50km with pedestrians, cyclists and children in the area

5 Breach Points - Major 
o travelling in excess of 80km per hour
o exceeding 80km with pedestrians, cyclists and children in the area

Actions: 

Residents and Customers: 

• notify Quarry Staff immediately via phone

• if of major concern, submit a Non-Compliance Report to the Quarries
Manager

South Taranaki Quarries: 
2 Breach Points - Minor: 

o first offence – discuss with the driver’s manager
o repeat offence - discuss with the company’s management

3 Breach Points - Moderate: 
o contact the company’s management
o issue a letter to the truck driver

5 Breach Points - Major: 
o first offence - send letter to company management regarding

Whenuku Road use and consequences of non-compliance
o second offence - arrange for new driver

South Taranaki Quarries will not load or receive product to/from any 
drivers who have received 10 or more Breach Points.  
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Public Notification 

Public: 

• signage along Whenuku Road

South Taranaki Quarries Customers: 

• advise Customers of the Traffic Management Method via letter annually

• add a Traffic Management Method reminder into quarterly newsletter

• signage along Whenuku Road, and exiting the Quarry site

Monitoring 

Residents: 

• to monitor driver behaviour and advise South Taranaki Quarries of any
concerns or breaches

South Taranaki Quarries: 

• check signage daily to ensure that it is visible to drivers

• monitor truck speeds and driver behaviour when entering and exiting the
quarry site
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Reported by: ______________________________________________________________________ 
 
 
Date: __________________________________ Time: ____________________________________ 
 

Vehicle Details: 

Company:  

Number Plate:  

Other Details:  

 

Report Type: 
(Please Circle) 

Injury to Person Property Damage Vehicle Accident Near-Miss 

 

Incident Level – In your opinion: 
(Please Circle) 

Minor Moderate Major 

 

Please specify the location: 

 

 

 

 
 

Please provide a summary of what occurred: 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Please scan and email to qom@stq.co.nz or hand to a STQ representative at the Quarry Site. 
 
 
Person Reporting Signature: _______________________________________________________ 
 
 
Quarry Manager (Upon Receiving) Signature: _________________________________________ 
 
 
Date Received: _________________________ Time Received: ____________________________ 

Quarry Related Freight 
Vehicle Incident 

Report 
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Reported by: _____________________________________________________________________ 
 
Date: _______________________________ Time: _______________________________________ 
 

Vehicle Details: 

Company:  

Number Plate:  

Other Details:  

 

Breach Type:  (Please Circle) 

Use of Engine Brakes 
Exceeding Speed 

Limit 

Not Slowing for 
Pedestrians, Cyclists 

or Children 
Other 

 

Level of Non-Compliance: (Please Circle) 

Minor Moderate Major 

 

Engine Brakes: 
(Please Circle) 

Estimated Speed: 
(Please Circle) 

Not Slowing: 
(Please Circle) 

Into Whenuku Road 51km - 60km Pedestrians 

Along Whenuku Road 61km - 65km Cyclists 

Exiting Whenuku Road 66km - 100km Children 

   

Please specify the location: 

 

 

Please describe what occurred: 

 

 

 

 
Please scan and email to accounts@horizontrust.co.nz or hand to a STQ representative at the 
Quarry Site. 
 
Person Reporting Signature: _______________________________________________________ 
 
 
Quarry Manager (Upon Receiving) Signature: _________________________________________ 
 
Date Received: _________________________ Time Received: ____________________________ 

Quarry Related Freight 
Vehicle Non-

Compliance Report 
 

mailto:accounts@horizontrust.co.nz


 

 Page 7 of 7 

 

Breach Point Report (internal use) 
 

Driver Details: 

Name:  

Company:  

Number Plate:  

Contact Phone:  

 

Breach Grading System: 

Minor – 2 Breach Points 
o exceeding 50km per hour 
o using engine brakes 
o not slowing for 

pedestrians, cyclists or 
children 

Moderate – 3 Breach Points 
o exceeding 65km per hour 
o exceeding 50km around 

pedestrians, cyclists or 
children 

Major – 5 Breach Points 
o exceeding 80km per hour 
o exceeding speed limit with 

pedestrians, cyclists or 
children in the area 

 

 
 

Breach 1: 

Date:  Time:  

Breach Type: Minor Moderate Major 

What Occurred: Engine Brakes Exceed Speed Limit Not Slowing 

 
 

Breach 2: 

Date:  Time:  

Breach Type: Minor Moderate Major 

What Occurred: Engine Brakes Exceed Speed Limit Not Slowing 

 
 

Breach 3: 

Date:  Time:  

Breach Type: Minor Moderate Major 

What Occurred: Engine Brakes Exceed Speed Limit Not Slowing 

 
 

Breach 4: 

Date:  Time:  

Breach Type: Minor Moderate Major 

What Occurred: Engine Brakes Exceed Speed Limit Not Slowing 

 
 

Breach 5: 

Date:  Time:  

Breach Type: Minor Moderate Major 

What Occurred: Engine Brakes Exceed Speed Limit Not Slowing 

 
 

Demerit Points: (Please Cross When Incurred) 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 
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Appendix 3 New Appendix G Traffic numbers 
summary 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



When Light Truck Truck Truck & Trailer Total Notes

Month of December 2019 Peak Month

Week 1 14 34 100 148

Week 2 16 45 109 170

Week 3 23 43 58 124

Week 4 2 0 0 2 Christmas holidays

Average per day 2.3 5.1 11.1 18.5 2nd to 24th December

Month of January 2020 Off peak month 

Week 1 11 9 70 90

Week 2 1 37 35 73

Week 3 14 42 86 142

Week 4 23 37 47 107

Average per day 1.8 4.5 8.5 14.7 4th to 31st January 

Month of February 2020 Peak Month

Week 1 14 22 11 47

Week 2 32 33 21 86

Week 3 20 37 38 95

Week 4 28 40 48 116

Average per day 3.2 4.6 4.1 11.9 1st to 29th February 

Month of March 2020 Peak Month 

Week 1 33 35 26 94

Week 2 25 24 24 73

Week 3 28 29 43 100

Week 4 11 13 40 64 COVID-19 Lockdown 

Average per day 3.9 4 5.3 13.2 1st to 25th March

Total 295 480 756 1531

Average weekly 18.4 30.0 47.3 95.7

Average daily 2.8 4.6 7.3 14.6

Average payload(t) 3 13 28

Truck records 1 December 2019 to 25 March 2020

Notes

From December 1st 2019 to March 25th 2020 there were 16 Saturdays with the Quarry 

accepting customers on 6 occasions. The highest total of trucks into the qurry on any given 

trading day was 44 and on 2 occasions exceeded 40 trucks on a trading day. 

Movements during December and January were unusually high due to material being carted 

to the Waverly windfarm.

The average daily heavy vehicles into the quarry across the 16 week period was 14.6.

