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As the closest property to CJ Industries proposal to extract gravel from Peach 
Island we strongly oppose this application on the following grounds. 
Please also note that on most data collected for this proposal that our 
dwelling and bore are not noted hence some data shown may not be correct 
in relation to the proximity of our dwelling and bore to the proposed sites 
  
WATER         The hydrology report prepared by Envirolink Ltd does not                           
                      factor in our bore site or the location of our house which is 
                      only approximately 100 metres from proposed site 3. 
                       We have grave concerns as to what extraction and backfill         
                       will do to the quality of our water. We are aware it is to                              
                       monitored but quality could change between readings    
                       potentially putting our health at risk should the water at   
                       some stage become contaminated. 
 
EROSION      We have approximately 4-5 hectares of good grazing land   
                       which has the  Motueka river overflow flood channel running 
                       through it. 
                       A good section of this land runs the full length of the proposed                  
                       extraction  site 1. 
                       July 17 2021 saw extraction pits in Douglas road extensively 
                       eroded with large amounts of metal spread against and over 
                       neigbouring properties with one farmer unable to use one 
                       paddock because of the amount of metal deposited on it. 
                       It is of major concern that this could happen to us from this 
                       proposed site. 
                       As a flood  overflow channel this will and can flood on 
                       numerous occasions. The severity varies but it is not rare to 
                       flood site 1 entirely. 
                       We have seen the severity of flooding from the overflow 
                       channel and in a larger flood as in July also from the Motueka   
                        river as well. The impact from the volumes of water coming 
                        through is significant, we are seriously concerned what these 
                        volumes of water will do to their extraction pits, stockpiled   
                        metal, topsoil and backfill. Potentially we could end up with         
                        this spread all down our grazing land. 
 
DUST              We own a pipfruit orchard. Excess dust on the fruit is not 
                        acceptable. If it settles in the stem end of the fruit it is 
                        impossible to remove. Consultation with the packhouse 
                        informs us that this would result in the fruit being rejected 
                        for export. With one block of apples on the boudary of site 
                        3 just a few metres away  dust would be a critical concern to        
                        us 
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                        The rest of the orchard is also in close enough proximity to all     
                        proposed sites for dust to be an issue. It has been known to 
                        happen. 
                        It is on file that CJ industries have had to compensate at least 
                        one orchardist a substantial amount for losses due to dust on 
                        fruit. 
 
NOISE             As the nearest dwelling to the proposed sites the noise is of 
                        concern to us. We are only about 100 metres from site 3 !! 
                        Metal being excavated, dumping on trucks, backing devices 
                        and heavy machinery operating 8 hours a day, vehicles 
                        coming and going is not acceptable to us. Our property was 
                        not recognised by Hegley Acoustic Consultacy when data 
                        was prepared by them for consents.  We believe the noise 
                        levels will be unacceptable. The noise that we heard when 
                        CJ s were taking gravel from across the river from us we 
                        think would have been above the acceptable levels. It was 
                        very loud when metal was being dumped into trucks. 
                         We are extremely concerned as the closest neighbour 
                         that noise levels will exceed acceptable levels. 
                         On a personal note if one can not stand constant noise 
                         this could affect ones health.   
                         Please note that Hegley Acoustics Consulting data is 
                         computer generated not based on the actual location 
                         on Peach Island. 
 
STOP               Peach Island residents had a meeting with council members 
 BANKS            in November 2021 to discuss the stop banks. 
                         We were informed that a sifnificant amount of money had 
                         been put aside for strengthening the Motueka and Peach 
                         Island stop banks. However, we were also informed that 
                         once repairs to the Motueka river stop banks was complete 
                         there would be very little if no funds left for the Peach Island 
                         stop banks to be strengthened. 
                          If CJ Industries is going to be crossing the Peach Island 
                          stop bank several times a day, proposed 30 truck 
                          movements a day and that does not include heavy   
                          machinery  and other vehicles, will this not impact on the 
                          welfare of the stop bank. It will lower with tracking on the 
                          sides and crest. 
                          Ongoing repairs would be suspect should flood waters 
                          reach the crest. We can not afford a breach, it would be 
                          disasterous to all Peach Island residents. 
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ROADING &      Part of the proposed haul road, a paper road is either 
   ACCESS         between Wakatu land which we graze and our property, 
                           not entirely as stated by Traffic Concepts “section 5”  on                       
                           land managed by the applicants. 
                           A haul road between the two is going to be an issue for us. 
                           We need access  with safety for movement between the    
                           two properties with vehicles, moving stock with dogs and       
                           personal. 
 
LAND USEAGE In a report from a Dr Bernard Simmonds to Alice Woodward                 
                           at Planscapes he reports   
                           Unfortunately, for these sites there is no way of reinstating 
                           land following gravel extraction that would retain the same 
                           levels of versatility and productive potential as previously 
                           held. 
                           He also reports that 
                           These soils are of variable thickness, are coarser textured                    
                           with weakly developed profiles. These properties make them        
                           particularly prone to damage from disturbances, like 
                           gravel extraction. Because of the sensitivity of these soils 
                           to damage from disturbance and the high productive                             
                           values they presently offer, extraction could not take place 
                           without significant adverse effects at these properties. 
 
                           This extraction should not go ahead.This is rural one land! 
                           There are so many restrictions on rural one land yet we are 
                           considering gravel extraction!                                                                 
                           This is good productive land, yes there are small margins   
                            that are not, but the majority of Peach Island  is either in   
                            pipfruit, kiwifruit or  grazing land. In fact we grazed our    
                            cattle on proposed site 1 for a few years when owned by   
                            the previous owners with good grass helping in the growth   
                            of good cattle as you would expect rural one land to do. 
                            
  VALUATION    ShouldCJ Industries receive consent to extract gravel and 
                          we find ourselves in a position  forced to sell to get 
                          away from the detrimental side effects of extraction, our 
                          property valuation will have plummeted. This had been 
                          confirmed by a Real Estate agent. 
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