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Introduction

My name is Andrea Michelle Harris. | have over 20 years’ experience as a planner and have
worked for a regional authority and various local authorities as a consultant. | am employed
by Opus International Consultants Limited as a Principal Planner/Planning Work Group
Leader, based in the Palmerston North Office. | have a Bachelor of Resource and
Environmental Planning from Massey University. | am a full member of the New Zealand
Planning Institute. | have been engaged by Manawatu District Council to assist them with
this Plan Change Hearing.

| have worked on a number of plan changes for Manawatu District Council (Council) and
other local authority clients. | have also prepared and processed a number of resource
consent applications, Notice of Requirement to Designate applications, and Outline Plans.
I am therefore familiar with the issues associated with preparing and applying District Plan
provisions.

The purpose of this report is to assess the proposed plan change in terms of the relevant
statutory considerations and obligations, taking into account those issues raised by
submissions.

| have read the Code of Conduct for Expert Witnesses (Section 5 of the Environment Court
Consolidated Practice Note 2014) and | agree to comply with this Code of Conduct. This
evidence is within my area of expertise, except where | state | am relying on evidence from
another expert. | have not omitted to consider material facts known to me that might alter
or detract from the opinions | express.

The Council has commissioned Mr Nigel Lloyd of Acousafe Consulting & Engineering Ltd
to provide his expert opinion on noise matters relating to the development of the District
Wide Chapter and to present technical evidence at the plan change hearing on acoustic
matters.

The Council has also commissioned Mr John Hudson of Hudson Associates to provide his
expert opinion on Outstanding Natural Features and Landscapes (ONFLs). Mr Hudson has
reviewed the current ONFLs in the District Plan as part of the Rural Plan Change and
provides his opinion on those submissions relating to ONFL provisions.

The following is a list of abbreviations referred to throughout my report:

e PPC55 - Proposed Plan Change 55: District Wide Rules
e RMA or the Act — Resource Management Act 1991

e Plan — District Plan

e Outstanding Natural Features and Landscapes — ONFL

This report outlines:

e The submissions and further submissions received

¢ |dentifies areas which remain in dispute

e An assessment of the submissions, based on sections of the District Plan

¢ A recommendation for the submissions received
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e Whether any changes to the District Plan are proposed as a result of the submissions
and an additional assessment under S32AA of the Act.

The following appendices are also included:

e Appendix 1 — Officer Recommendation on all submissions

e Appendix 2 — District Wide Rules chapter — PCN1 Plan Change Recommended version
e Appendix 3 — Definitions chapter - PCN1 Plan Change Recommended version

e Appendix 4 — Noise Evidence

e Appendix 5 — Landscape Evidence

e Appendix 6 — Draft Outstanding Natural Features and Landscapes maps showing
network utility provider assets in relation to the draft ONFL areas

The panel have been provided with a submissions bundle. | have therefore not provided
copies of all submissions and further submissions as part of my evidence.

Background

Proposed Plan Change 55 District Wide Rules (PPC55) was prepared and notified in
accordance with Section 74 of the RMA, and the first part of Schedule 1 which outlines the
requirements for changing a District Plan. PPC55 is a plan change under the Manawatu
District Councils Sectional District Plan Review.

As part of the Sectional District Plan Review, Council has decided to reformat and
reconstruct the way the District Plan is written. The new structure was introduced through
Plan Change 45 Town Centre in 2014.

PPC55 seeks to review the existing objectives, policies and methods of Section A2 (Rules
applying throughout the District) and rules in the various zones. A specific focus has been
to remove duplication within the Plan. The proposed changes have been made to improve
the functioning of the District Plan and introduce a District Wide Rules Chapter, to bring the
provisions and rules up to date with best practice, and account for changes in the national,
regional and local policy statutory frameworks. Section A2 and many of the zone provisions
have not been subject to any reviews since they were made operative in 2002.

I do not intend to provide a detailed description of PPC55, as this has already been provided
for by the Section 32 Report.