Whenuku Road was being re-built during February and March. Trucks used to cart aggregate 

for this work have not been included in these figures. 
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Appendix 4 Acoustic s92 response 
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Response to Request for Further Information 
To Brenda O’Shaughnessy 

Copy Paula Harborne and Tabitha Manderson 

From George van Hout 

Date 2 November 2020 

File/Ref 201102-5-WT616-GvH-M1–Whenuku Road Quarry Section 92 Request - Acoustics 

Subject Extension to Whenuku Road Aggregate Quarry - Section 92 Request  

  

Dear Brenda 

We have provided responses to the acoustic queries listed as Points 12 and 13 in the Section 92 

Request from South Taranaki District Council (STDC) regarding the proposed extension to the 

gravel quarry at 277 Whenuku Road, Normanby (consent number RML20081).  

12. The Assessment of Noise Effects on the Environment (Appendix D) concludes that the 

noise standards specified in STDP Standard 11.2.2 will be exceeded for portions of 

properties at 76 Forbes Road and 113 Katene Road. That Assessment, and the AEE, 

contend that such exceedances are not a “material constraint” as the land concerned is 
in pastoral use, generated noise is “at a reasonable level”, and will have “no adverse 
effects on surrounding residential properties”. There is a possibly that the location of 
additional dwellings or rural subdivision in these areas could be undertaken as of right or 

with recourse to a controlled activity consent under operative STDP provisions, thereby 

lending to a situation where new residences could be impacted by noise from the quarry 

over its estimated 20-year lifespan. 

13. To assist my understand, I request further information as to whether the above matter 

constitutes an appreciable risk, and, if so, how that risk might be addressed through 

suitable mitigation measures.  

 
As outlined in Point 12 of the Section 92(1) request for further information (RFI), there is a slight 
exceedance of the South Taranaki District Plan (TDP) noise limits at two properties: 113 Katene 
Road, and 76 Forbes Road. We have now further assessed the noise generated by the proposed 
extension to the quarry on areas of adjacent properties which can be built on “as of right” as a 
“complying” activity.  

The Waingongoro River is scheduled as a significant waterbody as outlined in Schedule 5 of the 
STDP. As this is a significant waterbody, any residential building is required to be set back 
50 metres from the Waingongoro River, along with requiring to be set-back 10 metres from the 
boundary (including road boundaries) of any site to be a complying activity (as outlined in 
Section 3 of the STDP).  

We have therefore assessed a scenario whereby; no residential dwelling would be located 
within 50 metres of the Waingongoro River or 10 metres within any other site boundary.  



 2 

Figure 5-1 in our Assessment of Environmental Noise Effects on the Environment report 
(reference 200918-5-WT616-GvH-R1-Rev2-AENE 277 Whenuku Road Quarry, South Taranaki, 
dated 18th of September 2020) provides an overview of the area on adjacent sites which does 
not strictly comply with the STDP noise limit during any phase of operation.  We have now 
considered the Overburden Removal and Extraction scenario separately.  

Using SoundPLAN 3D Computational noise modelling software, we have modelled a worst-case 
scenario during overburden removal and extraction in each sub-area in the proposed 
extensions areas; Area A and Area B.  

During overburden removal we have assumed no acoustic mitigation (such as fences or 
bunding) and machinery is located at ground level (therefore no screening from the land). 
Overburden will be removed and stored around the perimeter of the site during overburden 
removal phase in areas A2 to A4 and B1 to B4 (assumed stacked a minimum of 1.5 m high). 

The area shaded red in Figure 1 below is the area which noise levels are predicted to be 55 dB 
LAeq(15 min) or higher during overburden removal, where a residential building can be built as-right.  

 
Figure 1: Area of land on adjacent properties which would receive levels higher than 55 dB 

LAeq during overburden removal 
 

10 m road setback 

50 m river setback 

76 Forbes Road  

N 

113 Katene 
Road  

Area of 55 dB LAeq 

exceedance 
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The area shaded pink in Figure 2 below is the area which noise levels are predicted to be 
55 dB LAeq(15 min) or higher during extraction where a residential building can be built as-right.  
 

 
Figure 2: Area of land on adjacent properties which would receive levels higher than 55 dB 

LAeq during extraction 

The above areas of exceedances (Red for stripping, Pink for excavation) are the cumulative 
worst-case 55 dB LAeq(15 min) level. For example, when overburden was removed in area A2, levels 
at 113 Katene Road would be less than 55 dB LAeq, not higher than 55 dB LAeq as indicated.  

The predicted worst-case noise level over the area outlined in Figure 1 and Figure 2 of the 
adjacent sites is provided in Table 1 below.  

Table 1: Noise level from a worst-case operating scenario  

PROPERTY 

OVERBURDEN REMOVAL EXTRACTION 

Within 

highlighted area  

(Figure 1 and 

Figure 2) 

Notional 

Boundary 

Within 

highlighted area  

(Figure 1 and 

Figure 2) 

Notional 

Boundary 

113 Katene Road 63 dB LAeq (15 min) 63 dB LAeq (15 min) 55 dB LAeq (15 min)
* 55 dB LAeq (15 min)

* 

76 Forbes Road 60 dB LAeq (15 min) 61 dB LAeq (15 min) 60 dB LAeq (15 min) 61 dB LAeq (15 min) 

*complies with 55 dB LAeq STDC District Plan noise limits 

We have the following comments regarding the level of exceedances at adjacent properties: 

• The predicted noise levels assume a worst-case scenario, with machinery located close to 
boundaries and operating continuously for a 15 minute period.  When machinery is 
located away from property boundaries (especially during overburden removal) or less 
activity is occurring on site, noise levels are expected to be lower. 

• The scenario described above in reality may not occur as equipment would move closer 
and further away from the closest point of the boundary of the site during overburden 
removal.  

• Based on the documentation from the quarry operator, the duration for overburden 
removal in each subsector (i.e. Area A1) is 2 weeks. This is a short time period compared to 

76 Forbes Road  

113 Katene Road  

N 

Area of 55 dB LAeq exceedance 

10 m road setback 

50 m river setback 
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the 12 – 24 months for the extraction phase. Therefore, this risk that this exceedance 
actually may occur during the life of the quarry is minimal (i.e. this may occur at one point 
within a 2 week period within 12 – 24 month period for each subsector). 

• As overburden removal is the enabling works for the typical day-to-day quarry operation 
and is of such a short duration; overburden removal has been considered as a 
“construction” activity in other quarry RC applications. This activity would be assessed 
against less stringent noise limits. Overburden removal would easily comply with the 
relevant construction noise limits.   

• The overall site area which is exceeded on 76 Forbes Road is: 

• Less than approximately 7 % of the total land area during overburden 

• Less than approximately 3 % of the total land area during excavation  

• The overall site area which is exceeded on 113 Katene Road is: 

• Less than approximately 3 % of the total land area during overburden removal  

• Is 0 % of the total land area during excavation 

• The noise level indicated in Table 1 above are at the closest point to the quarry on 
adjacent boundaries. Noise levels decrease from the boundary to the outside extent of 
the area of exceedance (55 dB LAeq).  

• The exceedances to the west of the quarry site, on 76 Forbes Road property: 

• The exceedances during overburden removal and extraction to the west of the quarry 
at 76 Forbes Road property are from the processing equipment and road truck 
movements into/out of site, rather than the machinery associated with overburden 
removal.  

