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change my assessment. The existing daily traffic flows are low, with 44 vehicle
movements on Tawa Avenue and 748 vehicle movements on Settlement Road. |
consider that this low level of vehicle movements is unlikely to cause any
adverse noise effects within the site, especially as the Kura will need to comply
with the DQLS.

8 Submissions
8.1 Submissions have been made on the following matters:

(a) Concerns around noise from the Kura negatively impacting residents’
quiet rural way of life.

(b) Noise from traffic.

(c) Noise from after-hours events at the Kura.

(d) The effect of noise on livestock.

(e) Reverse sensitivity from farm machinery.

(f) Queries around noise propagation to dwellings further from the site.

8.2 Several submissions raise concerns around noise from the school negatively
impacting residents’ quiet rural way of life, with different noise sources to the
existing rural noise sources. | remain of the opinion that the overall scale of
noise effects will be reasonable for surrounding residents.

8.3 | have addressed noise from traffic in paragraph 7.1. Although there will be a
perceptible increase in traffic noise during the morning and afternoon peak
hours, overall noise levels remain low and will not affect residential amenity.

8.4 There may be after hours activities on the site at times, as is typical for a school
site. Noise levels from occasional events will need to comply with the Minister’s
standard condition and | do not anticipate any difficulty in them doing so.
Accordingly, | do not consider that noise effects from events will be

unreasonable for receivers. e

Concerns were raised around the effects of noise on livestock being stressed by \

noise from the school, in particular when animals walk past the site and from
traffic noise. Although there is no guidance on levels of noise suitable for
avoiding stress in livestock, in my opinion the relatively low level i

the site activities is unlikely to adversely i
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