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Introduction 

1 My name is David MacLeod Moore.  I am a golf course designer and co-owner of 

Greg Turner Golf Limited (GTG). 

2 I have set out my experience in golf course design at paragraphs 1 to 5 of my 

Statement of Evidence dated 29 October 2015. 

3 I have read the Expert Code of Witness Conduct set out in the Environment Code of 

Practice Note 2014. I have complied with the code in preparing this evidence and I 

agree to comply with it while giving oral evidence. Except where I state that I am 

relying on the evidence of another person, this written evidence is within my area of 

expertise. I have not omitted to consider material facts known to me that might alter or 

detract from the opinions expressed in this evidence. 

Scope of Rebuttal Evidence 

4 In this evidence I respond to the evidence of Sarah Harnett where she:- 

4.1 Suggests the existing quarry site would be unsuitable for a new golf course; 

4.2 Says the new golf course will be sited between two quarries and be subject to 

various other influences. 

Suitability of existing quarry for a new golf course 

5 At paragraphs 9.1, 9.2, 9.3 and 12 Ms Harnett suggests the existing quarry would be 

unsuitable for establishing a golf course and associated vegetation upon.  I disagree. 

6 I am entirely certain that “grassed surfaces suitable for golf”1  can be developed and 

maintained, given:- 

6.1 This has been done many times before in depleted quarries (albeit not in New 

Zealand yet); 

6.2 The free draining nature of the quarry floor or the deposits on it (other than 

earthquake liquefaction, which will require drainage); 

                                                           
1
 Paragraph 9.2 of Statement of Evidence of Sarah Harnett 29 October 2015 
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6.3 The presence of existing water bores and existing water extraction rights 

sufficient for irrigation of the golf course and other grassed or planted areas, 

as discussed by Mr Douglass; 

6.4 There is a significant body of evidence internationally that depleted quarry 

sites have been converted to golf courses with great success and with 

significant transformation of both ecological and recreational amenity.  I 

attach, as Appendix A some of those examples; 

6.5 With respect to compacted areas (referenced at paragraph 9.3 of Ms Harnett’s 

evidence), from the work we have already undertaken on conceptual design, 

the course design can avoid routing golf across areas significantly compacted 

by internal haulage or otherwise de-compaction or “punch through” works can 

be undertaken to allow sub-grade and top soil areas to drain. 

7 Incidentally, there are thousands of cubic metres of stockpiled crushed glass in the 

quarry.  Sand is a significant and ongoing cost to golf construction and maintenance.  

Some 2,000 to 3,000 tonnes of sand are used each year on a course for bunker 

replacement, top dressing and fairways, greens and tees.  Usually sand is sourced 

and transported over sometimes significant distances.  From the work we have 

already done, it is planned to recycle the crushed glass as a replacement for sand.  

Trafalgar Park in Nelson employs crushed glass as a root-zone for grass turf.  2,800 

tonnes of recycled glass was used in preparing the Park for the 2011 Rugby World 

Cup. 

Noise Constraints 

8 At paragraph 19 Ms Harnett queries the merits of “siting a golf course between two 

quarries, with a transmission line running through the centre and within the noise 

boundaries for both the airport and Ruapuna.” 

9 The new course would not be “between two quarries”.  It would be adjacent to one 

working quarry, as is the present course now.  This adjacency does not affect its 

present appeal in my opinion and neither would it affect a new course. 

10 The presence of the Airport and Ruapuna noise contours do not, in my opinion, 

materially detract from either the existing or proposed use of land as a golf course.  I 
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say this because there are many superior golf courses worldwide situated under and 

near Airport flight paths – for example, San Lorenzo adjacent to Faro Airport, Algarve, 

Portugal; and, locally, Clearwater.  Examples of golf courses situated near motor 

racing tracks include Brickyard, which is partially inside the Indianapolis Motor 

Speedway (Indy 500) in the USA; Montecastillo beside the F1 circuit Jerez in Spain; 

Penha Longo Resort beside the F1 circuit Estoril in Portugal. 

11 In my experience, the transmission lines are of no consequence to the amenity 

offered by a golf course.  The golf course design will of course take the presence of 

these structures into account. 

 

David Moore 

6 November 2015 
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APPENDIX A 
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