• The predicted noise level is up to 6 dB (at areas where a residential building could be 
constructed) higher than the STDP noise limit during a worst-case scenario.  

• Noise from the processing and road trucks could be screened by the installation of an 
acoustic fence or bunding along the entire western boundary of the quarry site, 
adjacent to the Waingongoro River. The acoustic fence would need to be a minimum 
of 2.0 metres high; however, this may not be practicable due to non-acoustic 
requirements.  

• A significant change in site layout, moving the plant equipment and truck entry away 
from the western boundary, and use the quarry bowl and terrain to shield adjacent 
sites. However, this may be prohibitive and/or not practicable due to current and 
future development of the site. 

• There is no material difference in the noise level experienced between overburden 
removal and extraction regarding the worst-case noise levels received in the west 
portion of the land at 76 Forbes Road.  

• The exceedances to the north of the proposed quarry extension during overburden 
removal at 76 Forbes Road: 

• The predicted worst-case noise level during overburden removal to the north of the 
proposed quarry extension on 76 Forbes Road property is 57 dB LAeq in a worst-case 
15 minute period, 2 dB higher than the District Plan noise limit. A 2 dB change in 
noise level is subjectively imperceptible change in loudness. 

• If overburden removal started closest to the processing plant and moved towards the 
river, stockpiling against the perimeter, this worst-case scenario may not occur in 
practice. This managerial mitigation measure could be adopted as part of a Quarry 
Management Plan (QMP).  

• Physical mitigation to reduce noise from overburden removal at 76 Forbes Road is: 
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– A 2.0 metre high acoustic fence installed along the northern boundary of the 
proposed quarry area prior to overburden removal occurring. However, this may 
restrict activity on site and not allow for the overburden to be stored as a 
perimeter bund. It therefore may be prohibitive due to non-acoustic 
requirements.  

• The exceedances experienced on the area of land at 113 Katene Road: 

• The worst-case noise level received during overburden removal at 113 Katene Road is 
predicted to be up to 63 dB LAeq(15 min), assuming the machinery is located near the 
boundary of the zone for the entire 15 minute period.  

• The majority of the area which the 55 dB LAeq(15min) noise level is exceeded over, is a 
watercourse, and therefore building on this area may not occur due to other non-
acoustic reasons. 

• If a residential dwelling was constructed in this area, noise level can be managed 
either through the following procedures:  

– The exceedances experienced are only during the overburden removal phase of 
Area B4, a two week period over the entire 20 year expected period of the 
extension of the quarry extension. The effects of this increase in noise level can 
be managed by notifying any new occupants of this land via letter drop and/or 
personal visit to site 2-weeks prior to the start of activity on site. 

– Physical mitigation could be implemented such as a 2.0 metre high acoustic 
fence installed along the boundary of the proposed quarry area B4 and 113 
Katene Road. However, this may cause non-acoustic concerns for operation.  
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Appendix 5 Fish and Game Feedback 
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Appendix 6 Iwi summary report 
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PURPOSE OF THIS REPORT 
 

This summary statement focuses on the key environmental aspects that you have identified 
as being of greatest interest to Te Korowai o Ngāruahine Trust.  This information will also 
likely be useful for Te Runanga o Ngāti Ruanui and other key stake holders. Much of this 
information has been extracted from the application and clarified where necessary. This 
report focuses on the considerations given to potential environmental effects and identifies 
mitigation measures to protect mauri o te wai, mahinga kai and other taonga for mana 
whenua.  

 
BACKGROUND 

 
Whenuku Road Quarry was established in 2011 by Grant Cudby Contracting Limited and 
was taken over by Horizon Trust Management Limited in November 2016.  
The site supplies aggregates for the local community of Hawera, mainly used as base 
course products in roading, pathways, drainage, cow races and foundation works for 
infrastructure projects such as the new Hawera countdown building and carpark. The land 
occupied by the quarry is owned by Bill and Mary Schrader. The previous owner planned to 
extract material within the current quarry footprint to 20-30m below the water table (total 
depth from ground level of 40m) approximately 1,000,000m3 of usable andesite material. 
You may recall this proposal was discussed broadly during 2019. Because of this vision, 
progressive re-instatement was not undertaken. 
 
In November 2019 drilling confirmed the profile of andesite material to a depth of 40m. The 
quarry and immediate vicinity contains an andesite material deposit of 14-15m depth 
covered by an average overburden material depth of 3m. Investigation drilling ceased at 
21m.  To continue supplying aggregates to the community this Quarry must progressively 
move its footprint and extract material from the surrounding flats to the north and northeast 
of the current site. If a consent is granted, progressive re-instatement will be undertaken, 
restoration of the tributary conducted and a large wetland will be created over the life of the 
operation. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 
 
*View looking south east showing the Whenuku Road Quarry 
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PROPOSED NEW AREAS 
 
The proposed extraction areas shown below would be worked through using the same 
methods applied throughout the site to date. Each section will be stripped, extracted and re-
instated inline with the programme outlined in section 3.2.1.2 of the application.     
Slope batters will be a 5:1 ratio (as per the existing site) including in the area to be extracted 
below ground water table. If required, benching the area below the water table can be added 
to provide additional stability. Evidence of ground stability is provided by the current exposed 
faces in the site and stable nature of the geology and andesite deposit in this area. The 
current faces of 10-15m show no signs of erosion or slumping. 
 
The overburden from each stage will be either used for re-instating the previous extraction 
area or stored next to the area. Further detail is provided in section 3.2.1.2 of the application. 
 
  
 

 
Image showing proposed extraction area A located adjacent to the pit at the north boundary 

 

 
Image showing proposed extraction area B located adjacent to the pit at the northeastern boundary 
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DEWATERING PROGRAMME 

 
As the proposed extraction is to go below the natural water table by a maximum depth of 
8m, dewatering will be required. Water will be pumped from the proposed extraction 
areas to three filtration ponds shown below. These will be constructed in the open 
working area and progressively serve each extraction area as required.  
 
The ponds will be 30m long x 30m wide x 6m deep. Each pond will hold approximately 
5,400m3 of water, which equates to 5,400,000L. In total the three ponds will have a holding 
capacity of approximately 16,2000,000L (16,200m3 x 1000L).  
Once the water has made its way through the filtration ponds it will enter a ring drain system, 
which will connect to a final pond before being connected with the tributary for clean 
discharge. Dewatering investigations have been carried out on a 3,600m3 metre block which 
had an average water flow rate of 7.7litres/second below the water.  
 
Monitoring and management of effects: 
Over the past 12 months groundwater levels and surface water flows have been monitored 
using electronic data loggers in three wells near the quarry as well as in the tributary in two 
locations (upstream and downstream from quarry). Data shows that dewatering as proposed 
would have a less than minor/no impact to the water levels at these testing locations. The 
Hydrology Report (Appendix C to the application) summaries the data findings and assesses 
the potential effects on waterways. It recommends a maximum dewatering rate of 
40litres/second this equates to 3.2% of ‘mean annual low flows’ in the river at the quarry.  
This together with the discharges back into the River from the existing treatment ponds, 
would reduce the net effect on the take on the river to 2.4% of ‘mean annual low flows’.  The 
effect of this reduced flow on the River is assessed by the Hydrologist to be less than minor. 
 
