Drury Quarry Sutton Block —Comments Tracker

S67 Comments Site visit Preliminary Councilcomments 25.8.25
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Provided










Nagaraj
Prabhakara

Auckland
Transport

The applicant hasn’t provided any
assessment on the existing roading
structure ensuring existing roading
structure can cater for the
additional truck movements
without creating any road safety
issues for the other road users.
According to Austroads section 12
guidelines, developments that
create more than 10% heavy
vehicle movements warrant an
pavement impact assessment.
Section 6.2 of the ITA states that
the current proposal will increase
truck movements from 600-700 on
an average day to 1,200-1,400
trucks per day. The current
proposal will have a net increase of
200% high commercial vehicles
(HCV). Please provide a pavement
impact assessment along the

No

No

Structural pavement design and
maintenance matters are not considered
within the Integrated Transport Assessment
(ITA) prepared by Don McKenzie Consulting
Ltd (March 2025) (Technical Report U)
(“Application ITA”).

These matters relate to potential pavement
damage (that may or may not be able to be
directly related to the quarrying activity
within the Sutton Block) should not form part
of mitigation measures. Sources of funding
for this come from Road User Charges and
other Development Contribution type
payments. The inappropriateness of
attempting to impose such obligations
through resource consents has been
confirmed in recent Environment Court
cases that will be very familiar to Auckland
Transport and Auckland Council (eg Norsho

Unresolved — see AT comments dated
25.08.2025










assessed in the PC46 ITA of 2019. There is
predicted to be no change in performance or
operation of the Maketu/John Main
intersection as a result of this FTAA
application.

9 Nagaraj Auckland The Drury South Area is not yet fully No No As discussed under row 8 above, the 2019 Unresolved — see AT comments
Prabhakara Transport developed. Please provide PC46 ITA included a full assessment of the dated 25.08.2025

transport assessments with a land use development, including continued
scenario (including transport traffic operations associated with the Drury
modelling of the scenario) Quarry. As discussed, and assessed within
including the full buildout of the the Application ITA, there is no intention or
Drury South development which expectation that the quarrying activity that
represents future traffic conditions will be facilitated by this current application
which will exist during the life of willincrease the overall intensity or scale of
the development, not only the traffic movements to and from the Drury
current traffic volumes and the Quarry (as provided for within the site’s
traffic conditions for the current consents). The 2019 PC46 ITA
surrounding area. This information captured current quarry-related traffic
is required to have a better activity and projected this forward to a future
understanding of the existing road year of 2036 when the weekday peak hour
network capacity and potential quarry-generated traffic activity was
adverse impacts. assessed as being 35-60 vph (18-40
The ITA document does not clearly trucks/hr) during the on-road peak of the
include the Drury South fully surrounding road network. The busier times
developed scenario for its for quarrying activity tend to be off-set from
modelling. There is reference to the the on-road peaks with peak quarrying traffic
PC46 ITA on page 8, but it is not movement occurring earlier in the morning
clear how these values were and during the middle of the day.
calculated or applied. The
applicant needs to provide a In terms of background future growth of the
detailed assessment of the likely surrounding Drury South area, Appendix A of
traffic volumes for the Drury South the 2025 ITA supporting the current
fully developed scenario as part of application adopted a 50% future year
the current application. If the growth scenario. The assessment made on
applicant relies on earlier traffic page (viii) of the Appendix (Transport Route
modelling from PC46, please Capacity Assessment) to the March 2025 ITA
provide the modelling details and confirmed that this level of future growth was
explain clearly how it was consistent with (and in some periods
calculated and applied. exceeded) the future traffic volumes

predicted within the 2019 Beca ITA and traffic

modelling in support of PC46.

10 Nagaraj Auckland Pages 8 & 9 of ITA states that Level No No As discussed on page (ix) of the Application Unresolved —see AT comments
Prabhakara Transport of service (LOS) D is acceptable at ITA Appendix, the concept of acceptable dated 25.08.2025

the existing two signalised
intersections, but according to AT’s
Network Operating Plan, on arterial
roads the minimum LOS during
peak periods is C. Please provide
an updated assessment on the
LOS of the network to ensure that
to ensure that no potential adverse
impact on the roading operation.

