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1.0 INTRODUCTION
1.1 My name is Martin Kennedy and | am the Sole Direcfowest Coast Planning
Limited, a Resource Management and Planning Casyt based in

Greymouth.

1.2 | have been engaged by Westpower Limited toigeoplanning evidence in
regard to resource management issues related ®rdpomsed Te Tai o Poutini
Plan pTTPB, and more particularly recommendations and amemtdsnarising
from the Section 42A Report relating to submissiand further submissions

made by Westpower.

1.3 My role in this hearing process is to providedence on relevant resource

management issues to assist the Commissionersigidesing the matter.

1.4 This evidence specifically relates to the tepic

e Sites and Areas of Significance to Maori

20 SUBMITTER
2.1 The submitter is: Westpower Limitaif¢stpower

2.2 Westpower is a community owned company undiergekctivities related to the
generation and distribution of electricity to thenmmunity. Westpower
undertakes activities in all districts in the ragio Westpower’s ability to
undertake its activities for the community is imgacby the provisions of the
plan. When assessing the proposed plan actiibes been considered under
three broad categories (although all are interedbat
e the existing electricity network;

e potential additions and extension to the network;

e electricity generation activities.

3.0 WITNESS
3.1 As above | have been requested by the subnitteresent evidence on the
resource management issues relating to certairersatthich were the subject

of submissions and further submissions to the pTTPP

3.2 | am the Sole Director of West Coast Planningniled, a Resource

Management and Planning Consultancy based in GretymoPrior to that, |
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3.3

3.4

3.5

3.6

4.0
4.1

4.2

was Manager of the Environmental Services Departroéithe Grey District
Council based in Greymouth. Before that | was fstPlanner at the same
Council. | have 33 years Resource Management #thidg experience. |
have experience in all aspects of implementatiothefResource Management
Act (from a consent authority, applicant and subemiperspective) including:
Resource Consent Applications (processing, devedopnand submissions),
environmental effects assessments; notification pnodessing decisions; and
District Plan development, implementation and as¢ed processes. | also
assist submitters with submissions and involvenmemiational, Regional and
District Policy and Plan development processes wunttee Resource

Management Act.

| have had specific experience with the develm, implementation and
interpretation of the Policies and Plans on the tWasast as a consultant to

Councils, applicants and submitters.

| have a BSc (Physical Geography) and a Maddegree in Regional and
Resource Planning (MRRP).

I am a current full member of the New ZealatahRing Institute.

| have read and understood the Code of Condudxpert Witnesses contained
in the Environment Court’s Consolidated PracticeteN8023 and agree to
comply with it. The report presented is within ragea of planning expertise
and | confirm that | have not omitted to considextenial facts that might alter

or detract from the opinions given in this evidence

SCOPE OF EVIDENCE
Westpower Ltd made submissions to a number of pr@vs throughout the
pTTPP, and later in the process further submissioffsere have been no pre-

hearing processes since the lodging of submissindgurther submissions.

For the purpose of this evidence the current pTd&dument is used as the base
for assessment and opinions, with reference t&#ution 42A Reportlie s42A

Repor).
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4.3 Westpower Ltd, whilst retaining its submissions dmdher submissions, is in
general agreement with those recommendations ofSéwion 42A Report
where they result in the outcomes/decisions sohghwestpower. Westpower
has sought my advice for the purposes of the hganio the pTTPP and the
matters arising which have not been accepted, cegpaed in part, through the
s42A Report.

4.4 1t is not proposed to repeat all of the mattersmich submissions were made
by Westpower Ltd as they are before the Commisssoire the form of the
original submission and further submissions, ards#2A Report. It is agreed
that the report generally represents the mattésgdan those submissions and
further submissions, and those points of submissgonain. There are some

Issues arising with submission points and theseliaoeissed below.

4.5 This evidence is therefore submitted for two pugss
e To provide advice in regard to the recommended amés, in their
current form, in the s42A Report in relation to gumissions and further
submissions made by Westpower Ltd.
e To provide further evidence in relation to mattarsing from the s42A

Report which require clarification and/or amendrsent

4.6 This evidence covers the topic areas and focusethase recommendations
where the s42A Report does not support the subonissiand further
submissions of Westpower Ltd, or where issues len identified with the

report.

