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Part II RMA pRDP Chapter 3 (Settled) 

pRDP Rural and Open 
Space Objectives and  
Policies (not settled) 

Efficiency and 
Effectiveness, Costs and 

Benefits 
Risk of acting / not acting 

1. Fulton Hogan 
Proposal 

Would best achieve purpose 
of Act by enabling aggregate 
resource close to City to be 

utilised concurrent with 
recovery process. Would 

retain and enhance the quality 
of golf course. Would provide 

a better mechanism for 
restoration of the land to be 

quarried. Would result in loss 
of specimens of indigenous 
vegetation on existing golf 

course site but work 
undertaken over past few 
years has confirmed the 

potential for a net ecological 
benefit. Quarry effects 

mitigated, but quarrying 
activities closer to on 

neighbours to the south. 

Directly consistent with 
specific Objective 3.3.15 (d). 
Availability of aggregates for 
construction and recovery is 
critical, and given the cost of 
this resource, Option 1 meets 
objectives 3.3.1, 3.3.2, 3.3.5 
and 3.3.8. Would also meet 
objective 3.3.9 with ongoing 
access to and enhance golf 

course facility. 

Within an area specifically 
recognised in the pRDP as a 

source of aggregates Adverse 
effects can be mitigated 

although quarrying closer to 
properties to the south. The 

existing amenity of the area is 
significantly affected by in 

particular motorsport, 
transmission lines and airport 

noise. 

Would release substantial 
source of aggregates close to 

city, which coincides with 
recovery period and the 

strategic outcomes sought in 
this regard. Would confer 

indirect and direct economic 
benefits in terms of reduced 
construction costs v. more 

distant sources. Would better 
facilitate restoration of 

quarried land and provide 
enhanced golf course facility. 
Loss of existing indigenous 

vegetation on golf course site 
but significant work 

undertaken already to satisfy 
ecological experts that there 
is potential for biodiversity to 

be better off. 

Risk of acting not significant, as effects of 
quarrying and how to manage its effects are 
now well established. This option would take 

quarrying closer to southern neighbours. 
 

Risk of not acting is that an accessible 
aggregate resource would not be developed 

during recovery period. An enhanced golf 
course / recreational facility would not be 

provided.  
 

2. Council 
Proposal 

Existing golf course would 
continue and restoration of 

existing quarry enabled. 
Retention of Qu zoning over 
existing quarry will have no 
benefit on aggregate supply 

as current site exhausted. No 
effect on neighbours to the 
south. Values of indigenous 

vegetation within existing golf 
course eroding under current 

management. 

Retains Qu zoning over 
existing quarry but as 
aggregate resource 
exhausted would not 

contribute to recovery. Would 
allow for restoration of 

existing quarry and retention 
of existing golf course for 
recreation. Would protect 

existing examples of 
indigenous vegetation but 
only to the extent that is 

consistent with golf course 
management. 

Broadly consistent with 
proposed objective/policy 
framework except that Qu 

zoning over existing worked 
out quarry will not provide 

additional aggregate 
resources as would be 

anticipated under the zoning.  

Retention of Qu zone over 
existing worked out quarry, 
would not benefit recovery. 

Opportunity to use aggregate 
resource under existing golf 

course foregone. Existing golf 
course retained but of lesser 
standard than new facility. 
Quarrying activity would be 

further from neighbours to the 
south. Would retain existing 

indigenous vegetation on golf 
course but compromised by 

golf course management 
regime. 

Acting on CCC proposal in pRDP would 
result in ‘status quo’ for existing golf course 

and greater separation distance from 
quarrying for southern neighbours. Use of 
aggregate resource close to Christchurch 

would be foregone, and recreational asset in 
form of new and enhanced golf course and 
other potential activity would be foregone. 

3. Resource 
Consent 
Option 

Unrealistic as application 
would be of a large scale and 

would be contrary to the 
objectives and policies on 

land zoned for open space. 

Application would be 
supported by the same 
strategic objectives but 
fundamental problem of 

consenting quarrying on land 
zoned for recreation. 

Application would be 
supported by same strategic 
objectives but fundamental 

problem of quarrying on land 
zoned for recreation. 

Likelihood application 
declined with associated 
uncertainties and costs. 
Inefficient and probably 

ineffective. 

Resource consent option would be very 
uncertain, particularly having regard to 

objective/policy constraints. 

4. Alternative 
Sites beyond 
City boundary 

If it is able to be consented, 
would allow aggregate 

resource to be provided but at 
much higher transport costs, 
traffic impacts and emissions 
to air. Would have an earlier 
cumulative effect on the cost 

of aggregates for the recovery 
process. 

Qu activities will in the long 
term have to consider more 
distant sites. However, the 
availability of a source of 

aggregates in close proximity 
to the City would best assist 

recovery over the next 20 
year period. 

N/A 

Ability to use aggregate 
resource close to the City 

would be foregone. 
Considerably greater 

transport costs would arise 
earlier with implication for 

construction costs and 
economic activities/recovery, 

in particular potential for 
delay. 

Use of more distant sites might have less 
effect on local amenity if residential densities 
lower. Use of more distant sites in short term 

will result in higher transport costs and 
increased building and construction costs 
and/or delay in delivery of projects which 

would not assist recovery.  
Consenting issues unknown. This option 
involves significantly more uncertainties 
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Part II RMA pRDP Chapter 3 (Settled) 

pRDP Rural and Open 
Space Objectives and  
Policies (not settled) 

Efficiency and 
Effectiveness, Costs and 

Benefits 
Risk of acting / not acting 

Overall 
Conclusion 

All but option 3 potentially 
consistent with Part II.  

However, Option 1 best 
achieves the purpose of the 

Act. 

Utilising the Qu resource 
under the current golf course 

site and remediating the 
current quarry to the standard 
of an international golf course 

best gives effect to the 
Strategic Directions Chapter. 

Option 2 best meets current 
rural objectives and policies 

but these are open to 
challenge. However there is 
recognition that existing golf 
course in is area identified as 

part of aggregate resource 
overlay and that rural 

character and amenity values 
vary across the district. Rules 
are able to mitigate potential 

effects of quarrying. 

Option 1 is more efficient and 
effective than Option 2 and, 
during the recovery period, 
Option 4. Option 3 would be 

inefficient and potentially 
ineffective. 

Acting to undertake option 1 will provide 
opportunity to provide aggregate resource in 
short/medium term and improved recreation 

asset.  
Risks associated with potential adverse 

effects neutral between option 1 and 2 except 
for quarrying closer to properties along 

southern boundary. Methods to address 
adverse effects are well understood and 

proposed or form part of the Replacement 
Plan. 

 