Level of Service can be somewhat arbitrary
and that the Degree of Saturation (i.e. the
ratio between traffic volume carried and
capacity of an intersection) should be used
in combination with a Level of Service
assessment.

As discussed under rows 8 and 9 above, the
Sutton Block expansion is not proposed to
change the intensity of current (consented)
traffic movements by the existing quarry.
Changes in background traffic movement,
and hence any Level of Service change,
associated with the Application is therefore




W Meridian Energy Ltd v Wellington City Council [2011] NZEnvC 232.
2 |bid, at [402].
Bl New Zealand Transport Agency — Waka Kotahi [2024] NZEnvC 133, at [124] — [128].




14 Laura Scaife | Env Monitoring | No No Yes General Comments Updated to refer to Council throughout. On 16.9.2025 monitoring team stated
& Sian Farrell Consistent reporting — Consistent report to No changes made to the frequency of Given that the stage 2 works are
Council throughout to avoid confusion. operational reporting. Currently, the majority closer to residential areas, we
Recommend quarterly reporting for all of operational reporting is required on an recommend the increase reporting so
operational reporting in the consent. annual basis to be included in the Annual Council is able to review any non-
Monitoring Report. compliances at an early stage.
Refer to updated consent conditions dated
12 August 2025, attached as Attachment C.
15 Laura Scaife | Env Monitoring | No No Yes General Comments We've revised the conditions to align with On 16.9.2025 monitoring team stated
& Sian Farrell Consistent formatting and wording - Auckland Council’s formatting throughout “No further comments”
Conditions should adopt standard Council and incorporated their preferred wording
formatting and wording - this will ensure the where practicable. However, on 17.9.2025 Doug
effectiveness of monitoring the consent and Fletcher notes that there are missing
T e e e R Refer to updated consent conditions dated specific duration conditions for LUS —
) (e 12 August 2025, attached as Attachment C. stream works, WAT take of
groundwater, WAT damming of water
and DIS - diversion and discharge of
stormwater.
16 Laura Scaife | Env Monitoring | No No Yes General Comments We’ve restructured the condition set to be On 16.9.2025 monitoring team stated

& Sian Farrell

Conditions tagged to respective consent
types - Itis recommended that conditions
are broken down into respective consents for
efficient monitoring and to ensure pre-start
requirements for each consent can be met,
along with ongoing requirements. For
example: specific conditions for LUC,
specific conditions for WAT, conditions that
apply to all consents. There appear to be no
consent conditions for the contaminated
land, stormwater, and stream works reasons
for consent.

broken down into respective consents as
requested.

The stream works consents are included in
the specific LUC conditions. Stormwater
conditions are managed through the specific
LUC conditions related to earthworks. No
stormwater discharge consent is sought.
Contaminated land is currently proposed to
be managed via the approved and certified
Soil Management Plan and Remedial Action
Plan. We have included a consent condition
requested by Auckland Council
Contaminated Land Expert who is happy with
this approach.

The stream works consent will be
issued with an LUS number different
from an LUC so these conditions
need to be separated.




24

Laura Scaife
& Sian Farrell

Laura Scaife
& Sian Farrell

Laura Scaife
& Sian Farrell

Env Monitoring

Env Monitoring | No No

Env Monitoring

Yes

Part C —Management Plans
C3-recommend remove deemed
certification condition.

Part D — Construction works

D2 - Recommend including that all devices
and controls must be constructed in
accordance with the approved erosion and
sediment control plan. Further, we
recommend no further earthworks are to
proceed until the devices have been
certified.

Part E - Operational conditions
Recommend add condition that a siren must
sound prior to each blast.

Refer to our response at Row 12. We’ve
retained deemed certification condition.

Condition 10(i) requires all devices and
controls to be constructed in accordance
with the approved ESCP (note, thisis a
requirement of all certified management
plans). Therefore, no amendment was made.
Certification of the Erosion and Sediment
Control Plan (ESCP), which will include
details of device, is required 20 working days
before construction starts. We have not
included a separate condition halting further
earthworks pending device certification, as
this would duplicate the primary ESCP
approval process.

