CAMBRIDGE BUSINESS

C HA M B E R

Intro - Kelly Bouzaid CEO Cambridge Chamber of Commerce

As outlined in our submission, our organization represents the voice of the wider business
community in Cambridge.

The Chamber is not anti-quarry and we recognize the importance of sand mining which was
clearin our submission.

We acknowledge that we are not experts in this space, however we have a duty of care around
the overall wellbeing of our town, specifically in this instance around the sensitivity of our
community to increased heavy vehicle traffic travelling through Cambridge by quarry trucks and
the impact on the character of our town.

The town benefited greatly since SH1 bypassed town,

NZTA said the construction would improve safety by significantly reducing through traffic in the

town, whilst reducing traffic noise.

As a result of growth, traffic counts on Victoria and Hamilton Roads at the St Andrews Church
roundabout are now at or exceed traffic levels when it was SH1.

Whilst there is commentary around submitters incorrectly interpretating the data around truck
movements, the traffic application is based on 400 trucks per day (200 in and 200 out).

There are statements about average truck movements, but even expert evidence states 400
movements as a worst-case scenario.

We note that in the BBO peer review, Cameron Inder writes that he is unable to state with
confidence that the transport effects of the proposed sand quarry within the urban
environment of Cambridge will be minor or less as suggested by the applicants traffic
engineer.

We also support and highlight his recommendation that if consent is granted, that annual
monitoring and reporting of the actual travel patterns, and a comparison of the actual and
predicted truck volumes be required as conditions of consent, together with a review
condition that enables and adverse effects resulting from greater truck volumes be
addressed by the consent holder.

This will be the only recourse available to the people of Cambridge and yet it will prove very
difficult with the amended draft conditions that eliminate monitoring procedures and no
proposal to track vehicle movements.



I would also reference an excerpt from the Ahu Ake Waipa Community Spatial Plan which was
formally adopted last week.

"As growth takes place, higher rates of traffic through towns and/or village centres are
undermining the character of towns, like large trucks on the main street in Te Awamutu or
highway traffic through the centre of Ohaupo. High-traffic roads and the level of amenities they
can provide often have a complex relationship, and many places in Waipa require careful urban
planning and traffic management strategies." — Ahu Ake Waipa Community Spatial Plan, page
39

This excerpt highlights the Council's acknowledgement of the adverse impacts that heavy
vehicle and haulage traffic have on the amenity and identity of towns across Waipa, reinforcing
the need for rerouting such traffic away from key community and commercial areas.

Traffic Destinations

We also wish to question the information stated in the applicant’s evidence and rebutted in the
statement of evidence provided by Hayden Green.

In the applicants MEC report, destinations are stated as
Hamilton/Cambridge and then further the Waikato.

These destinations do not give clarity in my opinion to true destination and when compared to
Mr Cameron Inders peer review document, do not align.

Furthermore, | understand a significant proportion of the output from the proposed quarry will
be concrete sand and therefore be destined to concrete manufacturing plants as outlined in Mr
Greens table presented as evidence.

North facing ramps

The Cambridge Chamber continues to advocate for a North facing ramp at Tirau Rd and we wish
to state on record we wish to echo Windsor Park statement provided by Mark Chrisp.

Specifically,

7.6 In my opinion, NZTA’s refusal to play its part, and prevent the obvious solution to the
concerns raised by the Cambridge community, needs further consideration.

7.7 A number of submissions support the position that north facing ramps should be further
considered by NZTA.

Additionally, Mr Whittaker’s Report states : “There is some discussion in the application
material on the potential for a northbound on-ramp to provide for quarry traffic to join SH1
directly and therefore avoid any through traffic into Cambridge.

This concept is strongly advocated for across a significant number of submissions as it would
largely eliminate north-bound traffic through Cambridge.

North facing ramps at the Tirau Road Interchange have not been discussed nor proposed. This
will result in effects on the Cambridge community due to traffic generation which are
unmitigated.



The Cambridge Chamber remain of the opinion that NZTA should revisit the prospect of north
facing ramps at the Tirau Road Interchange as the obvious solution to address these effects.

And finally, specific to the Quarry Management Plan
| read in expert evidence, the following

The scale of proposed operations is which means that fugitive dust emissions, including those
of PM10 and RCS, will be challenging to manage and control.

The applicant acknowledges this and has proposed, and council has supported, dust
monitoring and mitigation procedures that are consistent with good practice.

But now we see the removal of

Clause H - Specific dust control measures to ensure dust emissions are kept to a practicable
minimum

Clause J - Which provides for the provision of dampening or coverage of truck and trailer loads
before leaving the site.

We ask for consideration for these conditions to stand, including covering trucks before
departure.

We don’t want a Toxic Town!

Thank you