4.7 To assist in considering the matters arisintpis evidence, as they relate to the
activities of Westpower, | have attached maps & Westpower network,
showing;
¢ the location of the existing network throughout tagion,

o the location of mappedSites And Areas of Significance to Maori
(SASM's).
e map of SASM 62.
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5.0
5.1

5.2

6.0
6.1

6.2

7.0

7.1

7.2

CONCLUSION
Whilst there is some agreement on the outcoamssng from a range of
submissions and further submissions there are &eauwf points that in my

opinion require further consideration and inclusiothe TTPP.

Rather than summarise the broad range of radime Sections 7 and 8 below
discuss those matters where submission points haee either accepted or

rejected by the s42A Report and my opinions inmég¢a those matters.

STRUCTURE OF EVIDENCE

To assist with this evidence the following sectians provided:;

a. Recommendations on Submissions and Further iSsioms (Section 7.D

supported
b. Amendments Required Séction 8.p
c. Part Il of the Resource Management Act 1991 Secfion 9.D

To assist with this evidence, summaries of the s&&fort recommendations
are attached as Appendix 1 below. These appendidlidse referred to where

required for ease of cross reference rather thagtiteon of information.

RECOMMENDATIONS ON SUBMISSIONS AND FURTHER
SUBMISSIONS

Having reviewed the Section 42A Report and ages, which are understood
to reflect the recommendations of that report, \M@ser have advised that
those recommendations accepting its submissionsflatiter submissions are

supported.

| have reviewed those matters and generallp@tighe recommendations to
accept those submission points made by Westpoweprovide no further
evidence in regard to those matters at this stdgeill be available to answer
any questions should those matters recommendeé tctepted in the s42A
Report remain in contention at the hearing. Hanity these recommendations
are shown in Appendix 1 (pages 1) attached to dhidence, as submissions
and further submissionatceptet
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8.0 AMENDMENTSREQUIRED

8.1 There are matters which require further amemdnre regard to the current
pTTPP document and arising in the s42A Report. ther purpose of this
evidence, and the hearing, the matters discussas@ te issues associated with

energy activities.

8.2 For the purpose of cross reference to the s42A iRefite headings used in that

report are repeated here when discussing spealfimission points.

9.0 Submissions on the Policies — SASM-P13 (pag8s49 and 58-59 — s42A
Report)

S547.211 (Appendix 1, page 2)

8.3 The s42A Report recommend®jecting the submission on the grounds that
“..."energy activities” is not a preferred term forse in provisions by the s42A
authors. There are a range of other definitionsalihtapture the activities and in
this instance network utility structures and criiénfrastructure (to be replaced
with regionally significant infrastructure as disssed below) capture a very wide
range of activities undertaken by energy provitlershe submission had sought
the insertion of existinge€nergy activities as this term provides for the broad
range activities undertaken by Westpower. Havirgiewed the proposed
amendment | agree with the proposed change to tef&egionally significant
infrastructure as that is a term defined in the RPS to provitetiie activities of
Westpower. Having said that | note at paragraph @age 12% of the s42A
Report the Reporting Officer advises tHam, the case of ..., ... utilities such as
household connections to ... electricity lines,stheare not included in the
definition of Regionally Significant Infrastructyrand therefore to delete the
reference to network utility structures would defésee purpose of the rule, which
aims to provide landowners with a degree of cettaithat necessary work to
support their local infrastructure and connectioren occur.” In my opinion it
is incorrect that household connections are namaponent of RSI as they are an
activity undertaken by Westpower, form part of ghectricity network and, based
on previous discussion regarding the multiple tetrsed, are a component of
critical infrastructure. The potential for varyinigterpretations across the
multiple terms was an issue | have highlighted fribv@ outset of the hearings.
My understanding is that the advice has been tmattérms Infrastructurée,
“Energy Activitie§ “Critical Infrastructur€ all provide for the same activities

undertaken by Westpower and the introduction ofténe “‘RSI” did not change
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that. | would be concerned if having proposed ange to the term RSI a
different interpretation was now being placed or tierm that limited its

applicability. This would affect a myriad of prewwns and submission points
throughout the plan, both as already covered atiquie hearings and in hearings

to come.

