
Good morning, my name is Oliver Selby. 

I’ve lived at Glenmark Drive for the last 6 years with my wife Kyrie and our two young sons. 

I’m here today as a father, but also as someone with 13 years’ experience working in 
construction across civil (including sheet piling and post ramming), residential, commercial, 
and industrial projects in New Zealand. 

So I understand both the reality of construction — and the real-world effects it has on people 
living nearby. 

 

I’d like to briefly explain why this matters so much to us. 

My wife and I moved from the UK to New Zealand to get away from noise, crowding, and the 
intensity of urban living. 

We initially lived in Christchurch, which felt peaceful by comparison. 

However, I was heavily involved in large-scale reconstruction projects across the city after the 
earthquakes. 

Through that experience, we lived and worked around constant construction, the noise, the 
disruption, the dust, and the long-term effects on everyday life. 

Based on that, we made a very deliberate decision: 

we wanted something better and calmer to raise our family. 

That’s why we moved to Waipara, for the quiet, the space, the rural lifestyle, and the connection 
to the landscape. 

 

What is proposed here doesn’t just affect us short-term. 

It fundamentally changes both: 

•how we live for the next two years, and 

•what our home and surroundings will be for the rest of our lives. 

 

One of the things that matters most to me as a father is the environment my children grow up in. 

My eldest son and I often stand at our back fence together, looking out over completely 
unobstructed views of the Waipara landscape and the mountains. 

It’s quiet, it’s open, and it’s something we experience together. 

That will be gone. 

That simple, peaceful part of our daily life — that connection to the landscape — will no longer 
exist. 

 



I want to be very clear about my primary concern today. 

I am not here to debate renewable energy. 

I am not here to debate long-term operational details. 

My focus is the construction phase, because that is where the most immediate, intense, and 
unavoidable impacts will occur — especially for our young children. 

 

Based on the scale of this project and my experience in the construction industry, this is 
effectively a full industrial construction site over 180+ hectares. 

That involves: 

•large-scale earthworks 

•continuous machinery operation 

•trenching and installation 

•constant movement of workers and equipment 

 

I want to highlight post ramming specifically. 

I’ve worked around it — it is not background noise. 

It is: 

•sharp 

•repetitive 

•high-impact 

•and it travels 

It cuts through everything. 

Across a site of this size, it will happen repeatedly, over long periods, very close to our home. 

This is not something that can be reduced to a minor or acceptable effect. 

 

The critical issue is duration. 

This is: 

•up to 2 years 

•6 days a week 

•up to 10 hours a day 

That is not temporary in any meaningful sense. 

For children especially, this represents a significant part of their early development. 



 

We have two young sons. 

This level of construction will impact: 

•their sleep 

•their learning and development 

•their ability to play outdoors safely and peacefully 

The environment we deliberately chose for them — a quiet rural upbringing — is removed during 
that time. 

 

Based on my experience in construction, I also want to raise a practical concern. 

The activity levels presented in the application do not reflect the reality of a project of this scale. 

The stated figure of around 6 truck movements per day does not align with: 

•nearly 37,000 cubic metres of earthworks 

•delivery of materials and infrastructure 

•ongoing construction logistics 

From my experience, activity — particularly during peak phases — will be significantly higher. 

This increases noise, dust, traffic, and overall disruption beyond what is being presented. 

Dust, Traffic, and Safety 

In addition to noise, there will be: 

•dust from earthworks and vehicle movements 

•increased heavy traffic on rural roads 

•safety risks for families and children 

These are standard effects of large-scale construction. 

 

There is also a broader issue here. 

This proposal is fundamentally a commercial development. 

A business transaction is being proposed, but the consequences are being imposed directly on 
the surrounding families. 

The cost of that decision is not just visual, it is social, environmental, and deeply personal. 

 

 

 



Even after construction finishes, the environment we chose to raise our family in will not be the 
same. 

The open rural character, the visual connection to the landscape, the quiet and natural setting 
will be permanently altered. 

What we moved here for, what we planned for our family’s future, cannot be replaced. 

 

The panel needs to consider this: 

Even if some effects can be mitigated over time, the construction impacts cannot be undone, 
and the loss of our environment is permanent. 

 

This proposal asks our family to: 

•live beside an industrial construction site for two years, and 

•accept a permanent change to the environment we chose to raise our children in 

In my view, that is not appropriate in this location. 

For those reasons, I respectfully ask that the consent be declined. 