We propose any approval of the consent will be conditioned around the rates of flow when 
dewatering below the water table nearest the river. If the rates of flow increase significantly it 
is likely the increase in flow is from the river. If this is the case, extraction would/must cease 
immediately, the area be backfilled, and quarry activity be redirected in consultation with 
TRC. 
 

 
Proposed dewatering filtration system 
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IMPORTED CLEANFILL 
 

Overburden from the existing site has been redistributed across adjacent farmland. In order 
to reinstate the existing area additional clean fill is required to be brought to the site. It is 
proposed to re-instate by using overburden material from the new extraction areas combined 
with some imported clean fill brought to site by local contractors.  
 

The following material is defined as cleanfill in the Guide to the Management of Clean 
fill (Ministry for the Environment, 2002)for such reinstatement purposes; 
 

Acceptable Waste Material   Non-acceptable Waste Material   

Clay   General waste   

Soils (clean)   Demolition waste   

Rocks   Construction waste   

Concrete (steel free)   Any hazardous substances   

Brick   Metals and plastics   

Un-treated timber    

  
Concrete free of steel can be recycled by our plant onsite. 
 

Monitoring and management of effects: 
All trucks depositing clean fill material will be required to sign in at the site office before 
entering. All loads will be inspected prior to depositing and recorded on a docket book 
system separate to that of quarry aggregate material. Clean fill be deposited directly to the 
required reinstatement area. It will not be stockpiled as outlined in sections 3.2.10 and 3.2.11 
of the application. There will be an excavator at the deposit point levelling and contouring the 
area to ensure sediment is controlled and the unnamed tributary remains protected.  

Any fill material not meeting our set criteria on inspection will be turned away.  
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
Area shaded purple is proposed for the imported clean fill and the first stage of re-instatement 
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WAINGONGORO & TRIBUTARY 
 

A 120m section of the tributary has been diverted from its previous alignment within the 
current boundaries of the existing quarry area. The diversion involved lowering the tributaries 
bed level down to the current level of the quarry floor as excavation of the quarry extended 
past the alignment of the tributary. 55m of 315mm diameter pipe was installed to carry flow 
from the diverted open channel through the bund between the quarry and the river.   
A 65m length of the tributary remains as an open channel in the base of the quarry, before 
joining with the piped section. The lowering of the bed has resulted in the creation of a small 
waterfall feeding the tributary into the quarry from the upstream catchment.    
 
An ephemeral watercourse joins the tributary at the edge of the northern boundary of the 
existing quarry area. We have bunded this confluence and installed novaflow piping. When 
the ephemeral water course is running, water flows through the pipe and bund, down a slope 
and into the currently open channel of the tributary that runs along the edge of the existing 
quarry area. Consent 10017-1.0 provided for the culverting of the 65m long open channel 
which discharges via a waterfall into the existing quarry, flows along the boundary of the 
quarry and then through an existing 315mm pipe into the Waingongoro River.  
 
The long term intention is to divert the tributary through a constructed wetland within the 
‘quarry expansion area’ before discharging into the Waingongoro River at its natural 
discharge point shown below. In the interim it is proposed to retain the existing diversion of 
the tributary as the existing working area of the quarry will also serve the proposed 
expansion area. The quarry’s life of the proposed expansion would be around 15-20 years. 
Once quarry activity is finished, the pipes in the existing working quarry area would be 
removed and the tributary will be fully daylighted and restored.  
 
Monitoring and Management of Effects 
fencing and planting of tributaries in partnership with the landowner is planned for next year. 
Once completed all areas will be fenced and planted to help encourage aquatic life and 
protect water quality. Within the quarry we are working through a partial tributary restoration 
which will be rock lined, fenced and riparian planted. The wet spring has delayed the work 
however it will be resumed shortly and completed next year.   
 
Positive impacts on the tributary habitat are also anticipated with the establishment of the 
proposed wetland and associated native plantings. A plan for this would be developed in 
liaison with iwi. 
 

 
*Image showing the untouched natural discharge point of the tributary 
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WETLAND & RIPARIAN 
 

We would like to explore with both the Te Runanga o Ngāti Ruanui and Te Korowai o 
Ngāruahine Trust the opportunity to develop a large wetland as part of our site restoration 
programme.  Investigations over the past 12 months confirm that a sustainable wetland 
could be established if consideration is given to: 

- Constructing it deeper than 2 metres 
- Using the natural water flow of the tributary 
- Constructing it below the natural water table 

 
We see this as an opportunity to establish new habitats associated with the river and 
tributary and one which requires careful consideration. Our application is light in detail as we 
would firstly like to discuss this with you and seek your input. We do not wish to pre-empt 
such engagement by committing to a particular design at this point in the consent process. 
Broadly, we see the final restoration as a perimeter fenced, 2-2.5 hectare wetland with a 5-
8m margin of riparian native plantings. Below shows an artists’ impression of what the 
wetland and surrounding land could look like once well established. 
 
I propose that we canvas this wetland concept further at your earliest convenience. If we can 
agree some broad principles in relation to creation of a wetland and supporting planting, then 
I’d like to propose an MOU and a working group of representatives be established. 
 
Any consent would then be conditioned on this and in particular the requirement to present a 
restoration plan for the tributary and the new wetland to working group representatives within 
an agreed timeframe (of say 4-5 years).  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
An artists’ impression of the potential Whenuku Road wetland  
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CLOSING COMMENT 

 
Thank you for taking the time to review our application and this summary report. I hope this 
has assisted in providing a clearer picture on the status of or quarry operation, what we are 
proposing for its future and what considerations we have given to areas you have identified 
as of greatest importance. If you have questions please give me a call directly, I very much 
look forward to discussing this further. 
 
 
 
Nga Mihi, 
 
 
 
 
Todd Nicholson 
South Taranaki Quarries 
Horizon Trust 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Image showing an established sustainable wetland in Whangarei which was once a quarry 
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Appendix 7 Policies and Objectives Assessment 
 

 

 

 

 



10.3 South Taranaki Proposed District Plan – Relevant Objectives and Policies  

The objectives and policies in the Proposed District Plan that are relevant to the proposal are set out 

below. There are some Proposed District Plan objectives and policies that do not have legal effect as 

they are part of an ongoing appeal.  

10.3.1 Section 2.1 Rural Zone  

Objective 2.1.3 (Subject to appeal) 

“To ensure subdivision, land use and development in the rural environment is of a nature, 
scale, intensity and location that maintains and enhances rural character and amenity 

values.”  

Objective 2.1.4 

“To enable the efficient and effective functioning of farming and rural based activities, and 
ensure that activities are not inhibited by adverse effects of new incompatible land uses”. 

Policy 2.1.6 (Subject to appeal) 

“Manage larger-scale and more intensive subdivision, land use and development to maintain 

and enhance the attributes that contribute to rural character and amenity values, including: 

(a) Productive working landscape. 

(b) Predominance of vegetation of varying types (pasture, crops, forestry, amenity plantings) 

over buildings. 

