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From: Kaitlin Morrison – Scientist Wetlands 

Subject: RS Sands Newcombe Road quarry wetland technical memo 
 

 
This memo is based on desktop assessment of the site, a site visit on 29 January 2025, and review of 

provided information: 

 

• RS Sand Limited – Resource Consent Applications, Sand Quarry at 77 Newcombe Road, 
Cambridge, prepared by Kinetic Environmental Limited, dated 17 May 2023 (WRC Doc # 
26312170).  

 

• Ecology Report – Newcombe Road Sand Quarry, prepared by Alliance Ecology Limited, dated 
December 2023 (WRC Doc # 28066938).  
 

• Submission to RC145695 – Department of Conservation. 4 November 2024. 
 

• Department of Conservation Site Visit Notes. 20 December 2024. 
 

• RS Sand Limited – Memo: Ecology response to DOC site visit letter dated 20 December 2024, 
RS Sands project, prepared by Alliance Ecology and Bluewattle Ecology, dated 18 February 2025 
(WRC Doc # 31403724).  

 

I also provided a previous memo to Matthew Villanueva dated 16 June 2023: REQ199186 – Technical 

review of wetland ecology for RS Sands Quarry, 77 Newcombe Rd as well as previous emails. 

 

 

I previously requested further information about the proposed wetland restoration, planting, species 

etc, and DOC recently requested further clarification too. This information was provided in the latest 

Ecology Memo (18 Feb 2025). I am comfortable with the wetland restoration methods and species list 

proposed. I also agree with the protection of the wetland areas and ongoing pest control, stock 

exclusion and weed control at these sites. 

 

I support the proposed approach of wetland restoration, including the restoration of 3.69 ha of 

wetland to mitigate the wetland loss of 0.17 ha. I believe the benefits of the wetland restoration 

outweigh the effects of the loss of wetland. The proposal includes restoration/enhancement of 0.307 

ha of seepage wetlands to mitigate the proposed loss of similar seepage wetland. I believe the benefits 

gained from restoring this currently lower quality wetland will outweigh the loss of similar seepage 

wetland area. The restoration of terrestrial vegetation surrounding the wetland will also benefit the 
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wetland by helping provide a buffer for the wetland area and including facultative and facultative 

wetland plants which can also we found in wetlands. Attending a site visit to view the wetlands, in 

particular the seepage wetlands, further supported my views on the proposed mitigation. The 

proposed wetland restoration/enhancement appears to be the best option based on the site and the 

location of the seepage wetlands. The proposed approach now includes enhancement of seepage 

wetlands which I support. 

 

Provided best practice and proposed approaches are followed I believe the overall impact on the site 

will be positive. As the loss is relatively minor, and is mitigated by wetland restoration, I believe the 

proposal is not inconsistent with Policy 6 of the NPS-FM. Also, with the quantity of the compensation 

proposed, any uncertainties around the methodology of the BCM used would not materially affect the 

extent of mitigation proposed. The information provided in the latest Ecology Memo provided 

clarification and final restoration plans can be confirmed via a Management Plan approvals process 

(submitted to WRC for certification pre-construction). 

 
 


