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MAY IT PLEASE THE COMMISSIONERS:
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INTRODUCTION

This memorandum of counsel is filed on behalf of RS Sand Ltd in response
to Direction 2 of the Commissioners requesting, at paragraph 5(a), that
certain information be provided by 13 May 2025.

That information comprised:

@) Updated staging and sequencing plans to reflect the changes
referred to on the first day of the hearing, including 2D and 3D
modelling of the Gully Wall Bund and Gully E;

(b) Supplementary evidence from Mr Mansergh in respect of
landscape effects in respect of this change;

(o) Updated Vegetation Restoration Plans;

(d) Updated Erosion and Sediment Control Plans (including staging,
duration and areas);

(e) Land remediation plans/proposals;

(f) Management Plan conditions, including a draft Groundwater
Management Plan;

(8) Advice as to the outcome of further consultation with submitters
at 41 Newcombe Road; and

(h) Further commentary on the need or otherwise for a further
consent in respect of air discharge.

OVERVIEW OF MATERIAL PROVIDED
Updated staging and sequencing plans

This material is contained within the very detailed 3D and 2D modelling
provided by Mr Mansergh in the attachments to his supplementary
evidence.

He explains that the modelling comprises two “overview” photopoints —
one looking north across the site (O1) and one looking south across the site
(02) - and then 7 separate photopoints from within the Powell property.
Each of these photopoints comprises in turn:
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@) a photograph of the existing view;

(b) a modelled existing view;

(o) a modelled view, year 1, processing area complete;
(d) a modelled view, year 2 - Stage 1A (no grass);

(e) a modelled view, year 4 — Stage 1B complete;

(f) a modelled view, year 11 — Stage 2 complete;

(8) a modelled view, year 18 — Stage 3 complete;

(h) a modelled view, year 24 — Stage 4 complete;

M a modelled view, year 25 - Stage 5A (no grass);

M a modelled view, year 25 - Stage 2 complete;

Those staging plans demonstrate how large portions of the farm will be
returned to pastoral grazing progressively. They also show the extent of
the proposed riparian planting along the Karapiro Stream and show the
expected height of the that planting over the duration of the consent.

Supplementary evidence from Mr Mansergh

Mr Mansergh has provided supplementary evidence that addresses both
the amended staging proposal described above, and his assessment of
effects of that amended staging proposal following a site visit to the
Powell property (which was only possible immediately prior to the
hearing). Mr Mansergh provides his opinion that it would be inappropriate,
from a landscape and visual assessment to leave the gully wall in place
permanently as a “remnant feature”.

Updated vegetation restoration plans

These vegetation restoration plans that were attached in a small “snip”
format are being reproduced at a larger scale and higher quality resolution.
These will be provided in A3 size to the Commissioners either with this
memorandum on 13 May 2025, or as soon thereafter as they are available.

Further specific requirements in terms of plant species (subject to
availability of eco-sourced plants), density/spacing, and maintenance
requirements, will be further specified in the resource consent conditions
themselves. These draft conditions will be provided to the Commissioners
at a later date in accordance with Direction 2.
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Updated Erosion and Sediment Control Plans

Updated ESCP have been provided to reflect the amended staging
proposal, prepared by Mr Stewart. While no supplementary evidence has
been provided, given the detailed nature of the plans, he is available to
answer any questions that might arise from the Commissioners.

Land remediation plans/proposals

Mr Mansergh’s O1 and O2 series of modelled visualizations have been
updated to clearly show the staging and how the farm can be reinstated
and continue to operate immediately that the sand has been extracted
down to the final level and the soil profile restored. Furthermore, the
consent conditions have been further updated with more specific
obligations in this regard. The updated ESCP documents also describe the
proposed staging.

Management Plan conditions, including groundwater management plan

A draft groundwater management plan is provided. Amended conditions
will be provided by the Councils and further comments will be provided by
the Applicant in its reply.

Advice as to the outcome of further consultation with submitters at 41
Newcombe Road

The Applicant has had several very good discussions with the Millers, and
it considers that the Millers’ concerns can be met through consent
conditions. The Applicant is drafting a consent condition to discuss first
with the Millers and if it is satisfactory then these conditions will be
included in the final set of conditions provided to the Commissioners.

Further commentary on the need or otherwise for a further consent in
respect of air discharge

This is provided through an opinion addressed to Ms Berry, a copy of which
is also filed with this memorandum.
OTHER MATTERS

Expert RCS Assessments and map of sample locations

During the hearing, material relating to the RCS component of the sand as
provided by the Applicant. That material comprised:
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@) A letter from SGS Galson addressed to Mr Lambert, Fulton Hogan
Ltd, dated 3 August 2021 (Expert Letter);

(b) “Quantitative XRD Analysis of Fulton Hogan Newcombe Road RS
Sands Samples”, D.A Chappell, dated March 2022 (Expert
Report).

The results from both documents is consistent insofar as it relates to the
analysis of the sand samples, however the samples analysed by the Expert
Letter were collected informally on site at a limited number of near surface
locations. By contrast, the samples assessed by the Expert Report were
collected from bores and were provided to the laboratory as a composite
sample. Thelocations of the latter set of samples are described in the Plan
provided with this memorandum.

Given the informal nature of the sample collection undertaken for the
purposes of the Expert Letter, the Applicant request that the Expert Letter
be withdrawn from the hearing record. Mr Curtis’s evidence referred to
the Expert Report and that report is sufficient to demonstrate the veracity
of the figures relied upon by Mr Curtis in his evidence.

Dated: 13 May 2025

Madbes

Bal Matheson
Counsel for RS Sand Ltd