(c) Varying forms, scales and separation of buildings and structures associated with the use 

of the land. 

(d) Low population density relative to urban areas. 

(e) On-site servicing and a general lack of urban infrastructure such as street lighting and 

footpaths. 

Policy 2.1.8  

“Manage the adverse effects of noise, vibration, odour, dust, traffic, glare and other 

nuisances from land use activities and development through relevant performance standards 

and appropriate spatial buffers and setback requirements for specific activities”.  

Policy 2.1.9 

“Ensure that new land use activities are of a nature, scale, intensity and location consistent 
with maintaining the character and amenity of the rural environment and avoids or mitigates 

potential reverse sensitivity effects.” 

Policy 2.1.11  

“Provide for the establishment and operation of new non-farming activities and the ongoing 

operation of existing lawfully established activities which are compatible and / or associated 

with farming activities in the rural environment, provided they avoid, remedy or mitigate 

adverse effects.”  

Policy 2.1.12 (Subject to appeal) 



“Minimise, and where possible, avoid subdivision, land use and development that has the 
potential to inhibit the efficient use and development of versatile land for farming purposes 

or other lawfully established rural activities.” 

Policy 2.1.16 

“Provide for small scale soil and aggregate extraction activities by controlling the scale and 
location of extraction and the need to internalise environmental effects within the site.” 

Policy 2.1.17  

“Ensure that activities based on the extraction or processing of rural products, as well as 
large scale soil and aggregate extraction activities, avoid, remedy or mitigate potential 

adverse effects on the surrounding environment and that the environmental effects are 

internalised on site as much as possible”.  

Policy 2.1.18 

“Encourage industrial activities not based on rural servicing or the processing of rural 
products to establish in the Industrial Zone in an urban centre where this is an appropriate 

location for such an activity.” 

Policy 2.1.21  

“Manage the effects of heavy vehicle movements from rural activities on the environment, 
including cumulative effects on the safety and efficiency of the District’s roading network.”  

Comment:  

The Whenuku Road quarry is located within the Rural Zone. The rural environment is home to a 

variety of different activities and land uses, it can generally be described as a working environment. 

Quarrying is anticipated within the Rural Zone, as there is allowance for quarrying as a permitted 

activity up to certain limits. Consent is sought for the activity, as a Discretionary Activity, in 

accordance with the above objectives and supporting policies it must be demonstrated rural 

character and amenity can be maintained and enhanced.   

The quarry activity will interrupt use of the land for grazing but will otherwise not inhibit by adverse 

effects the functioning of farming or rural based activities. 

The Whenuku Road quarry is essentially a ‘temporary activity’ in the rural environment as it will 

revert to rural farmland progressively following quarry metal extraction. The farmland to be quarried 

will be progressively opened up, quarried and then restored to farmland. The long-term productive 

capability of the land for rural purposes and the rural character and amenity values of the rural 

environment will be maintained. The character of the rural environment will potentially be 

enhanced with the establishment of a new wetland area and landscaping of that vicinity. 

The working area is largely unseen from public spaces or other sites due to topography and 

vegetation.  The site will continue to be viewed from afar as rural pastureland. 

The noise and vibration assessment attached to and forming part of this application demonstrates 

that the noise standards in the District Plan will largely be met by the proposed activity. Where a 

non-compliance is predicted it will have a less than minor effect due to it the expansive nature of the 

two farms and the limits on subdivision in the Plan. It is reasonable to assess that if further 

subdivision to accommodate dwellings were to occur that the dwelling sites would likely be 



established beyond the areas identified as non- compliant due to the cost implications of providing 

services so far from the closest existing dwelling on each property.  

Dust, as another potential nuisance factor, is able to be controlled through the mitigation measures 

put in place – the sprinkler system in particular- helps ensure nuisance levels of dust off-site can be 

avoided. It is submitted that the proposed activity, when undertaken with the proposed mitigation, 

is consistent with Objective 2.1.4 and policies 2.1.6 and 2.1.8.  

Policies 2.1.9 and 2.1.11 and are considered to be enabling policies, that seek to provide for the 

establishment and continuation of certain types of activities. The quarry has been operating at the 

end of Whenuku Road since 2011 and has been used as a farm metal pit for approximately 30 to 40 

years prior to this. As an existing consented activity, it is considered to be a lawfully established 

activity. The proposed expansion does not materially intensify effects, other than the increase in 

traffic numbers. Accordingly, it is considered the proposal is consistent with policies 2.1.9 and 2.1.11. 

The nature of the quarry activity will see the land returned in time to full pastoral farming with no 

loss of versatile land for farming purposes.  Efficient use and development of adjacent versatile 

farmland will not be inhibited during the life of the quarry operation. Accordingly, it is considered 

the proposal is consistent with Policy 2.1.12. 

Policies 2.1.16 and 2.1.18 are not specifically relevant to this application as the activity is not for a 

small scale soil or aggregate extraction activity, nor is it for an industrial activity that could establish 

in an Industrial Zone, as the extraction activity must establish where the raw material is sourced. 

The proposed quarry expansion is adjacent to the existing quarry and is largely screened by the sites 

natural topography and is below the road level. This area is an appropriate location for the quarry 

expansion. The location is largely determined by the existence or not of the raw material. Basic 

sorting of material, as required, is undertaken onsite also. As such it is considered that the potential 

effects are internalised as much as practicable and therefore consistent with policies 2.1.17. 

A traffic impact assessment was carried out to assess the increase in vehicle movements, and 

concluded that the existing road network can accommodate the increase without adversely affecting 

the operation and function of Whenuku Road and other local roads. The applicant has worked with 

STDC in respect of upgrading Whenuku Road, which will assist in avoiding and mitigating adverse 

effects on the Road and users. The proposal is consistent with Policy 2.1.21. 

10.3.2 Section 2.7 Transportation  

Objective 2.7.5  

“Safe and efficient road and rail networks to ensure the reliable movement of people and 

goods”.  

Objective 2.7.6 

“Well-designed and located vehicle access and parking to ensure the safety of people, 

pedestrians, cyclists and vehicles and the efficient operation of the adjoining road network.” 

Objective 2.7.7 

“Protect the current and future efficiency, operation, safety and development of the State 
Highways and railway infrastructure.” 

Policy 2.7.9 



“Recognise and provide for the State Highway network, and its primary function of providing 

for the safe and efficient movement of through traffic by managing direct access onto State 

Highways.” 

Policy 2.7.10 

“Develop and maintain a roading hierarchy of local (access), collector, and arterial roads, 
recognising their different functions in terms of access to adjacent properties, and the 

management of through traffic.” 

Policy 2.7.11 

“Establish a consistent approach to roading, access and subdivision design, in accordance 
with NZS 4404:2010 Land Development and Subdivision Infrastructure (including local 

amendments adopted by NPDC and STDC) and accepted national standards or guidelines, 

and require all works to be designed and constructed to meet these standards.” 

Policy 2.7.12  

“Avoid, remedy or mitigate the adverse effects that may arise from increased traffic or 

changed traffic type, and new or changed access and intersections, through the use of 

standards and controls.”  