Submissions

Submissions — May — June 2016

Council notified three proposed plan changes at the same time on 2 May 2016, being
Proposed Plan Change 52 (Industrial Zone), Plan Change 60 (Designations) and Plan
Change 55 (District Wide Rules).

Council received a total of 13 submissions to the three plan changes notified. Of these
submissions eight (8) made specific comment on the PPC55. Further submissions were
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notified on 13 June 2016 and a total of eight (8) further submissions were received by the
closing date of 24 June 2016.

Submissions — August — September 2016

Manawatu District Council on 7 July 2016 resolved to withdraw Proposed Plan Changes 52,
55, and 60 due to a procedural error which resulted in the public notice of the Proposed
Plan Changes not being published in the newspaper as scheduled on 2 May 2016. To
rectify the error, Council resolved that Proposed Plan Changes 52, 55, and 60 be re-notified.

No changes were made to the three Plan Changes when notified on 14 July 2016.
Submitters were contacted by phone to explain the issue, and letters sent to submitters
outlining the re-notification, and assuring them that the discussions had on the submissions
received would not be lost.

Council subsequently notified Proposed Plan Changes 52, 55 and 60 on 14 July 2016.
Submissions closed on 10 August 2016.

A total of 29 submissions were received by the closing date. No late submissions were
received on PPC55.

Further submissions were notified on 15 September 2016. A total of sixteen (16) further
submissions were received by the closing date of 28 September 2016.

The re-notified plan changes attracted original submissions from the following parties. |
have highlighted where the submission is of relevance to PPC55 for ease of reference.

Original Submitter PPC55
S01 | Federated Farmers V
S02 KiwiRail Holdings Limited (KiwiRail) V
S03 Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga \

S04 Feilding and District Promotion Inc

S05 Manawatu-Wanganui Regional Council (Horizons) V

S06 H W Richardson Group (HWRG)

S07 New Zealand Transport Agency V

S08 New Zealand Defence Force \

S09 House Movers Section of NZ Heavy Haulage Association (Inc), | V
Britton Housemovers Ltd, Central Housemovers Ltd (collective
House Movers)

S11 Transpower New Zealand Limited \

S12 Manawatu District Council
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Original Submitter PPC55

S13 Progressive Enterprises Limited

S14 Overseers Feilding Baptist Church

S15 Central House Movers Limited

S16 Powerco

S17 Spark

S18 Chorus New Zealand Limited

S19 Maree Docherty

S20 First Gas (formerly Vector Gas) Limited

S21 Z Energy Ltd, BP Oil NZ Ltd, Mobile Oil NZ Ltd

S22 Paul Britton

P 2 - A e i A I

S23 Horticulture New Zealand

S24 Stacy Waugh

S25 Annette Waugh

S26 Dennis and Carrolyn Waugh

S27 Kerry and Barbara Quigley

S28 Mark Taylor

S29 Melanie Taylor

3.9 Sixteen (16) further submissions were received on the Proposed Plan Changes, as follows:

Original Submitter PPC55

FS1 Forest and Bird N

FS2 Stacy Waugh

FS3 New Zealand Defence Force

FS4 Horizons Regional Council

FS5 Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga

P )

FS6 NZ Transport Agency
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Original Submitter PPC55

FS7 Transpower New Zealand Limited

FS8 Jean Kahui

FS9 Federated Farmers

FS10 | Horticulture New Zealand

FS11 | First Gas Limited

FS12 | Z Energy Ltd, BP Oil NZ Ltd, Mobile Oil NZ Ltd

FS13 | Powerco

FS14 | Keith Marriott

FS15 | Tim Fitz-Herbert

P ) - e - I e =

FS16 | Andy McDonald

The focus of this report is to assess the issues raised in submissions received in August
and September 2016 to determine whether the decisions requested are appropriate, taking
into account:

Good planning practice
The requirements of the RMA

The relationship with the broader planning framework under the District Plan and its
implementation and consistent administration, and

The direction set by other plan changes in the Sectional District Plan Review.

