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MAY IT PLEASE THE COMMISSIONERS:

1.

This memorandum is filed in advance of the hearing due to reconvene
tomorrow, 13 June 2025, at 8am.

The Applicant has only just now received the final set of supplementary material
from the submitters, being the legal submissions and further statement from Mr
Powell (received today just before 10am).

As the Commissioners will be aware, a key issue relates to the Gully Wall and
whether this should be retained at its full height (or reduced by 1om in height as
part of Stage 1), and whether it should be retained permanently or removed in
Stage 5 (at which time the area behind the Gully Wall would have been almost
entirely rehabilitated).

The Applicant has considered the further material and discussed matters
internally. As a result of those discussions, and despite the Applicant’s experts
maintaining their opinion that the Gully Wall’s full retention is not necessary to
address adverse effects during Stages 1-4, the Applicant is now proposing to
leave the entirety of the Gully Wall in place until Stage 5 (at which time it will be
removed). The Applicant wished to notify all parties of that proposal now in
case it impacted on who is required to attend the hearing tomorrow.

For reasons that will be explained in its reply, the Applicant is firmly of the view
that the Gully Wall does need to be removed in Stage 5 (in some 24 years). The
reasons for that position include the requirement to minimise the loss of highly
productive land, the need to maximise the future usable land for the landowner,
and the need to ensure that sufficient resource is able to be extracted from the
site.

This most recent attempt to resolve an adjacent neighbour’s concerns will
require very minimal changes to the plans, and all adverse effects of the
proposal will be less than that assessed. An updated set of plans will be provided
as part of the Applicant’s final written reply.

Dated: 12 June 2025

Madbes

Bal Matheson
Counsel for RS Sand Ltd