10.3 Submissions on Permitted Activities

SASM-R2 (pages 85-88 and 98-99 — s42A Report)

S547.217 (Appendix 1, page 3)

8.4 The s42A Report recommendsejécting the outcomes sought in this
submission as the rule has limited effect on dl@ttr infrastructure and
maintenance of underground lines requires carefuhagement. There are 6
sites covered by this rule which potentially halexticity infrastructure within
or through them. Whilst | agree there are a lichitmmber of sites there are
potential issues with the rules which were the ectbpf outcomes sought in the
submission. These matters were the reason it wggested that a separate rule
be developed for Westpower infrastructure. Theontedoes not discuss the
submission point regarding the digging of new hdtasreplacement of poles
(R2(1)(b). As has been discussed at the previous heritageng Westpower
advise that it is generally not possible to replag®le supporting an overhead
line without installing or digging a new hole. | asavised that holes will be
required to be reshaped in all instances, and appately 95% of the time a
new hole will be required. For example, this catlude where a new pole (such
as a concrete pole) is placed next to the old (sleh as wood), and cables are
transferred first before the old pole is remov@this provision is essentially not
achievable. This coupled with the lack of prowumsifor maintenance of
underground cables is problematic in terms of sgcof supply of renewable
energy. Noting that the intent of previous s42Ap&¢és was to require
undergrounding of lines, although a point of dieggnent in terms of my
previous evidence. There is a potential confletween these requirements, ie
requirements for undergrounding but a lack of pmvi for maintenance. In
my opinion both of these matters can be accommddase unlike a usual
permitted activity these rules include eetftification’ requirement from the
relevant Poutini Ngi Tahu mnanga that the activity will not have adverse
effects on the cultural values of the site or araad this certification is

provided to the relevant District Council at led€d working days prior to the
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activity commencinig(R2(2). This would enable a review of the potential
effects and their management in undertaking anyksverhich is the concern
raised by the Reporting Officer and appears tohgedutcome sought in the
rule. Presumably the intent is that where theecaalverse effects that are not
appropriately resolved such certification will nmg provided. In my opinion
there is scope to remove the requirement regandipacement holes and to
provide for maintenance of underground cables erb#sis that the certification
requirement oR2(2)needs to be fulfilled and accordingly there wil liaison
before any work can be undertaken. In the absehaa encompassing rule for
electricity activities amend propos8ASM-Rdy,

- deleting item b from (1).iii,
- adding a newiV. maintaining existing underground lines and c&s provided
that:
a. The area of land disturbed is limited to what necessary to
maintain the lines or cables; or
- amending existing 1.iv tb.v.

SASM-R3 (pages 88-89 and 99-100 — s42A Report)

S547.2222-224 (Appendix 1, page 3)

8.5 The s42A Report recommendsejécting the outcomes sought in these
submissions as the rule has limited effect on ebé#st infrastructure, the
provisions indicate activities that are likely tequire consents and there have
been adverse effects from activities in the pagis per the submission
Westpower had sought a separate rule to providdtgoactivities which is
opposed by the s42A Report. The s42A Report doesansider that reference
to buildings is required as such is included indkénition of structure. Whilst
that is technically correct in my opinion the rgleould be as clear as possible,
and could be with that minor addition, to informetss and implementation of
the plan. | make no further comment in that regarthis stage. Whilst there
may be limited application to electricity infrastture there is a linkage with
sites in the previous ruldk@). With reference to the removal of clauses “
and ‘3., in my opinion that is a valid option as compka&ndoes not necessarily
mean the activity is permitted or that these aeedhly matters that may arise
which would prevent an activity being permittedgatn the core of the rule is
under clause 1", ie obtaining certification that there are noeefs. Clauses
“2” And “3. raise similar issues to those discussed abowegard to above
ground infrastructure, particularly claus2™ In my opinion SASM-R3could
be amended by removing clausex” “and “3.” which would provide some
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flexibility for outcomes whilst retaining the cditation function provided in
clause 1.".

- delete clauses 2. and 3.

SASM-R4 (pages 89-91 and 100-101 — s42A Report)

S547.225 (Appendix 1, pages 3-4)

8.6 The s42A Report recommendgejecting the outcomes sought in this
submission as the rule has relatively limited dff@t electricity infrastructure
and consultation with Poutini Ngai Tahu runangappropriate. In my opinion
even with the outcomes requested in the submisshenprovisions would still
require consultation to achieve claud€'” The rule potentially effects 14 sites,
as show in tabld@4, containing Westpower infrastructure so is a rahJussue.
Westpower is required to meet electrical safetpddieds and it is unclear how
Westpower’s statutory obligations are to be prodider in the plan should
certification not be forthcoming and/or consent heing able to be obtained.
However | have recommended removing clauses inrdles above for the
reasons similar to those being suggested by tha s&bort for not including
these matters in this rule. For consistency | pictkee rule as proposed in
Appendix 1 to the s42A Report but would highlighe tpotential for disruption
to existing supply of energy given the wording loé¢ trule if the ability to meet

safety standards is not enabled for existing e@ttrinfrastructure.