Policy 2.7.13 

“Require activities to provide off-street parking that: 

(a) Is in proportion to the demand generated by all activities on the site. Parking areas may 

be shared by more than one activity where it can be demonstrated that the parking 

demand for each activity occurs at a different time or on a different day. 

(b) Has both parking and loading spaces of such size, shape and layout to allow ingress and 

egress of vehicles without adversely affecting the safe and efficient function and 

operation of the adjoining road network. 

(c) Is landscaped along road boundaries and adjacent to residential areas to maintain and 

protect amenity values. 

Comment:  

The applicant has an on-going road maintenance agreement with South Taranaki District Council. To 

accommodate the level of quarry traffic proposed in this application. The Council is currently 

undertaking upgrades to Whenuku Road and this will be completed in the summer months of 

2020/21. The upgraded road is designed to the Council’s own design and construction standards. 

This is considered to be consistent with Policy 2.7.11. 

Whenuku Road is classified an access road between Katemarae Road and Katene Road, while the 

portion north of Katene Road is classified as a Low Volume road in terms of the NZ Transport 

Authority One Road Network Classification (ORNC). Katemarae Road is a Secondary Collector road 

and provides direct access to Normanby Town Centre and State Highway 3.  

The increase in vehicle movements due to the quarry activity has been assessed (see report attached 

as Appendix E). This report concludes that the existing road network can accommodate the increase 

without adversely affecting the operation and function of Whenuku Road, other local roads and the 

Districts transport corridors. The report also confirms that the actions carried out to date (including 

signage, sprinklers and more communication with drivers) have all contributed to improved safety 



on Whenuku Road. This is considered to be consistent with objectives 2.7.5 and 2.7.7, Policy 2.7.10 

and Policy 2.7.9 noting that there is no direct access to State Highway 3 from the site.  

The existing vehicle access to the quarry site is formed and sealed with a designated parking area 

located close to the entrance to ensure the safety of those arriving at the site.  This is consistent with 

Objective 2.7.6. 

The following are proposed to mitigate adverse impacts due to the increase in truck movements:  

1) A sprinkler system is installed at the site entrance to suppress dust and minimise detritus 

onto Whenuku Road; 

2) Quarry specific signage is in place to slow truck speeds and to warn drivers to be vigilant/ 

courteous to other road users. These freight driver instruction signs have been erected to be 

visible as drivers exit the quarry onto Whenuku Road as well as when they enter Whenuku 

Road from Ketemarae Road;  

3) Construction of embayment areas along Whenuku Road to allow two vehicles to pass one 

another safely are included in the road upgrade design. The length of these embayments are 

to be at least 20m in length and 3.5m wide to accommodate all vehicles sizes. The use of 

these embayments will be monitored by South Taranaki Quarries through the Freight 

Management Plan to reinforce compliance.  

4) A formal agreement and Code of Practice document has been created by the applicant to 

which all clients must abide. The purpose is to promote and monitor responsible driver 

behaviour on Whenuku Road associated with the quarry activity. 

These controls and methods will remedy or mitigate the adverse effects for residents  in the rural 

environment of Whenuku Road as far as practicable in a manner consistent with the intent of Policy 

2.7.12. 

Off street parking is available in a designated area close to the entrance to ensure that the health 

and safety of those visiting and working at the site is protected.  This is considered to be consistent 

with Policy 2.7.13. 

The proposal is consistent with the above objectives and relevant supporting policies. 

10.3.4 Section 2.8 Hazardous Substances 

Objective 2.8.3 (Subject to appeal) 

“Recognise the important benefits associated with the use, storage, disposal and 
transportation of hazardous substances whilst also ensuring that risks to the environment 

and human health are minimised to acceptable levels”. 

Policy 2.8.5 

“Ensure significant hazardous facilities are located, designed, constructed and managed to 
minimise risk to the extent practicable and avoid unacceptable risk to the environment and 

human health.” 

Policy 2.8.6 

“Ensure appropriate facilities and systems are provided to avoid accidental or unintentional 
release, or loss of control (such as spills and gas escapes) of hazardous substances.” 



Policy 2.8.7 (Subject to appeal) 

“To avoid duplication of the regulation of activities controlled by the Hazardous Substances 
and New Organisms Act 1996 (HSNO) and other workplace safety law by: 

(a) Generally providing for activities that meet the relevant requirements of the HSNO Act 

and other workplace safety law as permitted activities; and 

(b) Only requiring resource consents for activities that may have actual and potential effects 

that are cumulative, or where there is significant potential risk of adverse effects on the 

environment or human health not otherwise addressed by HSNO Act and Health and 

Safety at Work Act and associated regulations” 

 

Policy 2.8.8 (Subject to appeal) 

Manage the location of significant hazardous facilities in the following situations: 

(a) In close proximity to sensitive activities which includes residential activities, educational 

facilities, and community facilities; 

(b) Within and adjacent to significant areas of indigenous vegetation and habitats of 

indigenous fauna; 

(c) Adjacent to significant waterbodies; 

(d) Within and adjacent to Sites of Significance to Tāngata Whenua, or sites of historical or 
archaeological significance; 

(e) Within the Coastal Protection Area and Flood Hazard Area. 

Policy 2.8.9 (Subject to appeal) 

Manage potential reverse sensitivity conflicts between existing lawfully established 

significant hazardous facilities and new sensitive activities through subdivision and land use 

activity controls. 

Policy 2.8.10 (Subject to appeal) 

Disposal of hazardous wastes is to be undertaken in an environmentally safe manner at 

authorised facilities to avoid the risk of hazardous substances creating adverse effects on the 

environment and human health. 

Policy 2.8.11 (Subject to appeal) 

Transportation of hazardous substances, including wastes, as part of a land use activity 

should be undertaken in a safe manner, by modes and transport routes which prevent or 

minimise the risk of adverse effects on other land use activities, the environment, and other 

transport users. 

Comment:  

The fuel for the quarry plant is stored onsite in two bunded Allied Petroleum tanks separated from 

general site works and public areas. These tanks are double skinned which provide an internal bund 

to capture any spills from an internal tank leak. 

Fuel is delivered by licenced tankers directly to the site roughly once a month.  

The facilities comply with all the Hazardous Substances Regulations set out in Health and Safety at 

Work (Hazardous Substances) Regulations 2017.   



Storage of hazardous substances has been undertaken on site, incidental to the main activity, for the 

duration of the consented quarry activity and does not include a significant hazardous facility as 

addressed in Policy 2.8.8.  

The scale of storage and use of fuel tanks is typical in the rural environment to support farming 

activities. No reverse sensitivity conflicts are envisaged for the existing storage facility as a result of 

this current consent application. There will be no change to the existing storage facility, substances 

or volumes on site. 

No disposal activity occurs. If required, it would be collected by an authorised company and 

disposed of to an authorised disposal site. 

It is considered that the existing storage facility on site is consistent with Objective 2.8.3 and 

supporting policies. 

10.3.3 Section 2.13 Tangata Whenua  

Objective 2.13.6  

“To recognise and provide for the relationship of Tāngata Whenua and their culture and 

traditions (including mauri) with land, water, sites and areas of cultural and spiritual 

significance, wāhi tapu and other taonga”.  

