
29 October 2015 

Re: Replacement District Plan affecting 90 Conservators Road. 

STATEMENT OF EVIDENCE OF PETER MAHONEY – (Submitter 2239) 

Introduction 

I purchased and moved into 90 Conservators Road in 2001 with the full knowledge of the rural zone 

and airport noise zone it occupies. My property is 8 hectares in area. I have four children aged 10 

years to 18 years old all living at 90 Conservators Road. 

We purchased this property for the natural amenity it provides, namely; 

 Peaceful enjoyment of a lightly populated area. 

 Insulation from the hazards of highly trafficked roads, specifically noise, dust and traffic 

dangers. 

 Pastoral outlook 

 Safe environment to raise our family 

 Healthy environment to raise our family.  

All off these amenities appear to be under threat should offensive activities suggested in the proposed 

district plan be allowed to take place in our area without the level of detailed scrutiny that was 

previously required.  

The specific threat that the changes to the district plan provides a smoother pathway for, as far as I 

am aware, is that of quarrying activities. 

Of significant concern is my understanding that the district plan proposes to hand over the granting of 

quarrying consent to a fully discretionary resource consent process. This approach is, in my view, 

dangerous as the resource consent process views applications on individual merit and has to date 

shown no ability or mandate to consider the collective impact of multiple quarries in the same area. 

This seems to me to be more properly the responsibility of the district plan. No one resource consent 

seems able to consider the cumulative impact in an area like the plan can. I therefore find this laissez 

faire approach hard to believe. 

I therefore exhort the commissioner to reconsider the approach or reducing the barriers for quarrying 

in my area but rather maintain a non-complying status, so that applications can be fully considered. 

Collective responsibilities for accumulative impacts 

Beyond individual changes, the proposed plan has no consideration for what happens collectively 

when intense quarrying use commences on multiple sites in a very small area. 

The cumulative impact of the proposed changes to the district plan will have a major negative impact 

on the quality of occupation in my property. 

My property is one of a number of neighbourhood properties which I believe are in the area most 

affected by proposed new quarrying rules in the district plan, while also being desirably located close 

to the City. 

This desirable location has resulted in unprecedented interest by commercial quarrying interests in 

properties in the immediate area. 

We are aware of six new or proposed quarries which surround our property. See the attached map. 
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Two of these quarries have commenced operations - Fulton Hogan and K B contracting, both are 

within 1000 metres of my property. These two operations have commenced without consent or 

feedback from me. The effect of this is that we are now subject to the noise of the Fulton Hogan 

crushing plant and a significant increase in traffic on Conservators Road, even though I understand 

Conservators Road is not supposed to be used for quarrying purposes. 

A further four quarries are under consideration and at various stages of resource consent application, 

each one, suggesting that there their expert assessment on impact to me is minor. This seems a 

nonsense to me as none of the applications appear to address the cumulative effects in any 

comprehensive manner. 

The collective impact on my property will NOT BE MINOR unless they are operated in such a way that I 

will experience no increase in dust or noise or traffic danger. 

I appear to have no guarantee (and therefore no confidence) that this will be the case. 

With quarries occupying all points of the compass surrounding my property I will be subject to noise 

and dust no matter what the prevailing weather condition and without any option to seek remedy or 

compensation if all quarries are consented. 

Concerns 

As all the evidence appears to show, we are concerned about the effects of quarrying that always 

seem to arise: dust, noise, and traffic safety (but without limitation). For example, we consider we will 

be effected as follows: 

1. My House includes considerable glassed area, which costs $300 to have cleaned by a window 

cleaner.  Increased environment dust will increase the requirement to clean windows and all 

equipment used on my land. 

2. All occupants of my house will be exposed to increased traffic danger when their movements 

are during quarrying operation hours. 

3. Gravel spills at intersection can and has turned a safe intersection into a death trap within 

minutes. 

4. Road dust will affect my vehicles every time I drive from my house as there will be no 

alternate but to travel on roads used by quarries, e.g. the Savills Road dirt and dust. This will 

increase maintenance and cleaning. – Example: the current Savill/Pound Road intersection. 

5. Replacement windscreens will also be a more frequent with loose gravel falling onto roads 

and heavy truck movements causing stone damage.  

6. Noise from quarrying activities such as crushing which we already hear on a regular basis 

depending on the prevailing winds. 

Examples of quarries being operating in such a way that causes serious nuisance to neighbouring 

property are all too ready available, and it seems clear to me that the penalty is insufficient and that 

cost of cleaning up is borne by the affected neighbour. This provides no confidence the council’s 

proposed plan provisions will offer any protection to properties affected by the proposed 

Replacement District Plan. 

This has been borne out by recent experience. 

We recently were subject to one neighbour who was moving considerable quantities of fill from an 

airport construction site to Conservators Road and discharging this fill onto land at number 130. These 

trucks all travelled passed my house starting at 6.45am 6 days per week. 
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This activity consisted of a large number of truck movements estimated at 200 truck movements per 

day (up to 100 trucks per day) for 6 weeks. 

The effect of this activity was: 

 Unprecedented noise waking us and preventing peaceful enjoyment of our property while the 

traffic was flowing. 

 Danger to my school children as they learned to drive or commuted to school each day. 

 Significant quantities of dust entering my house which we have never previously experienced. 

This activity was not consented,  there was no opportunity to be notified. 

Complaints were logged with the Christchurch City Council by myself and others. 

The Christchurch City Council took no effective action despite repeated calls by a number of 

neighbours. I was never notified of any progress or enforcement of the law as we understand it. 

It is this experience which leaves me with no confidence that the City Council is willing or able to 

protect the amenity we currently have. The council neither seems to care, nor is willing to help the 

rate payers in this rural area. It seems we have no ability to remedy any of the issues as they arise. 