No condition has been added requiring a
siren to sound prior to each blast. This was
not recommended by the Project team
relevant specialists and is not required as
part of the Drury Quarry existing operation.

On 16.9.2025 monitoring team stated
See comment under General
comments: Deemed certification

On 16.9.2025 monitoring team stated
ESCP and device specific certification
are two different things. A certified
ESCP does not mean the device has
been constructed in accordance with
GDO05. Preventing earthworks until a
device is constructed and certified in
accordance with GDO05 is key in
ensuring reducing the risk of potential
adverse effects.

On 16.9.2025 monitoring team stated
As the proximity to residential areas is
closer than the current quarry, it is
recommended to add a warning to
nearby residents.







Laura Scaife | Env Monitoring Part H - Monitoring and Annual Reporting No changes made to the frequency of On 16.9.2025 Recommend dust

& Sian Farrell Recommend changing annual reporting to reporting. Reporting requirements proposed monitoring quarterly. Refer to
quarterly (except for the groundwater are in consistent with Stevensons existing comment above
monitoring and H6-H9). Drury Quarry’s consents.
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Laura Scaife
& Sian Farrell

Env Monitoring

No

No

Yes

Part H—Monitoring and Annual Reporting
Recommend adding a condition to
implement a Community Liaison Group
(CLG) for this stage as this section of the
quarry will back onto residential housing.
Past experience shows that this type of
activity generates a lot of interest with
neighbours.

At this stage, we consider that the existing
engagement mechanisms remain
appropriate. Stevenson has a dedicated
Community Engagement person whose role
is to ensure communication with
neighbouring residents is maintained and
any matters raised are appropriately
addressed. Stevenson is committed to
maintaining open lines of communication
with neighbouring residents and will continue
to respond proactively to any queries or
concerns raised.

Should the level of community interest
increase over time, we would be open to
revisiting the need for additional engagement
measures, including a CLG, if appropriate.

On 16.9.2025 monitoring team stated
Recommend that the CLG condition
is considered.

46

Colin

Hopkins

Consents
Planner

TBC

TBC

TBC

TBC

No response required




51 Andrew Freshwater and | Based on my review of the YES No As set out in Sections 3.3 and 4.7 of PDP GW | Section and 4.7 of PDP GW + SW
Rossaak Terrestrial ecological documents, a fully + SW report (Technical Report L), no reports only on potential effects on
(Morphum) Ecology informed review of the ecological drawdowns of shallow groundwater —which | the perched water table on the
effects and management thereof supplies water to the surrounding vegetation | Kaarearea Paa.
cannot be made due to the —is predicted. The zone of influence
following gaps in the information predicted by PDP relates to the regional Section 4.3.3 of the same report
provided: groundwater system, not the shallow or states that “Shallow groundwater
Terrestrial ecology perched groundwater. Predicted within, and in the vicinity of, the
An assessment of how the altered groundwater drawdowns are confined to the | Sutton Block expansion
water table will affect the success regional groundwater table, which is located | area is expected to be affected by the
of existing and offset native well below and is hydraulically separate from | proposed quarry.” Given that
biodiversity vegetation surrounding the shallow groundwater table. proposed effects management
the pit. planting is to occur between the paa
dome and the quarry wall and on the
eastern and northern quarry
boundaries, there is potential that the
altered perched water table may
affect existing vegetation and new
plantings.
Itis therefore considered that this
comment has not been addressed.
52 Andrew Freshwater and | Terrestrial ecology YES No The proposed consent conditions require The maximum duration of a consent
Rossaak Terrestrial An understanding of how the long-term monitoring, maintenance, and is 35 years, the period requested in
(Morphum) Ecology outcomes will be secured through adaptive management to ensure biodiversity this application. As some planting is

monitoring and adaptive
management over the 30 plus year
timeframes as the consent will be
discharged once the covenants are
secured in a much shorter period.

outcomes are achieved. Conditions 100-112
require 30 years of monitoring for pioneer
planting, with scheduled reviews at Years 5,
7,10, 15, 20, and 30, and contingency
actions if targets are unmet. Pest and weed
control is addressed under Conditions 113-
116, requiring baseline and ongoing
monitoring over 25 years, with progress
reporting at key intervals.

