
 

 

Planning Expert Conferencing Statement – Chapter 8, Quarrying Proposal 

 

10am, Friday 26 June 

 

 

Participants 

 

Alex Sutherland - Facilitator 

Andrew Long (CCC) 

Sandra McIntyre (#495 The Crown) 

Kevin Bligh (#1011 Fulton Hogan Ltd) 

Bridget O’Brien (CCC) – was also present in an observer role 

Matters Discussed: 

The participants discussed whether they considered that a policy providing a framework for extraction 

of aggregate before urban development takes place on greenfield sites, such as that sought by Fulton 

Hogan, was appropriate in the context of Chapter 8 of the Plan.  Relevant matters for consideration 

were discussed, including the need for rehabilitation/backfilling before urban development, whether, 

how, and in what circumstances effects could be appropriately managed given the proximity to existing 

residential areas, and the importance of not compromising the supply of land for urban development as 

set out in objective 3.3.4 of the Strategic Directions chapter.  There was discussion as to the 

interpretation of Objective 3.3.7(c) of the Strategic Directions Chapter.  Mr Bligh and Mr Long also 

discussed the aggregate demand report attached to the section 32 for the Rural chapter.  

Points of Difference: 

 

1. The identified point of difference is whether it is appropriate to have a policy which addresses a 

rural activity in an urban zone.  

 

Ms McIntyre and Mr Bligh consider this is acceptable in regard to greenfield areas zoned for 

urban development. Ms McIntyre noted that these are currently occupied by rural activities and 

that some continuing provision for rural activities until urban development  takes place would 

not be out of place in this context.   

 

Mr Long considers this is not acceptable.   

 

Mr Long's concerns are twofold: firstly that the CRPS identifies quarrying as a rural activity and 

therefore it is not appropriate for a policy to promote quarrying in urban areas; secondly that 

locating quarries in urban areas is of concern to the Council is terms of management of effects.  

 



 

 

On the basis of the above, Mr Long does not consider there should be the policy amendment 

such as that sought.  Ms McIntyre and Mr Bligh consider that such a policy amendment is 

appropriate and that it would logically sit within Policy 8.1.2.1 Recovery Activities as outlined in 

Mr Bligh’s evidence.   

Points of agreement: 

2. The experts have now agreed that Objective 3.3.7(c) is intended to prevent urban development 

occurring outside of urban areas (in accordance with Objective 6.2.1(3) of the RPS), - and is not 

to prevent non-urban activities occurring within urban and greenfield priority areas.   

 

3. The experts agreed  that, should the panel be inclined to include a policy as sought by Fulton 

Hogan, it should address the following key points: 

• Management of effects 

• Rehabilitation  

• Not compromising future urban development 

 

4. The experts agree that they will continue to work towards wording to be included within 

chapter 8 which addresses these points.  

 

We confirm that this Planning Expert Conferencing Statement is a true and accurate record of the 

conferencing session held on 26 June 2015.   

Signed: 

Sandra McIntyre 

 
 

Andrew Long 

 
 

Kevin Bligh 

 
 

 


