5.2

The site of the applicants proposed activity is in the flight path for the Christchurch airport.
Birds are a safety risk to flights and therefore the land cannot be best remediated to a
standard best for the environment.

5.3

When using the land and natural resources for commercial activity and financial gain, we
strongly believe that there is a moral obligation on those that benefit to respect and restore
the environment. This location, with the flight path constraints, prevents proper land
remediation.

5.4

The applicant states that they do not intend to backfill the site to its original level and instead
only commits to backfill higher than the base of the pit excavation (p.21). This will leave our
landscape in an undesirable state for future generations to rectify at an unknown cost. It is
unacceptable to use and abuse our environment for financial gain and not restore it to an
original position.

6.

Water

6.1

The applicant research states that groundwater average depth is 10.9 meter below ground
and are therefore applying to quarry to a 10-meter depth. The average is based on historical
data and does not map the forecasted impact of groundwater increase from the Central Plains
Water scheme and/or climate change, despite forecasted data being available from various
sources (consultants, universities, regional council) for a fee.

6.2

It is proposed the truck washing will occur onsite. We are concerned of the environmental
impact of washing on groundwater and downstream waterways.

6.3

We are concerned about the amount of water take required for the quarry and associated
activities and are unsure about how this affect water supply for our community and the wider
Christchurch population. We expect local government to provide evidence on this matter.

7.

Location

7.1

In their application, the applicant explains the need for this location for the proposed activity.
They explain their site selection process in which they restrict the area to be within 20km of
Christchurch. The only basis for the 20km radius is to reduce transport costs.

7.2

As stated above, Fulton Hogan are a very successful business. With excessive profits, the need
for this location to reduce transport costs is unnecessary and unjustified.

7.3

On page 5 of their application, they have identified many sites that met the parameters they
set for an appropriate site. Of all the sites identified, the site chosen is the only one that is
near a large residential settlement. Given the negative impact on quarrying on the
environment, people and communities, this site should have been the least preferred site.

8.

Hours of operation

8.1

The hours of operation are proposed to be 6.00am to 6.00pm every day except Sunday. And if
that is not enough, they seek to operate until 10.00pm on 150 days per year and 10.00pm to
6.00am 150 days per year = 24 hours = 150/365 days per year = 41.1% of the year will be a 24hour quarry. The 12-hour operation every day except Sunday is TOO MUCH. The quarry
activity should not be permitted immediately alongside a community, let alone for these
extensive hours of operation.

8.2

They have not restricted this to a season so it may very well be that through summer, when
people want to enjoy the outdoors much more, we will have noise and dust nuisance from the
quarry interring with the quiet enjoyment of our homes and community.
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9.

Consultation

9.1

Megen has provided intermittent assistance to the Templeton Residents Association. Fulton
Hogan were repeatedly invited to a community meeting, to address the residents. They
refused. Instead they sought to establish a community committee. Megen attended a
meeting with Fulton Hogan, along with the Chairperson and Secretary of the TRA early in
2018. We explained why we could not appoint a person to the proposed community
committee as follows:

10.

a.

We were concerned that it would unsafe for one resident to join the committee. They
would be put under too much pressure from a community that is strongly opposed to the
quarry.

b.

Capacity - One or two people do not have the capacity to engage with the community to
adequately represent the views of a medium sized, diverse community. They also lack
the capacity to report back on the meeting content.

c.

Time commitment - A person on the committee would be expected to put in a significant
time commitment to engage well between Fulton Hogan and the community. The
activity proposed is a commercial activity for financial gain. The person is expected to
volunteer their time for ultimately Fulton Hogan's benefit. This seemed unfair when the
person would only be there to say - don't do this to us - and yet ultimately contribute to
the harm complained of.

Personal impacts of the activity

10.1 Why we chose Templeton
a.

We purchase our first home in Hornby, Bermuda Drive, in 1999. Options for our first
home were limited: We were a young couple, coming from hard working but financially
stressed families and had to find a home on a very tight budget (carpenter and office
worker occupations). We worked hard and found a home in our budget.

b.

It was nice but the main reason it was affordable is that it was located very close to
Ravensdown fertiliser factory on Main South Road. We tolerated erosion on our roof
and a terrible smell. We knew to expect this because Megen grew up on a nearby street
and recalled an earlier incident at the factory when police drove around the streets
advising all residents to move inside and shut their windows due to a health and safety
issue at the factory.

c.

When our children were born, we did not want to remain living in the Ravensdown zone.
We did not want any of our family exposed to risks living near a commercial activity that
had negative impacts on our environment and wellbeing. We conducted a lot of research
and financially extended ourselves to build our home in Templeton.

d.