SASM-R6 (pages 92-95 and 101-102 — s42A Report)

S547.227 (Appendix 1, page 4)

8.7 The s42A Report recommendsejecting the outcomes sought in this
submission as the rule has relatively limited dffe electricity infrastructure
and consultation with Poutini Ngai Tahu runangappropriate. As | understand
the tablesT6 and T7 the rules cover 20 sites that may contain Westpowe
electricity infrastructure, ie approximately 21%%2f the sites. | understand
that Westpower is supportive of consultation ants tis why it has been
suggested that a single rule be developed to pedeidWestpower infrastructure,
so that issues can be provided for in a compreberasid coordinated manner. |
note that the submission of Westpower queried verdthis rule was also meant
to refer tosSASM-R2sSASM-R2elates to earthworks whereas this rule relates to
buildings and structures which are provided foramsiASM-R3and there is an
overlap of sites inT3 and T6. | also note that the amended provisions in
Appendix 1 to the s42A Report refer T®A and T6B which as | understand it
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should refer toré andT7 respectively. This rule is consistent with therevog
discussed above in allowing activities where thdifazation is obtained and |

understand Westpower is agreeable to that approach.

SASM-R9 (pages 95-97 and 102-103 — s42A Report)

S547.231 (Appendix 1, page 5)

8.8 The s42A Report recommendgejecting the outcomes sought in this
submission as the activities of Westpower are plei for through the
definition of network utilities, additional wordingill add complexity but not
alter the outcome and none of the SASM listed is thle have restrictions on
earthworks or vegetation clearance. | note thees@ppear to be some overlap
between SASM-62 and sites inSASM-R2 (minor earthworks), SASM-R3
(demolition, removal and alteration of structure§ASM-R4 (Indigenous
Vegetation Clearance) aigASM-RgEarthworks Buildings and Structures), in
particular SASM-55 It may be that this is a mapping error and nerlap
between any of the sites is intended. If the intethat these other rules do not
apply to the sites in common this should be addedhe rule to clarify
implementation and compliance matters as ther&easylto be some confusion
where sites overlap. In the alternative amendmardgsdiscussed above, with

respect to sites in other tables, which may alststs

SASM-R10 (pages 111-113 and 124-125 — s42A Report)

S547.234 (Appendix 1, page 5)

8.9 The s42A Report recommendgejecting the outcomes sought in this
submission on the basis that the wording and tewaght is already provided
for through the proposed wording. In my opinioe #dditional wording could
assist with clarifying the rule for interpretatiamd implementation but do not
pursue that further here. With regard to issudatad to earthworks and
vegetation clearance the s42A Report considers theatproposed limits are
appropriate. As | understand this Rule it doesapptly to activities undertaken
under RuleR9 and therefore areas in tabl8 as there are no associated
standards or certification required. It then aggplio activities in areas provided
for through rulesl2-T4andT6-T7 These rules have grouped SASM'’s together
in relation to a specific activity type that mayeat cultural values, ie minor
earthworks R2), demolition/removal/alteration of structureR3, indigenous
vegetation clearancdRf), earthworks/buildings/structureR€). It is unclear,

for example, whether compliance wif4 (which contains no limit) if it is

Evidence to Hearing — Proposed Te Tai o Poutini Pla 9
West Coast Planning Ltd in regard to submissionsMfestpower Ltd



related to maintenance/repair/upgrade of netwoilkyustructure negates the
need to obtain controlled activity consent unde@R1t is also unclear whether
vegetation clearance or earthworks etc becomessame ifor utilities outside the
areas provided for in the respective ruRaR4 and R6and which would not
be required of other activities. Amendments hagenbsuggested to the rules
above to provide a potential permitted pathwayther activities of Westpower,
whilst requiring a certification is still obtainedhis is also why the suggestion
has been made in the submission for a separatetoulgovide for these
activities. With respect to the provisions of ppepdR10I note that the activity
under clauseél could be a permitted activity und8ASM-R4f certification is
obtained. Dependent on the outcome of submissibose the same could be
true for clauses, although | do accept that is new work but it does have a
limit so there may be an opportunity to obtain difteation under those rules
depending on the circumstances. With regard to litnéts in clause?2,
Westpower have advised that a maximum depth fdacement of poles would
be 1200mm (taking in to account the matter disaisabove regarding
replacement). For underground activities, partidyla
maintenance/repair/upgrade of cables it would seppnopriate to have a limit
similar to that in claus8. This has been suggested in submissions regarding

rules above.