Detailed monitoring targets and methods are
provided in the Residual Effects Analysis
Report — Terrestrial Ecology (REAR-TE)
prepared by Bioresearches & JS Ecology
(Technical Report C) and the Net Gain
Delivery Plan for planting and pest/weed
control (Technical Report F). Legal covenants
over all enhancement areas will ensure
protection of native vegetation in perpetuity
and pest/weed control over at least 30 years.

Given these enforceable conditions and
perpetual covenants, the suggestion that
“the consent will be discharged once the

planned for year16 or later (stages 4
and 5) after works commencement,
this may reduce the monitoring
period available within the consent
and there is potential that offset will
not be monitored for final
achievement, assuming consent is
granted foe 35 years.

It may be prudent to ensure effects
management is undertaken within a
sufficient period within the consented
period even if the impact stage has
not commenced.




covenants are secured in a much shorter
period” is not correct.

53 Andrew Freshwater and | Freshwater streams YES No Any existing covenanted offset sites within | do not concur with this approach.
Rossaak Terrestrial An assessment of the risks to the wider SAL wider landholdings will be
(Morphum) Ecology existing covenanted offsets within required to be protected and maintained in The existing offsets were consented
the quarry zone/site, particularly accordance with the relevant resource on the basis that there were no plans
downstream of stream 4. This consent conditions. Specifically, for the for expansion of the quarry (2018).
should include, but not be limited offset downstream of Stream 4, associated This offset is on the stream that is fed
to, a detailed monitoring and with the Northern Expansion of the Drury by the entire catchment that is to be
adaptive management plan to Quarry, Condition 32 of Consent reclaimed by the proposed quarry
demonstrate how this offset BUNG60325729 (LUC60325732 & expansion. Itistherefore subjectto
(ecological values) will not be LUS60325733) requires SAL to monitor the the potential adverse effects of the
compromised by the proposed Stream Ecological Valuation (SEV) of the activities proposed in this
works. offset stream. This monitoring is to occur at | application. | consider that this
five and ten years post-completion of application must ensure that existing
instream enhancements and riparian offsets reliant of water quality and
planting, or until the predicted SEV values quantity are not adversely affected
are achieved. Should monitoring indicate but the proposed works. This would
that the SEV value (0.7) is unlikely to be met | be achieved through a monitoring and
or has not been reached within ten years of responsive management plan.
completion, a Further Enhancement Works
Plan must be prepared and submitted to In addition, it is possible that the
Council for approval within six months of the effects are not immediately noticed
monitoring. throh the existing consent SEV
Therefore, additional monitoring and monitoring, however the effects of the
adaptive management plans to demonstrate proposed activity may be apparent
compliance with existing consent conditions | after the existing consent has closed
are unwarranted. Furthermore, and in and the in perpetuity offset is
accordance with longstanding case law, degraded.
Council must assume that the applicant will
act legally and in compliance with the
conditions of consent and the terms of the
management plans.
54 Andrew Freshwater and | Freshwater streams YES No To maintain baseflows in Stream 4 from This response does not address the
Rossaak Terrestrial The application material states Stage 3 onwards, once potential drawdowns | comment.
(Morphum) Ecology that streams (stream 4) will be are predicted, clean water from the pit sump

augmented to maintain flows,
however, it is unclear how this will
be achieved and assured in
perpetuity.

will be pumped up to a location just above
the confluence of the Stream 7 and Stream 2
catchments, at the head of Stream 4. The
proposed pit plan water management
system, including this pumping system, is
detailed in drawing ESCP-Sutton Blk-H20,
attached to the Erosion and Sediment
Control Report (Technical Report R). This
drawing notes that as the pit develops, the
pit pumps discharge location will move
further upstream in consultation with the
Freshwater Ecologist. The stream flow
maintenance and recommended
augmentation programme for Maketu and
NT-1 Streams which includes Stream 4), is
set out in the proposed consent Conditions
148 and 149. Condition 148 (a) requires
augmentation if the flow at the Mangawheau
monitoring station falls below 160 U/s. This
augmentation will continue for as long as

The augmentation of flows to stream
4 are important and flow monitoring
should be at the point where the
proposed streamworks/diversions
end and flows are into the existing
natural watercourse.