We could only afford the home by living with parents, physically building the home
ourselves on days off from work and relying on relatives to volunteer their time and skills
to the build. We were very grateful for the assistance.

e.

Despite our hard work and sacrifice (us and others), we are very concerned and saddened
to be in a position similar that which we worked so hard to avoid.

10.2 Our family home - As stated above, we designed and built our home ourselves, with our own
hands and sacrifices (ours and others). We intend this to be our forever home and will be hurt
by having to move.
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10.3 Property valuation
a. Despite our statement in 10.2, when we heard of the quarry proposal, we obtained a
valuation to sell our home, so was the depth of our concern about living next door to a
quarry. The valuation is dated 13 February 2018. We enclose the Executive summary
and valuation conclusion in Appendix 2, which advises that the proposed quarrying
announcement has had a reasonably significant impact on potential buyers and a
reasonable discount to the sale price is required. Our home is valued at $570,000 to
$580,000 but, given the Templeton market has been impacted by the proposed quarry,
the valuation is reduced to $555,000.
b. Like most New Zealanders, our home is our main investment. It is unfair that a
extraordinary profitable company can undertake an activity near our home that causes us
financial loss, especially where that activity negatively impacts on our environment.
10.4 Gardening - We have been in a committed, good relationship for over 25 years. Our love of
gardening brings us together. We enjoy gardening and spend hours creating and enjoying our
garden. We are concerned that the noise and dust from quarry will prevent us from gardening
together or enjoying our garden.
10.5 Immaculate home

11.

a.

We have a very clean and organised home. See photographs in Appendix 3. We have a
cleaning roster for interior tasks and a maintenance roster for external tasks. Megen
cleans the interior and exterior of the windows every three weeks, and more regularly in
the winter if condensation occurs.

b.

The impact of dust on the windows or in the home may not be significant to others, but it
is critical to Megen's wellbeing. Megen is highly organised and always requires the home
to be immaculately presented. She enjoys cleaning and explains that her mind works
much better when the home is clean and organised. Her mind feels fuzzy and unfocused
with mess or disorder. A clear mind is critical to her current occupation as general
manager for Taumutu rūnanga and past occupation as a lawyer.

c.

We are very concerned about the dust impact on the interior of our home and windows.
In fact, this has been the most stressful thought of the quarry activity occurred next door.

Community impact of the quarry

11.1 Although we strongly believe Templeton to be a great place to live currently, our small
community already has various negatively impacting activities in the area. We are in a flight
path (noise from planes), beside the railway (noise and vibration from trains) and have a
speedway for the wider Canterbury population to enjoy (noise). We have two prisons, a youth
justice facility and several community houses that have some element of risk. Although all
would ordinarily be off-putting, Templeton is a very proud and friendly residential community.
We enjoy Templeton. Permitting a quarry is the tipping point that would put too much strain
onto this community.
11.2 As a community, we have had many discussions about the quarry. We have lived her for over
12 years and engage with many community members. We have built relationships through
the school community, sports groups and the resident association. A quarry adjoining our
community has by far and away been the most pressing and concerning issue that has
concerned residents in the time of our living here. Many members of the community are very
stressed about this issue. It has already impacted on our community.
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12.

Future Christchurch development

12.1 The Greater ChCh Housing Capacity Assessment (26 February 2018) provides a details
overview of housing demand in Christchurch and surrounding areas. It states that
Christchurch City is projected to accommodate 54% of the total growth to 2048, with 27%
occurring in Selwyn district sub-areas and 19% in the Waimakariri district sub-areas. The subareas which are projected to experience the highest percentage growth rates are those in
include Selwyn and Waimakariri districts, and the south-west sub area in Christchurch.
12.2 Establishing a quarry between Rolleston and Templeton would be incredibly short-sighted for
community housing needs and our community. Given that the report expressly indentifies
Selwyn and South-West Christchurch as the most in demand growth areas for the next 30-40
years, using the land for quarry purposes is an irresponsible decision. This is especially so
given the quarry has a proposed time span of 40 years and longer to remediate the land. It
would stunt the growth of South-West Christchurch and North Rolleston for many
generations.
12.3 In fact, the decision becomes even more irresponsible given that building on remediated land
is unpopular and risky in an earthquake zone, which Canterbury is. If the land is remediated
within 100 years, there are more risk with remediated land than had dwellings been built on
land that had not been quarried and back filled.
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APPENDIX 3: Our home and garden
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