Analysis of submissions

Before a Plan Change can be incorporated into a District Plan it must fulfil a number of
statutory requirements set down in the RMA, including:

Part 2, comprising Section 5, Purpose and Principles of the Act; Section 6, Matters of
National Importance; Section 7, Other Matters; and Section 8, Treaty of Waitangi;

Section 31 Functions of Territorial Authorities;

Section 32 Duty to consider alternatives, assess benefits and costs;

Section 32AA Requirements for undertaking and publishing further evaluations;
Section 74 Matters to be considered by territorial authorities; and

Section 75 Contents of district plans.
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The assessment of the Plan Change must also include an evaluation of the provisions of
PPC55 to determine their adequacy in terms of:

a. Their relationship and workability with other District Plan provisions, and

b. The appropriateness of such provisions (for example, their reasonableness and
consistency).

The decisions requested by the submissions are considered in the same order as the
PPC55. A copy of all submission points and my comments and recommendations in
response to each submission point are found in Appendix 1.

The section 32 report has not be reproduced in my evidence; but can be found in the bundle
of material notified as PPC55.

Where | have recommended substantive changes to provisions | have assessed those
changes in terms of s32AA of the RMA in my evidence below.

To assist the hearing panel | have produced a revised District Wide Rules Chapter and
extract of the Definitions Chapter showing recommended changes to provisions, and where
submitters have supported the provisions. The recommended changes to Chapter 3 District
Wide Rules are found in Appendix 2; while the recommended changes to the Definitions
Chapter are found in Appendix 3. Reference to the submission number for each
recommended change is included as a footnote to assist the Hearing Panel identify under
which submission changes are being made.

To avoid duplication, | do not repeat all submissions in the body of my evidence below. The
matters or topics identified in the table below are those that | consider to be in ‘dispute’. By
this | mean where there remains a difference of opinion between the parties. Other
provisions are recommended to change and these have not been covered in the paragraphs
below. The table is based on the same order as the table in Appendix 1.

Topic/ Matter No. Section of the Plan Submitter
Temporary Military | 1, 12, 13, 271 | Whole of Plan New Zealand Defence
Training Activities Force

Chapter 2 —Definition
3.0 District Wide Rules

Earthworks 3 Chapter 2 — Earthworks Federated Farmers,
Definition Definition KiwiRail, Heritage New
Zealand, Transpower,
Powerco, First Gas, Z
Energy, Mobil Oil NZ and
BP NZ (collectively known
as the oil companies),
Horticulture NZ, Spark and
Chorus.
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Topic/ Matter No. Section of the Plan Submitter
Reverse Sensitivity | 10, 14, 69 Chapter 2 Definitions Horticulture NZ, New
3.0 District Wide Rules | 282/and Defence Force
3A.3 Policy 2.2
Network utilities as | 16, 94 3.1 Introduction First Gas, Heritage NZ,
a standalone 3A.4 Rules Transpower, Powerco,
chapter ) Spark, Chorus
Outstanding 76, 77,78, 3A.3 Objective 3 Heritage NZ, Transpower,
Natural Features 79, 80, 81, 3A.3 Obiectives and Powerco, Spark, Chorus,
and Landscapes 82, 83, 84, oI-iciesJ First Gas
85,86,87, |P
136, 137, 3A.3 Policy 3.1
138, 140, .
155, 156, 3A.3 Policy 3.2
157, 158, 159 | 3A.4.2 Standards for
Permitted Activities (1)
Rule 3A.4.4 Discretionary
Activity
Rule 3A.4.5 Non-
Complying Activity
New Rule 89 3A.4 Rules Federated Farmers
National 22,112,125, | 3A.1 Introduction Spark, Chorus
Environmental 132,197 3A.4.1 Permitted Activity
Standard for Guidance Note 1
Telecommunication
Facilities 3A.4.2 Standards for
Permitted Activities (C)
and (h)
3C.4.2 Standards for
Permitted Activities Table
3C.1
Lineal vs Non- 151, 156, 158 | 3A.4.3 Restricted Powerco
Lineal Network Discretionary Activity (a-
Utilities iv)
3A.4.4 Discretionary
Activity
3A.4.5 Non-Complying
Activity
Setbacks from 188 3C Noise NZ Transport Agency
State Highway
Network
Noise time periods | 195 3C.4.1 Permitted Federated Farmers

in the Rural Zone

Activities
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52

Topic/ Matter

No.