The request particularly relates to the
likelihood of continued stream flow
augmentation with clean water, and
given that the adverse effects are
permanent, the augmentation
requirements and monitoring in the
long term are not addressed. Flow
augmentation appears to be required
for at least the duration of the quarry
works (50 years), and potentially in
perpetuity. Given the maximum
consent duration is 35 years, how will
this stream augmentation pumping






https://www.fasttrack.govt.nz/__data/assets/pdf_file/0018/5076/Appendix-21-Freshwater-Residual-Effects-Analysis-Report.pdf
https://www.fasttrack.govt.nz/__data/assets/pdf_file/0018/5076/Appendix-21-Freshwater-Residual-Effects-Analysis-Report.pdf
https://www.fasttrack.govt.nz/__data/assets/pdf_file/0018/5076/Appendix-21-Freshwater-Residual-Effects-Analysis-Report.pdf
https://www.fasttrack.govt.nz/__data/assets/pdf_file/0018/5076/Appendix-21-Freshwater-Residual-Effects-Analysis-Report.pdf




e Offsets should be located
closer to the impact site ,
such as the Peachhill offset
proposed.

56

58

Andrew
Rossaak
(Morphum)

Andrew
Rossaak
(Morphum)

Freshwater and
Terrestrial
Ecology

Freshwater and
Terrestrial
Ecology

Freshwater streams

There are no details in the EclA for
the culvert proposed on stream 4
or the diversion. It would be
anticipated that details on the
diversion stream such as instream
structures that have been
proposed, riparian planting in both
long and cross section plans and
SEV would be provided. In addition,
culvert details and how fish
passage will be achieved are also
not noted.

Freshwater streams

There is no streamworks
management plan to provide detail
on how and where the rock (and
large wood) proposed to be
installed in the streams as part of

YES

YES

No

No

Proposed Consent Condition 11 requires
submitting a Sutton Block Stream Diversion
and Enhancement Plan to Auckland Council

prior to commencement of construction.
Condition 56 set out the requirements of this

plan, which include outlining the
construction and riparian planting details for
the NT1 Stream, including the flow path,
design drawings, construction methods and
timing, and details of ecological
enhancements like meanders, a low-flow
channel, riffles, pools, boulders, and riparian
planting. The culvert will be designed and
installed to ensure fish passage for climbing
species, as referenced in Section 5.3.6 of the
EclAreport.

Refer to amended Condition 56.

As stated in Section 5.3.3 of the EclA
(Technical Report A), the diversion channel
will be designed collaboratively with the
project engineers and the project ecologists
to provide a naturalised channel with
meanders, variations in hydrology and large
boulders, similar to the current stream

The proposed amendments to
condition 56 are noted.

However, insufficient detail is
provided to be able to assess if the
diversions will alter the current values
or potential values of the
watercourse.

Itis also noted that the proposed
location of the pond diversion stream
is on a steep slope, a location where a
natural stream is unlikely to exist.
There is practicality risk that the
proposed stream features may not be
able to be implemented, and riparian
planting may not be able to be
secured.

This request is not addressed.

Section 3 of the E9:9 Net Gain
Delivery Plan: Riparian Planting report
provides proposed measures for
offset stream enhancement. There is
insufficient detail to provide an










outlined in Proposed Conditions Appendix 1:
Schedule A Groundwater Monitoring Bores
and Trigger Levels) to identify and mitigate

any potential adverse effects on shallow
groundwater and associated wetlands.

61 Andrew Freshwater and | Offsets YES No Refer to Table 3, REAR-TE (Technical Report | Itis understood that Hingaia has been
Rossaak Terrestrial There is uncertainty that the offsets C) confirms no other parties have planned or | removed from the offset package.
(Morphum) Ecology are possible and meet committed to the proposed revegetation or

additionality. Request evidence
that the proposed offset sites are
consistent with the additionality
concept (eg. Letter from te Waikato
River Authority and Hingaia Island
has capacity as there are already
numerous offsets consented at
this location).

enhancement actions at either offset sites:

1. Tuakau Site: Owned by Stevenson
Aggregates Limited (Section
2.2.1.1.3, REAR-TE), with full control
over proposed works.