SASM-R12 (pages 113-115 and 125-126 of the s42/0Rgp

S547.240 (Appendix 1, page 6)

8.10 The s42A Report recommendsejécting the outcome sought in this
submission regarding the identification of the paffected. | understand the
issue raised in the s42A Report and the suggestetidment however | think
consideration is required in regard to this madtet would be concerned, given
that discretion is not restricted to effects ontumall values, at the potential for
other parties to become involved in applicationsigleed to meet provisions for
such a specific purpose. | note this also appitesubmissionsS547.243
(SASM-R1B and S547.245(SASMR1Y and will not repeat matters as my
comments are the same for each. It is also unda@aen the discussion above
regarding Rule 10, whether this rule is also ajpiieenetwork utilities?
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SASM-R13 (pages 115-117 and 126-127 — s42A Report)
S547.241-243 (Appendix 1, pages 3-4)

8.11 The s42A Report recommendgejecting the outcomes sought in this

9.0

9.1

9.2

submission on the grounds that all utilities shdoddincluded under the same
rule, there is no benefit of combing matters relate vegetation clearance and
earthworks with the maintenance/repair/upgrade ewvelbpment of new
network utilities. | have discussed some of thasgters above in terms of rule
R10and how that rule interacts with other permittelésR2-R4andR6. | also
note that this is the first instance where “newtwegk utilities are referred to
and it is unclear how this is assessed in termth@flack of compliance with
controlled activity standards wheR10 does not refer tordew’ activities. |
understand the need to identify and manage aesvitvithin the SASM’s to
ensure that cultural values are retained but itnislear whether the impact of
restricting the ability to undertaken any new psomn of electricity
infrastructure within, particularly, a large pafttbe Greymouth township has
been fully assessed. This is why development pbtential rule has been
suggested to seek to develop a mechanism that tgeantevel of new activity
whilst retaining the cultural values. This will part depend on the outcome of
consideration of the scope B10 above, and the previous permitted activity

rules.

PART Il OF THE ACT

Part 2 of the Act, and more patrticularly Setho requires an assessment of the
proposal and its ability to achieve the Acts owing principal of sustainable

management to be undertaken.

It is my opinion that the amendments suggest@ye will assist in ensuring the
TTPP achieves the purpose and principals of thef@cthe reasons discussed

above.

Martin Kennedy
Planning Consultant
(West Coast Planning Ltd)

27 March 2024
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MAPS

¢ the location of the existing network throughout tegion,
¢ the location of mappedSites And Areas of Significance to Maori (SASM'’s)
e map of SASM 62.
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Appendix 1: Summary of S42A Recommendations — Sgef Significance to Maori

Submissions & Further Submissions Accepted

Submissions

Submission | Submitter/Further | Provision Position | Summary of Decision Requested @der

Point Submitter Recommendation

S547.203 Westpower Limited| SASM-0O3 Support | Retain Accept

S547.204 Westpower Limited| SASM-P1 Amend Amend Protect Poutini Ngai Tahu cultural landscapesn | Accept
adverse effects ohappropriate subdivision, use while ... acce
and cultural use.

S547.205 Westpower Limited | SASM-P2 Amend Amend: Work with Poutini Ngai Tahu to identify afidt sites| Accept
and areas of significance to Poutini Ngai Tahuahesiule Three
and-protecttheidentified-values-of the sites-and-areas

S547.209 Westpower Limited | SASM-P9 Amend Amend a.Avoid, remedy or mitigate minimise adverse effect{ Accept
on indigenous habitats and waterbodies.