Section of the Plan

Submitter

3G.4 Rules

Noise limits in 197 3C.4.2 Standards for Spark, Chorus
Residential/ Village Permitted Activities
Zone
Helicopter use 200, 201 3C.4.2 Standards for Horticulture NZ
Permitted Activities (d)
3C.4.2 Standards for
Permitted Activities
Guidance Note 2
Oil and Gas 203 3D Earthworks Maree Docherty
Exploration
Exclusions of the 204, 234 3D.1 Introduction Federated Farmers
Rural Zone from 3D.4 Rules
earthworks
provisions
Earthworks near 251, 252 3D.4.3 Restricted Transpower
the National Grid Discretionary Activities
Yard 3D.4.5 Non-Complying
Activities
Signs on Heritage 255 3E.4.2 Rules Heritage New Zealand
Buildings
Temporary 258 3F Temporary Activities Transpower
Activities in the
National Grid Yard
Excluding 260, 262 3F.4.1 Permitted Activities | Spark, Chorus
Temporary
Network Utilities
Relocated 264, 266, 268 | 3G Relocated Buildings House Movers, Paul
Buildings Britton, Central House

Movers Limited

| cover these matters of dispute by plan chapter below.

Whole of Plan

New Zealand Defence Force (NZDF) in their submission seek the inclusion of a new
definition for Temporary Military Training Activities and district wide provisions for these
activities in the District Wide Rules Chapter. The submitter also sought the inclusion of new
noise provisions for their activities.

As outlined Appendix 1, PPC55 does not review the existing temporary military activity
provisions in the District. Temporary military activities are currently specifically provided for
under Rule 2.2, and in the Manfeild Park Zone. These provisions have not been reviewed
through PPC55 and the section 32 report does not address the provisions at all. To the
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contrary, the section 32 stated that the provisions relating to the temporary military training
activities would be reviewed as part of the Rural Zone Plan Change (and other zone reviews
as they occur). As no change is proposed to these provisions by PPC55, there is a real risk
that persons directly or indirectly affected by the relief sought by NZDF would be denied an
effective opportunity to respond to the changes. These provisions should be addressed as
part of later plan changes as the zone provisions are reviewed, starting with the Rural Zone
review.

Definitions

Ten submissions made specific submissions on the definition of earthworks, being
Federated Farmers, KiwiRail, Heritage New Zealand, Transpower, Powerco, First Gas, Z
Energy, Mobil Oil NZ and BP NZ (collectively known as the oil companies), Horticulture NZ,
Spark and Chorus.

Changes are proposed to the earthworks definition which resolves the majority of
submissions. These changes are set out in Appendix 1. Not all requested changes have
been recommended for the reasons stated in that Appendix.

| am aware of discussions between Transpower and Federated Farmers regarding the
definition of earthworks. Transpower has also confirmed that they seek that the definition
exclusion relates to the National Grid Yard, not the National Grid Corridor as originally
submitted. The changes | recommend in Appendix 1 largely reflect the agreements made
between the two parties. | anticipate the parties will expand on this in their evidence.

Heritage New Zealand seek amendment to the definition of earthworks by removing
reference to alteration in existing and finished ground level. This change is considered to
capture unintended earthworks. While earthworks can potentially uncover human remains
or areas of previous human occupation, there is a need to be pragmatic in how earthworks
are managed in the District. The definition is also consistent with neighbouring council
district plans, which ensures greater plan user certainty.