Objective 2.13.7 

To protect sites and areas of cultural and spiritual significance to Tāngata Whenua from the 

adverse effects of inappropriate subdivision, use, and development of resources. 

Objective 2.13.9  

“To provide Tāngata Whenua with opportunities to participate in resource management 
processes and decision-making.”  

Objective 2.13.10  

To have particular regard to the concept of Kaitiakitanga as defined by Tāngata Whenua of 
the District in respect of the management of natural and physical resources. 

Policy 2.13.12 “To actively engage with Tāngata Whenua when addressing matters of 
concern to Iwi and hapū, including recognition of the relationship of Tāngata Whenua and 
their culture and traditions with land, water, sites and areas of cultural and spiritual 

significance, wāhi tapu and other taonga.”  

Policy 2.13.13  

“To encourage, where appropriate, as part of the determination of resource consent 

applications, consultation with Tāngata Whenua be undertaken and reported to the 
decision-making authority”.  

Policy 2.13.15  

“Avoid effects in the first instance, and if they cannot be avoided, then remedy or mitigate 

any adverse effects of activities that could destroy, degrade or damage the cultural values 

associated with a site or area of cultural or spiritual significance when assessing proposals 

for subdivision, use and development.” 



Comment:  

The applicant is continuing to engage with Ngāti Ruanui and Nga Ruahine in relation to cultural 
values associated with the site and environment. Engagement to date is reported in this application 

and will continue to be reported to both decision-making authorities.  

The hydrologic monitoring and assessment of the Waingongoro River and tributaries together with 

the assessment of the potential effects of the proposed quarry extraction activity, has concluded 

that water quality will as a minimum be maintained, and groundwater flows will be sustained.  

Stormwater diversions in place during the quarry operation have the effect of separating ‘clean’ 
from ‘dirty’ stormwater, this increases the effectiveness of the proposed stormwater treatment 
through the settlement ponds.  

No contaminants are be discharged to waterways and abstraction will be temporary and sustainably 

managed. Overall mauri of the River and tributaries will likely be preserved.  

At this point the applicant has not been made aware of specific sites or areas of cultural or spiritual 

significance to Ngāti Ruanui and Nga Ruahine in relation to the existing or proposed quarry site or 

environ other than the overarching values of the Waingongoro River. The applicant is open to a 

dialogue about how to avoid adverse effects in the first instance or manage such potential effects on 

cultural values associated with the site. The applicant continues to seek engagement with iwi. 

Disturbance or discovery of archaeological items or physical wāhi tūpuna or wāhi taapu are 

regulated by the Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga Act 2014. This legislation is administered 

and enforced by Heritage New Zealand. All persons undertaking land disturbance must abide by such 

legislation.  

Opportunities to monitor works such as removal of overburden and construction of the tributary 

diversion as well as an invitation to co-design the proposed wetland landscape planting, 

acknowledge and respect the kaitiaki role of hapū/iwi and provide for ongoing engagement and 
monitoring to ensure the wider wellbeing of the River and environs is preserved and sustained. 

For these reasons it is considered that the proposal will be consistent with objectives 2.12.6, 2.13.7, 

2.13.9 and  2.13.10 and the supporting policies.  

10.3.4 Section 2.18 Waterbodies  

Objective 2.18.4  

“To preserve the natural character of the district’s lakes, rivers, streams, wetlands and other 
waterbodies and protect them from inappropriate subdivision, use and development”.  

Objective 2.18.5  

To maintain and enhance public access to and along the margins of lakes and rivers with 

high natural character, conservation, recreation, amenity, heritage or cultural values. 

Objective 2.18.6  

To enable activities on the surface of lakes and rivers while recognising and protecting their 

natural character, heritage and cultural values, and maintaining the amenity and recreation 

values of lakes, rivers and their margins. 

Objective 2.18.7  



“To maintain and enhance the recreational and amenity values of lakes, rivers, streams and 

other waterbodies.”  

Policy 2.18.8  

“Identify significant lakes, rivers and other waterbodies with high natural character, 
ecological, recreation, amenity, heritage and cultural values”.  

Policy 2.18.9  

“Avoid, remedy or mitigate the adverse effects of subdivision, use and development that 
would detract from or compromise the natural character, ecological, recreation, amenity, 

heritage and cultural values of lakes, rivers and other waterbodies”.  

Policy 2.18.10  

“Ensure that subdivision, use and development is of a scale, location, and design that 

protects the natural character of lakes, rivers and other waterbodies and maintains and 

enhances their values by having regard to the following matters in assessing proposals:  

(a) Extent to which natural processes, elements and patterns that determine the natural 

character of the water body are sustained, and/or restored and rehabilitated;  

(b) Degree of protection of vegetation cover and patterns, including use of a buffer or 

riparian margin;  

(c) Compatibility with existing level of modification to the environment;  

(d) Functional necessity to be located in or near the waterbody, and no reasonably 

practicable alternative locations exist;  

(e) Ability to mitigate any potential adverse effects of subdivision, use and development; 

and  

(f) Provision of public amenity and access to land acquired by Council for reserve 

purposes.  

Policy 2.18.11 

“Provide for the maintenance of the natural character of lakes, rivers and other waterbodies 

and their margins, whilst balancing the need to provide public access to and along these 

waterbodies by way of an esplanade network”. 

Policy 2.18.12 

“Promote sustainable management practices in order to maintain and enhance the natural 
functioning of waterbodies, and improve water quality”. 

Policy 2.18.13 

“Promote and encourage the development and maintenance of riparian fencing and planting 

along waterbody margins”. 

Policy 2.18.14 



“Provide for esplanade reserves or strips at the time of subdivision or development adjacent 
to significant lakes or rivers, particularly where it is compatible with conservation values, and 

if one or more of the following matters apply: 

(a) Development pressure is high and may result in damage to the natural character of the 

environment, including water quality, habitat and visual amenity. 

(b) Where it would provide connections to existing reserves. 

Policy 2.18.15 

“Establish a connected network of esplanade reserves for public access and recreation 
purposes, along the margins of significant rivers and streams in the long term”. 

Policy 2.18.16 

“Maintain and enhance public access to and along rivers and lakes as far as practical, except 

where restrictions are necessary to: 

(a) Preserve natural character. 

(b) Safeguard ecological or intrinsic attributes 

(c) Avoid conflicts between competing uses 

(d) Protect cultural and spiritual values of Tāngata whenua. 
(e) Protect human health and safety. 

(f) Protect the integrity of river and flood control works. 

(g) Protect significant infrastructure and network utilities. 

(h) Provide for other exceptional circumstances that are sufficient to justify the restriction, 

notwithstanding the national importance of maintaining access. 

Policy 2.18.17 

“Promote public access to the margins of significant lakes and rivers, especially those of 
recreational/access value, while recognising that restrictions may be necessary to provide for 

the needs of alternative legislation or other values”. 

Policy 2.18.18 

“Prioritise the creation of esplanade reserves of strips along significant rivers valued for 
recreational or public access purposes and consult with relevant affected parties.” 