2. Hingaia Island: Identified through
iwi consultation as a priority for full
revegetation (and with consideration
to existing offset commitments for
which we have coordinated with
DoC and iwi on).

Both sites therefore meet the additionality
criterion, with documented ownership,
absence of overlapping projects, and
alignment with national biodiversity
offsetting principles.

No additional information has been
provided on how the removal of offset
that would have been located in
Hingaia is to be addressed.










70

Hillary
Johnston

Stormwater,
Industrial
Trade Activity
(SWWWITA
team)

STORMWATER MANAGEMENT
PLAN OR REPORT

The application does not include a
standalone stormwater
management plan or stormwater
management report. Instead,
relevant information in respect of
stormwater managementis
dispersed across the AEE and
supporting technical assessments.

Why is this Information Essential? -
The absence of a consolidated
stormwater management plan or
report limits the ability to clearly
understand how stormwater will be
managed across the various stages
of the quarry, how dirty versus
clean water is measured,
monitored, and separated, the
treatment standards applied, and
how compliance with GD01/GD05
is achieved. A technical
stormwater report or management
plan would provide necessary
clarity on water flow, device
capacities, stormwater
measurement and/or monitoring,
and performance of proposed
treatment devices.

No

No

The initial stages of the expansion
(approximately 3 years) will be traditional
earthworks operations with site runoff to be
treated by GD0O5 compliant devices. Once
the pit has been formed, all site runoff and
water will fall back into the quarry pit, which
has an abundance of storage. Once water is
within the pit it will be managed and
discharged by the existing consented
stormwater system.

Section 6.1.1.6 and Section 6.2.2 of
the AEE outline that ‘clean water’ will
be pumped and discharge directly to

Stream 4 - Please clarify

In the absence of a standalone
stormwater management plan or
report, itis recommended that the
Quarry Management Plan is updated
to include information on the
management and treatment of
stormwater runoff.
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Hillary
Johnston

Stormwater,
Industrial
Trade Activity
(SWWWITA
team)

WATER QUALITY MONITORING
Description of Missing Information
While the Application proposes
conditions to monitor groundwater
levels and quality, it does not
propose any conditions to monitor
the quality of other discharges
from the site or to monitor water
quality within the receiving
environment (i.e. Stream 4/NT1).
There is no monitoring framework
or subsequent trigger-response
approach proposed.

Why is this Information Essential? -
Without conditions requiring water
quality monitoring at discharge
points and within the receiving
environment, there is no
mechanism to verify that discharge
quality remains consistent with the
Application and associated
assessments. There is no
mechanism to detect and respond
to potential adverse effects over
time. Monitoring is particularly

No

No

The existing Drury Quarry water treatment
system has been set up and is managed in a
manner that allows discharges to be
controlled. If turbidity within the pit was
poor, the water is simply held in the quarry
pit prior to discharge to the lamella and off
site.

For the stage 1 works (the traditional
earthworks stage and where GD05 SRP and
devices will be used), Turbidity standards on
SRPs should not be imposed as the devices
operate on an efficiency system. Turbidity
standards are not any “standard”GDO05
SRP’s in any project in Auckland. GD05
design cannot guarantee a standard.
Auckland Council knows this and that is why
a turbidity standard is not specified.

Stage 1 will take approximately 3 years. After
Stage 1 all construction water is managed via
the pit and will be controlled via turbidity
controlled pumps.

It is not suggested to monitor the
turbidity of SRP discharges.
Monitoring of the quality of
discharges from the site and
specifically of water quality within the
receiving environment (i.e. Stream
4/NT1) would be useful in determining
the effects of the activity.

Upstream and downstream
monitoring for water quality, including
turbidity, pH, and TSS are common on

other quarry consents within the
Region.




important given the large-scale
earthworks, proposed stream
reclamation, and sustained
discharges of both treated and
untreated water from the pit
system.

76

Philip Kelsey

Groundwater
and dewatering

A - Regional Groundwater
Drawdown Predictions

Missing Information

Stage 5 maximum groundwater
drawdown contours within the 7.5
kilometre zone of influence,
incorporating cumulative
drawdown effects from consented
Drury and Hunua quarries.