Chapter 3 District Wide Rules

NZDF seek specific provisions to address reverse sensitivity by way of appropriate
objectives, policies, rules and land zoning. They also suggested a definition of reverse
sensitivity. A definition for reverse sensitivity has been introduced in the District Plan under
Plan Change 52. It is understood that no submissions were received on that definition.

Care has been taken in drafting the District Plan to avoid generalised statements for reverse
sensitivity. | consider the concept of reverse sensitivity to be broadly understood and
accepted. Instead the approach taken in drafting this plan change has been to include
specific provisions to manage the adverse effects of concern/potential issues. For example
to require setback distances, or restrict the height of utility structures. | do not consider that
generic statements assist in decision making when assessing resource consents, and can
in fact, cause problems due to ambiguous wording and subjective views at the time of
implementation. On that basis, including generic objectives, policies, rules and zoning of
land to address these matters is not considered appropriate as it does not provide plan
users with sufficient certainty when considering the District Plan.
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There are eight submissions which seek that the network utilities sub-chapter be a
standalone chapter and seek that the various references in section 3.1 and in 3A.4 clearly
state that the zone rules do not apply.

In drafting the provisions, it was my intention that the zone rules also apply, particularly
relating to noise, restrictions of activities in the National Grid Yard, and restrictions in the
Flood Channel Zone and Historic Heritage Chapter.

As outlined in my response to these submissions in Appendix 1, to enable the chapter to be
standalone, additional provisions would need to be included in the network utilities sub-
chapter to cover the matters above. For example, conditions relating to noise, heritage, and
earthworks in the National Grid Yard. | therefore do not consider there to be sufficient scope
to make such additions to the rules as part of PPC55.

Once the zone rules are reviewed in their entirety, the Council could, as part of the final
sectional district plan review, make these changes to create a standalone sub-chapter in
the District Wide Rules chapter.

Chapter 3A Network Utilities

A number of submissions have raised concerns regarding the proposed objective, policies
and rules relating to ONFLs and network utilities.

The operative District Plan has only two identified ONFLs. Council has initiated a review of
ONFLs in the District as part of the Sectional District Plan Review (PPC53). Mr Hudson has
completed the review to date, and he describes the work undertaken in his evidence
attached in Appendix 5. The ONFLs identified in the review are found in the Report
prepared entitled “Manawatu District Landscape Assessment” (dated 25 February 2013). It
is intended that the Rural Plan Change will be the vehicle for introducing the new ONFL
areas into the District Plan. The provisions in Chapter 3, are designed to protect the
identified two areas in Appendix 1 C now; and will ultimately provide the basis for the new
ONFLs when introduced into the District Plan at a later date.

In reviewing the submissions Council has mapped the location of key network utility
providers against the draft ONFL areas. These maps are contained in Appendix 6. These
maps show that few of the proposed areas are impacted by existing network utilities. On
that basis, and to give effect to the One Plan (particularly Policy 6-6), the provisions
proposed by PPC55 are considered to be appropriate.

Mr Hudson, in his evidence, states that “Based on both the existing and soon to be proposed
extent of ONFLs in the Manawatu District, it is considered that there is ample scope for new
or expanded network utilities to be located in a manner which does not require access
through the identified ONFLs. Where this is not possible, a non-complying activity status is
appropriate so that the values and characteristics can be protected.”

Mr Hudson concludes that the approach proposed is consistent with that taken by
Palmerston North City Council and appropriately responds to the One Plan direction. “A
benefit of the Non-Complying activity status is that it provides a clear intention as to the
protection of these important areas (ONFLs) and indicates to developers of network utilities
where new or expanded infrastructure is not anticipated.”
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As a result of submissions the Objectives and Policies have been amended to provide
additional guidance for plan users regarding the protection of ONFLs.