Policy 2.18.19 

“Recognise cultural and spiritual values of Tāngata whenua and enable customary activities 
to be undertaken within and adjacent to lakes, rivers and other waterbodies, including by 

managing subdivision, use and development adjacent to the Patea River, Whenuakura River 

and Tangahoe River given the cultural and spiritual values of these particular rivers. 

Policy 2.18.20 

“Enable activities on the surface of lakes and rivers to maintain and enhance community 

wellbeing whilst avoiding or mitigating adverse effects on health and safety, and on natural 

character, conservation, amenity, heritage and cultural values.” 

Policy 2.18.21 



“Develop sustainable methods for the use of the surface of water in lakes and rivers, in 
association with Tāngata whenua and the community.” 

Policy 2.18.22 

“Where appropriate, negotiate the voluntary creation of esplanade strips and access strips 
with landowners by agreement”. 

Comment:  

In accordance with Policy 2.18.8 the Waingongoro River is identified as significant water body with 

the following values (Schedule 5): 

Natural/Conservation values - The natural character of the water body and its margins, the 

presence and abundance of rare and threatened indigenous species, the nature and quality of 

aquatic habitats and natural values.  

• Natural hazards – The nature and magnitude of natural hazards.  

• Recreational/Access - The nature and use of the waterbody for recreational purposes, 

including surface water activities, fishing, hunting and tramping. The importance of the 

waterbody in providing access and connections to areas of recreational use.  

• Heritage/Cultural - Presence of historic heritage in or adjacent to the water body, and the 

relationship of Maori with the water body and ability to undertake customary activities.  

• Water quality – The quality of water, including whether it is used for urban water supplies or 

other purposes, such as irrigation.  

Section 6 of this report addresses the potential effects on the various values as identified as being 

significant for the Waingongoro River.  

Policy 2.18.10 sets out a number of matters to which regarded is to be had in order to ensure 

identified values are maintained or enhanced. Section 2.1.12 of this report has identified, through 

the freshwater fish database, that a number of rare and threatened indigenous species are likely to 

be present in the Waingongoro River. Two activities could potentially impact on the quality of 

aquatic habitats and natural values, being the potential impacts on the baseflows in the River and 

the discharge of treated/settled washwater from the site.  

The washwater system is a closed circuit and the existing TRC consent 7845-12 permits discharge of 

treated washwater and incidental groundwater though land seepage only. Both these activities have 

been assessed as having a less than minor potential effect on flows and water quality. Therefore, it is 

submitted that the proposed activities will have minimal impacts on natural processes in and 

functioning of the River.  

The proposed expanded quarry area will have a buffer of 25m from the bed of the Waingongoro 

River. No vegetation removal (other than pasture) is proposed. This buffer strip will be established 

so that the existing planted and fenced riparian margin on the Waingongoro River is protected. The 

existing riparian margin of woody vegetation will not be altered by the proposed activity. The 

relevant management practices, specifically the buffer zone from the quarry itself will avoid any 

impact on the existing riparian margin on the banks of the Waingongoro River. The proposed activity 

will not alter provision for access or accessibility to the Waingongoro River in the vicinity. No 

esplanade network or public access has been formalised on this stretch of the River and the criteria 

in policies 2.18.14 - 2.18.18 and 2.18.22 are not considered applicable. 



In relation to Policy 2.18.19, the applicant is yet to have detailed discussions with iwi about cultural 

values including whether access to the River in the vicinity for customary activities may be desired to 

offset or mitigate potential effects.  

In relation to Policies 2.18.20 and 2.18.21 there will be no change to the potential for activities on 

the River as a result of the proposed quarry expansion. 

The hydrologic monitoring and assessment of the Waingongoro River and tributaries together, has 

concluded that water quality will as a minimum be maintained, and groundwater flows will be 

sustained. Existing and proposed stormwater diversions during the quarry operation have the effect 

of separating ‘clean’ from ‘dirty’ stormwater. This increases the effectiveness of the proposed 
stormwater treatment through settlement ponds. No contaminants are be discharged to waterways 

and abstraction will be temporary and sustainably managed. 

The quarry has been established onsite for some time and it is considered that the area is already 

modified. The proposed methodology and area to be excavated is considered to be in-keeping with 

the level of modification of the environment. In addition, reinstatement to pasture, will be 

undertaken progressively. The proposed cleanfill discharge will help to facilitate this as it will enable 

the site to achieve contours and heights that would not otherwise be attainable with overburden 

materials from the subject site.  

The location of the proposed activity is driven by two factors, the first being that a quarry is already 

established on the site and the second being the source of the natural deposits of material suitable 

for quarrying. As such, no reasonably practicable alternative exists. 

10.3.5 Section 2.19 Natural Hazards  

Objective 2.19.2  

“The risks and adverse effects from natural hazards on people, property and the environment 
are avoided or mitigated”.  

Objective 2.19.3  

“Subdivision, use and development do not create, worsen, displace or increase the severity of 

natural hazards.”  

Policy 2.19.4  

“Identify areas at significant risk from the effects of natural hazards based on the likelihood 
of the events and potential risks and consequences.” 

Policy 2.19.5  

“Control the location and design of subdivision, use and development within identified 
natural hazard areas, or areas which have significant potential to be affected by a natural 

hazard, to avoid or mitigate the effects of the natural hazard” 

Policy 2.19.7  

“Minimise the need for hazard protection works by ensuring that new subdivision, land use 
and development is located and/or designed to mitigate the potential effects of natural 

hazards.” 

Policy 2.19.8  



“Ensure that the use and development of land does not accelerate or worsen any material 

damage to that land, or displace to other land or structures, resulting from erosion, 

subsidence, slippage, debris flow, or surface water flooding.” 

Policy 2.19.9  

“Manage the effects of natural hazards caused by long-term shifts in climate and changes in 

sea-level. In particular, factor in climate change predictions in avoidance or mitigation 

measures.” 

Policy 2.19.18  

“Manage subdivision, use and development in areas considered to be susceptible to land 

instability by siting work in stable locations to avoid hazard risks or adopting specifically 

designed measures such as appropriate building foundations or batter slopes to mitigate the 

hazard risks.”  

Comment:  

Potential natural hazard risks at the subject site include land instability, erosion and flooding.  

In respect of land instability and erosion, it has been demonstrated that the nature of the materials 

being excavated are stable. Ongoing control of surface water in and around the site will ensure risk 

of erosion is minimised. In addition, the site will be rehabilitated progressively, further reducing 

potential risk of erosion by minimising open areas particularly near to the River.  

Import of cleanfill and reinstatement of overburden, then top-soiling and seeding are part of the 

reinstatement for much of the site. The site will then be returned to pasture and grazed, this 

reinstatement activity and permanent farming activity are considered to have a low risk of erosion 

hazards. 

The risk of flooding is considered to be low. The Waingongoro is deeply incised at the subject site 

and it is understood flooding on the subject site is unlikely to occur. A buffer zones of some 25m will 

be retained between the quarry and the riverbed to assist in ensuring that the risk of bank erosion is 

not increased.  

The water being discharged from the site, from the dewatering process as well as diverted tributary, 

as assessed in the Hydrology Report (Appendix C) will have no material impact on potential surface 

water flooding. 


