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Introduction 

1 My name is William Hemming Field.  My background, qualifications and experience are 

outlined in my evidence in chief1 as well as my confirmation that I have read and agree 

to comply with the code of conduct for expert witnesses as contained in the Environment 

Court’s Practice Note 2014.   

2 I have been asked by Fulton Hogan Ltd to provide rebuttal evidence in response to the 

evidence of Sara Harnett. 

Evidence of Sara Harnett (dated 29 October 2015) 

3 In Paragraphs 11 and 12, Ms Harnett discusses the potential difficulty of establishing 

plants successfully on the Templeton Golf Course site (TGC Site). 

4 In my opinion, Ms Harnett has raised a relevant issue for this site due to the underlying 

soil type within the golf course.  The TGC Site has predominantly dry, shallow, well-

drained soils known as ‘Rangitata stony sandy loam’ (from S-Map soils from Landcare 

via Ecan).  These soils can be difficult to establish plants in however the proposed 5 

metre wide native planting strips proposed within the landscape setback areas should, in 

my opinion, be supplemented with additional topsoil, soils conditioners and mulch at the 

time of planting implementation.  Furthermore, during the establishment period of the 

plants (and during periods of drought), these plants should be provided with irrigation.   

5 To ensure that these types of measures are implemented by Fulton Hogan, the Outline 

Development Plan (ODP) for the site requires that “any existing trees or planting within 

the setback areas that become significantly wind damaged, or die during the quarry-life 

period shall be replaced to ensure that visual screening is maintained”. 

6 The existing trees on the golf course site are hardy species that have survived.  Within 

the landscape setback areas, it is proposed that existing trees are retained with 

supplementary infill planting of similar species such as pinus sp. and macrocarpa, as 

well as the native planting strips.   

7 On the Pound Road Quarry site (PRQ Site), the soils have been highly modified with 

quarrying and fill.  To establish a Golf Course and attractive landscape setting in this 

area, new topsoil and drainage design will need to be taken into account.  As I 

understand, this is anticipated by Fulton Hogan. 

                                                      
1
 Paragraphs 5 and 6 Statement of Evidence of William Hemming Field dated 29 October 2015 
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8 In my opinion, Ms Sara Harnett has raised an issue about planting survival that can be 

successfully addressed through careful planting specification and management of the 

boundary setback landscape and ecological areas as shown on the ODP. 

9 In Paragraph 37, Ms Harnett discusses the visual appeal of the golf course in terms of 

“openness and green plantings”. 

10 The internal character of the golf course has an openness and greenness created by 

grass and specimen trees.  This is visible from Pound Road beyond the site and through 

some openings in boundary planting along Hasketts Road.  From the Harnett property, 

this open green character and amenity is not so apparent due to the existing forestry 

plantings along the boundary (proposed to be retained within 20 metres of a 30 metre 

strip), as well as garden plantings around the house.  Any gaps in this existing boundary 

planting will be filled with new plantings. 

11 The openness and greenness of the golf course is experienced primarily from public 

viewpoints along Pound Road.  In my opinion, this contributes to the landscape amenity 

values of the area.  From the Harnett property landscape amenity is not experienced to 

the same extent.   

12 To maintain the landscape amenity values of the views towards the golf course from 

Pound Road, the Fulton Hogan submission proposes to retain tree planting within a 20 

metre wide strip along Pound Road with additional native plantings to screen the 

proposed quarry.  This will change the character of views to the TGC Site along Pound 

Road but will, in my opinion, retain an amenity quality that is equally attractive with new 

native plantings and existing trees but with a reduced sense of openness from this area. 

13 In Paragraph 38, Ms Harnett refers to Fulton Hogan having quarried up to a boundary of 

part of the PRQ Site.  Under the Fulton Hogan submission for the TGC Site, quarrying 

could not occur up to the boundary.  Twenty and thirty metre wide setbacks and 

landscape strips (as shown on the proposed ODP) would restrict this from happening.  

These setbacks exceed what is proposed for Rural Quarry Zones under the draft 

Replacement Plan (version 16th October 2015), which would require at least a 10 metre 

setback with screen planting or bunding, and a rehabilitation plan to be prepared with 

1:3 batter slopes for excavated areas.    

14 In Paragraph 39,  Ms Harnett considers that “rules designed to mitigate effects do not 

always achieve the desired outcome unless they are clear, concise and able to be 

enforced”.  In this situation where the proposed boundary landscape strips contain a 
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large proportion of existing trees and specified setback areas which would retain the 

existing trees, the outcome of the proposed mitigation can be visualised and anticipated 

based on the existing situation.  In addition to this, new plantings are proposed to 

supplement the existing planting which are detailed on the ODP as cross-sections with 

further planting details and requirements for density, survival and low-level screening.  

These measures should, in my opinion, enable effective mitigation of the proposal to be 

achieved as well as maintaining and enhancing attractive landscape treatments of the 

site boundaries.  

15 To further ensure the landscape screening and amenity effectiveness of the ‘Landscape 

and Ecological Management Strips’ is achieved, a requirement for the preparation of a 

‘Landscape and Ecological Management Plan’ for the setback areas could also be 

added to the ODP. 

 

 
 

William Field 

6 November 2015 