Further Submissions

Submission | Submitter/Further | Provision Position | Summary of Decision Requested Gder

Point Submitter Recommendation

S608.020 | Grey District SASM-P11 Oppose | Delete all wording after "sites". Policy to readed®gnise thq Reject

Council In Part significance to Poutini Niy Tahu of the sites and aread
significance to Maori listed in Schedule Three and protect the
identified values of these sitesby—aveoiding—thefollowing
activities-in—or-in-closeproximity-to; these-ares;

. o I . I I - . I
collection-ofPounamu-and-Aetea;
- Ea'l'dlﬁ'ﬁus a_nel_wal ste_dls;pesal aciitieshazabousdachiies
3. SRHEREE |||else|| PHmaty p_le;eluetllen
. I ! g taciliti
FS222.0152| Westpower Limited Oppose Disallow Accept
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Submissions & Further Submissions Rejected

Submissions
Submission | Submitter/Further | Provision Position | Summary of Decision Requested @der
Point Submitter Recommendation

S547.206 Westpower limited | SASM - P7 Amend Amend: b. Requiring activities on sites and adfasignificance tg Reject
Maori to minimise avoid, remedy or mitigate adverse effects o
cultural, spiritual and/or heritage values, int&sas associations ¢
importance to Poutini Ngai Tahu.

S547.208 Westpower Limited SASM — P8 Amend (1) Amend item c., Reject

"c. Any adverse effects are on ... are avowdadre practicable
unless it can be demonstrated that due to tduhnical,
locational, functional or operational constraints @
requirements of the activity ... adverse effects.".

(2) Amend item d.,

Amend d. Any residual effect ...mitigated in a wtagt manages
effects on, and where practicablesreteets maintains
or enhances, the values of the site or area.

S547.210 Westpower Limited SASM — P13 | Amend Amend: Enable activities ... spiritual values loé tsite or area arl Reject
protected maintained or potential _effects _managed This
includes: ...

S547.211 Westpower Limited SASM - PL3 | Amend Amend b. Maintenance ... upgradingexisting energy activitie;, | Reject
network utility structures and critical infrastruce;

S547.213 Westpower Limited SASM — A5 | Amend (1) Amend SASM-P15, Reject

"SASM-P15 Allow any other use and developmenit.can be
demonstrated that the potential effects on
identified values of the site or area aaeoided,
remedied or mitigated having regard to:"

(2) Add a new item a.,

a  Avoidance in the first instance, and where thisis not
practicable the proposed measures to manage poteslti
effects on the identified values.
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(3) Adjust references for existing items "a.-f".

(4) Amend existing item b.,
"n. The technical, locational, functional and operdional

constraints or requirements of the proposed activit.".

S547.215

Westpower Limited

Permitted
Activities

Amend

Amend to provide a single permitted activity rute &ll aspects o
energy activities undertaken by Westpower.

Reject

S547.216

Westpower Limited

Permitted
Activities

Amend

Where compliance is not achieved then an appreprcainsent
activity status can be developed as part of theqe®

Reject

S547.217

Westpower Limited

SASM-R2

Oppose in
part

As above Westpower's preference is that one rutieveloped td
provide for its energy activities, including ener@spects o
infrastructure and critical infrastructure. Whilsot the preferreg
approach;

(1) Amend item 1.(iii),
"lii. Installing fence posts ... for overheaghergy activity and
network utility lines provided that:".

(2) Delete item b. From iii.

(3) Insert new iv.,
"lv) _maintaining _existing underground
provided that:
a. The area of land disturbed is limited to what s
necessary to maintain the lines or cables; br

lines and cabes

(4) Insert new v.,
"v) _maintaining existing substations provided that
a. The area of land disturbed is limited to whatis
necessary to maintain the substation; dr

(5) Amend existing item 1.iv. tb.vi.

Reject

S547.222

Westpower Limited

SASM-R3

Amend

Amend the heading of SASM-R3 Demolition, ...adouilding or
structure on ...".

Reject

S547.223

Westpower Limited

SASM-R3

Oppose

Delete and develop one rule to provide for all gpexctivities.

Reject

S547.224

Westpower Limited

SASM-R3

Amend

Delete items ii. and iii.

Reject

S547.225

Westpower Limited

SASM-R4

Oppose

As above Westpower's preference is that one rutieveloped td

provide for energy activities, including energy esg of

Reject
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infrastructure and critical infrastructure.
Whilst not the preferred approach;

(1) Amend Activity Status Standard#ctivity Status Permitted
Where:

1. The clearance is to maintain existing corrids and
access for above and below ground electricity ling
and cables to industry standards, or to maintain ad
operate existing buildings and structures associate
with enerqy activities ; or".

(2) Amend current 1. t@.