Our only recourse seems to be to hire legal representation at great personal cost. 

It seems as if our area is already handed over to the law of the jungle in anticipation of the proposed 

plan changes. Any actual changes to the district plan will only make this worse. 

Dust 

Dust from dirty roads and quarrying activities in the area will all contribute to an increase in dust in 

the air even if all resource consent conditions that I have seen so far are followed. 

Even with recourse to having the offending organisations remedy any of the impacts of the dust, it will 

no doubt be too difficult to identify the offending quarrying organisation or transport company unless 

comprehensive automated monitoring is required/put in place. 

Noise 

My house is in the Airport noise zone between the 50 and 55 dBA noise contours. Aircraft take off and 

land through the day. The noise can be described as brief and occasional. This is in contrast to the type 

of noise an aggregate processing plant and up to 400 truck movements will add. 

Any quarry noise, (particularly vehicle movements and Crushing plants which will increase the local 

noise dramatically). 

The cumulative impact of multiple quarries will further increase the noise at my house. As the noise 

impact is compounded.  

Safety 

Children cycling to school will be at significant risk of accident and injury at the times of the day when 

they are using the road for access to school. 

In addition to my four children, I know of at least six other children who attend school each day from 

Conservators Road. They will have to travel on roads which would be used by the proposed quarry 

traffic. 
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When a road becomes covered in dust it clouds up in the dry and turns to mud in the wet, and an icy 

film in a frost. 

Traffic 

Up to 400 truck movements per day each for six quarries could see me with 2400 truck movements 

per day within 1500 metres of my house. 

Road dust is also a traffic safety Hazard. 

Recent experience 

The non-operational Grants quarry in Savills Road is an example of the serious negative impact on the 

road surface for up to 600 metres from their gate. 

Alternate uses for redundant quarries  

As we have seen at Grants Quarry in Savills Road a quarry seems to be able to be used for related 

activities. E.g concrete pumping truck business. 

There seems to be a serious risk that many alternate activities would be seen at all proposed quarries 

in the area, in the future without notice or consent being required. 

Incremental consent change during life of quarries 

Once the first consent is granted I fear that quarries will press on to expand on the original conditions, 

which may be able to granted without notified consent and reasonable scrutiny. These may include: 

 Extended hours of operation. 

 Increase in noise from Crushing equipment. 

 Increase in truck movements. 

 Increase in dust emissions. 

 Alternate site use. 

Mitigation 

We consider the only way we might achieve satisfactory mitigation is if the activity status remains 

non-complying and that no changes to any consent can be made without notification of all affected 

parties within at least a 1000m radius of the quarry site. If the activity status is lowered to fully 

discretionary, then in addition to the 1000m affected parties radius, we would hope to see a 

requirement for the following conditions (without limitation): 

1. Constant monitoring at a point on my property boundary in the direction of each quarry for 

airborne dust particles and noise and this monitoring is publically accessible through a web 

site. If there is dust discharge, or noise measured at my property boundary greater than the 

level I would have experienced should a quarry not be there then: 

o The quarry must shut down all operations immediately and remedy the source of the 

dust or noise. 

2. That every quarry is constantly monitored at its own boundary such that the source of dust or 

noise can be identified, without argument, for dust discharge and that this monitoring is 

publically available by a web site. 

3. That wind conditions are constantly monitored and when the wind speed reaches 5 metres 

per second in the direction of my property that the quarrying activities are automatically shut 

down with 10 minutes. 
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4. That all vehicles exiting the quarry site must have to pass through an automated vehicle and 

wheel cleaning machine such that no dust or dirt is carried onto the road and If this 

automated wheel cleaning machine breaks down that no vehicles can leave the site.  

5. Automated dust suppression systems are installed on all internal roads at each quarry. (The 

idea that a water cart is sufficient for this purpose is a complete comedy.) 

6. Cumulative effects. The maximum noise able to be produced by each quarry needs to be 

reduced by the number of quarries operating in the area. Each quarry should be required to 

operate at a noise level 3db lower for each quarry approved when the quarries are deemed to 

impact the same neighbour. 

7. Keep the trucks off Conservators and Savills roads. Have trucks access via miners road for 

those west and directly onto Pound or McLean’s island road 

As far as the costs of the additional monitoring are concerned, these should be borne by the quarry 

operators. In addition, we would like to see a financial contribution levy imposed in respect of 

aggregate quarried (say, 20¢ per tonne) to cover the costs of independent additional monitoring and a 

contestable fund for remedying any adverse effects of quarrying (e.g. road repairs, dust clean-ups, etc). 

In summary 

The stress and concern the proposed changes to the district plan have had on me and my family is 

very considerable. This does not include the financial impact of committing 1000’s of dollars on legal 

support for something I had never anticipated in order to understand what is happening and what 

options I might have to protect the reasons I moved here for. 

What am I to do with my property now? 

Do I extend for my family and plan to live for the next 20 years as originally expected or should I move 

out now having been told by all of the lawyers that I have paid, that quarrying in our area is likely.  

I have never been contacted by any party directly, I have never had a conversation with anyone who is 

wanting to change the use of land in my neighbourhood, yet I am advised it is almost inevitable. 

I am bitterly disappointed that such an offensive activity as quarrying can be allowed to start up on 

neighbouring properties without any real protections from the City Council to whom I pay my rates. 

I do not want quarrying activities taking place on my neighbour’s property it undermines every reason 

I decided to live here. 

If they do go ahead I ask that detailed monitoring and specific and automated responses are built in to 

any considerations before consents are granted and not left to me to decide how much money I 

should invest to try to hold the quarrying operators to their assessment of minor effect. 

Regards 

Peter Mahoney  

on behalf  of Peter and Vivien Mahoney (submitter 2239) 

90 Conservators Road 
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