Why is the Information Essential?
The requested information is
required to determine the effects
on existing groundwater bores and
streams, plus verification of
proposed monitoring for
groundwater and surface water.

No

No

Refer to Groundwater Memorandum dated
12 August 2025 attached as Attachment E.

Supplementary Request for Missing
Information contained within Philip
Kelsy memo dated 22.8.2025.

Phili Kelsey review dated 15.9.2025
which reviewed further info provided
by applicant outlined:

76:Ai) Groundwater Drawdown
Contours — addressed.

76:Aii) Groundwater Monitoring
Bores to East of the Sutton Block
Expansion — not addressed.



























http://www.worksafe.govt.nz/




























Angela Franklin Local : Noted, no response required.

Fulljames - The Local Board does not have a
Chair:

Franklin
Local Board

formal decision-makingrole, but
can provide local insights on
community impacts, transport, open
space, mana whenua engagement,
and infrastructure alignment.

There is no requirement for
applicants torespond to Local
Board feedback, but it can be
considered by the Expert Panel.

Angela Franklin Local Consideration should be given to the access | Refertoresponseinrows5to 10 above. The
Fulljames - Board routes proposed for the quarry expansion. | existing quarry has been operating for over 80
Chair: The current access includes Maketu Road, years in this location. The surrounding




Franklin
Local Board

which runs through a significant new and
growing residential area. Assessment should
be made on the impact of the increased truck
movements in these areas, and consideration
should be given to using the alternative route
to State Highway 1 through the new Industrial
Area. If access to the expansion area can be
gained in the future through alternative rural
roads, consideration should be given to the
impact on these roads and to the safety of the
communities using the roads.

transport network has been designed to
accommodate Drury Quarry traffic volumes,
while still achieving safe and efficient travel
for all users and visitors to the Dury South
area. The proposed Sutton Block operation is
an extension in the duration of the operation
of the existing Drury Quarry activity. Itis not
anticipated to result in an increase in the
range of traffic movements currently
anticipated by the existing quarrying activity.
In addition, the properties along the current
main access route—Maketu Road and Bill
Stevenson Drive—are subject to covenants
relating to quarry traffic and other quarry-
related activities.

117 Angela Franklin Local | No No Yes The Board has concerns about the noise and | Rows 91-104 contain Auckland Council Air
Fulljames - Board dust mitigation and recommends an | Quality/Discharge expert Ms Boamponsem
Chair: independent review. review comments of the air quality
Franklin assessment. In row 95, Ms Boamponsem
Local Board confirms that with appropriate
implementation and ongoing monitoring, the
air discharge effects of the expansion are
expected to remain minor and well-controlled
and that she supports the application.
In regard to noise, Marhsall Day Noise Effects
Report (Technical Report I, Volume 2 to the
AEE report) concludes that the predicted
noise levels from the Sutton Block will comply
with the relevant AUP limits at all receivers. A
range of mitigation measures are proposed to
manage and mitigate noise on sensitive
receivers, including noise monitoring as
required under Conditions 87 and 88.
For these reasons, we disagree that an
independent review is required.
118 Angela Franklin Local | No No Yes Environmental impact, including water and | A comprehensive ecological off-set package
Fulljames - Board loss of existing environment — wetlands and is proposed as part of the Project. This
Chair: flora and fauna. Again, recommend package will provide ecological offset over
Franklin independent review and mitigation. time through creation of new habitat and
Local Board enhancement of existing habitat through
buffer planting, riparian planting, and pest
control, which will enhance ecological
connectivity across the wider SAL
landholdings.
We disagree that an independent review is
required.
119 Angela Franklin Local | No No Yes Stormwater effects on the Drury area - As part of the Project a robust stormwater
Fulljames - Board concern around the effects of stormwater on management system is proposed which
Chair: the catchment area - which includes the predominantly relies on the use of existing
Franklin Drury area undergoing significant expansion and already authorised water management

Local Board

in commercial, industrial and residential
building.

system. The proposed Sutton Block
developmentis not anticipated to resultin




offsite stormwater issues. Concerns
regarding stormwater management across
the wider Drury area is not relevant to this
application.