S547.227

Westpower Limited

SASM-R6

Amend

As above Westpower's preference is that one rutieveloped td
provide for energy activities, including energy esfs of
infrastructure and critical infrastructure. Whilsot the preferreg
approach;

(1) Amend the heading of SASM-R6,
"SASM-R6 Earthworks, Buildings ... not provided fo, or not
complying with, SASM-R2 in Schedule Three ...".

(2) Amend Activity Status Standards,
"Activity Status Permitted Where:
1. The area of land disturbed is limited to whats necessary tad
maintain _the energy activity, including enerqgy aspets of
infrastructure and critical infrastructure; or "

(3) Add a new 2,
"2. The structure is for an energy activity, including energy
aspects of infrastructure and critical infrastructure; or".

(4) Add a new 3.,

"3. The activity is the replacement, reconstructio or addition
to_a building or structure used for an energy actiity,
including enerqy aspects of infrastructure and criical
infrastructure; or ".

(5) Amend current 1. td.

Reject
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S547.231

Westpower Limited

SASM-R9

Amend

As above Westpower's preference is that one rutieveloped td
provide for energy activities, including energy esfs of
infrastructure and critical infrastructure. Whilsot the preferreg
approach;

(1) Amend the heading of SASM-R9,

"SASM-R9 Maintenance, Repair, UpgradingEriergy Activities
and Network Utility Buildings and Structures, including
associated Earthworks and Vegetation Clearance, oor within

(2) Add a new 1 under "Where:"
"1. The area of land disturbed is limited to whatis necessary
for the work required.".

(3) Add a new 2 under "Where:",

"2. The area of vegetation cleared is limited to Ht necessary to
comply with electrical safety and hazard regulatios, or
maintain, repair or upgrade the building or structure.".

(4) Renumber existing 1.

Reject

S547.234

Westpower Limited

SASM-R10

Amend

As above Westpower's preference is that one rutieveloped td
provide for energy activities, including energy esfs of
infrastructure and critical infrastructure. Whilsot the preferreg
approach;

(1) Amend the heading of SASM-R10,

"SASM-R10 Maintenance, Repair, Upgradingeafergy Activities
and Network UtilityBuildings and Structures, including associat
Earthworks and Vegetation Clearance, on or within .

(2) Amend item 2. by deleting a. and b. and addimgw a.,
"a. The area of land disturbed is limited to what isiecessary for
the work required.".

(3) Amend item 4.,
"4. The area of vegetation cleared is limited to thanecessary to
comply with electrical safety and hazard regulatios, or to

maintain, repair or upgrade the building or structure.".

Reject
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S547.236 Westpower Limited SASM-R12 Oppose | Delete and Develop one rule to provide for all ggeactivities. Reject
S547.240 Westpower Limited SASM-R12 Amend Amend: Notification: Applications for earthworks o.. notified to| Reject
the relevant Ngai Tahu runangione, and no other party will be
notified.
S547.241 Westpower Limited SASM-R13 Oppose | Delete and Develop one rule to provide for all ggeactivities. Reject
S547.242 Westpower Limited SASM-R13 Amend Amend heading: SASM-R13 Maintenance, Repair, Upgpof | Reject
Energy Activities and Network Utility Buildings and Structures
including associated Earthworks and Vegetation Claance, on
or within ... Controlled Activity Standards.
S547.243 Westpower Limited SASM-R13 Amend Amend: Notification: Applications for earthworks on ...tifed to | Reject
therelevant Ngai Tahu runangdone, and no other party will be
notified.
S547.244 Westpower Limited SASM-R14 Oppose | Delete and Develop one rule to provide for all ggeactivities. Reject
S547.245 Westpower Limited SASM-R14 Amend (1) Development of a specific suite of rules foresipower| Reject
activities in these areas.
(2) Whilst not the preferred option were the ruebe retained th
"Notification" commentary be amended, "Notificatig
Applications for earthworks on ... notified to theevant Ngai
Tahu runangalone, and no other party will be notified..
Further Submissions
Submission | Submitter/Further | Provision Position | Summary of Decision Requested tder
Point Submitter Recommendation
S538.003 Buller District Definitions Not Add a definition for 'Hazardous Facilities' andfédisive Industry' | Accept
Caungl SIEIEE Add a definition for 'Upper Slopes'.
FS222.045 Westpower Limited Oppose in| Not stated Reject
part
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