Federated Farmers have requested a new rule for land use activities within the National
Grid Yard. As stated in Appendix 1, the intent of the Rules in section 3A.4 are to manage
network utilities, not to enable all land use activities. Rules managing land use activities
form part of the zone chapters, and particularly the rural zone provisions in the context of
the Federated Farmers submission. On that basis the submission is not supported.

Spark and Chorus have requested that provisions in the District Plan are changed to reflect
the intended outcomes from the upcoming change to the National Environmental Standard
for Telecommunication Facilities (NESTF). At the time of preparing my evidence, the
proposed amendments have no statutory weight. The new NESTF is expected to be ratified
in early 2017. Council will at that time be able to assess the changes and identify where
any changes to the District Plan are necessary. This submission is not supported at this
time.

A number of submissions have sought a distinction between lineal and non-lineal network
utilities, particularly in relation to ONFLs.

Mr Hudson in his evidence addressed this issue and states that “both linear and non-linear
infrastructure have the ability to compromise the identified characteristics and values of a
landscape if they are out of scale with the receiving environment. The dominance of
infrastructural elements can occur as either a result of their size/length, or through the
clearance of natural areas that is required to accommodate their installation and ongoing
maintenance.”

Overall Mr Hudson considers that the potential adverse effects of linear infrastructure are
just as likely as non-linear. | agree with the comments by Mr Hudson and do not support
creating a distinction in the District Plan as requested by the submitters.

Chapter 3B Transport
There are considered to be no matters of dispute for this chapter.

Chapter 3C Noise

The New Zealand Transport Agency have requested that a setback be included in the
District Wide Rules to restrict development near the State Highway network. Mr Lloyd had
reviewed the request from the NZ Transport Agency prior to the notification of PPC55 and
agreed that controls were appropriate in the Rural Zone of the District. On that basis the
provisions were not included in the District Wide Rules and they will instead be considered
as part of the Rural Zone review.

As discussed in Appendix 1, a review of the extent of the State Highway where speeds are
70km/h or greater identified that there is only a small area of Feilding on Kimbolton Road
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and an area at Cheltenham where the zoning is not rural and would be captured by the
setback provisions that the NZ Transport Agency has requested. Discussions with NZ
Transport Agency have resulted in agreement that these provisions would appropriately sit
in the Rural Zone (see my comments below regarding a Memorandum of Understanding
(MoU). Mr Lloyd has considered a simplified version of the NZ Transport Agency rule for
inclusion in the Rural Zone review to be considered at that time.

At the time of preparing my evidence, Council and the NZ Transport Agency had agreed on
wording for a MoU to reflect the approach above, but it was not signed by both parties. | will
update the Hearing Panel with any developments at the hearing.

Federated Farmers have requested changes to the noise time periods to allow for longer
daytime limits. Mr Lloyd has considered the request for Council and does not support the
change. As outlined in Appendix 1, the noise limits are designed to protect against sleep
disturbance. Mr Lloyd considers that the time of 7am is a reasonable hour to protect the
rural community against the start-up of a noisy neighbouring activity. Changing the time
periods would form the permitted baseline for all activities in the Rural Zone, not just
farming. The submission is therefore not supported.

Spark and Chorus seek changes to the noise limits for the Residential and Village zones to
reflect the NESTF. Mr Lloyd has considered this submission and acknowledges that
telecommunication cabinets do not need to meet the District Plan noise limits because of
the NESTF, reflecting their importance. He notes that the Residential and Village noise
limits are deliberately strict to provide for a quiet and peaceful community with noisy
activities encouraged elsewhere. On that basis the request is not supported.

Horticulture NZ seek exemptions in the Noise chapter for helicopter use. As discussed in
Appendix 1, Mr Lloyd does not support the changes sought by the submitter. There are
existing New Zealand Standards that address helicopter use. An exemption would apply to
intermittent use and regular use. He considers the difference is between the occasional use
of the paddock purely for agricultural use and the establishment of a rural airstrip for regular
use by aircraft and helicopters. The latter activity could have a significant impact on
residential neighbours and the noise needs to be controlled through the NZ standards.

Chapter 3D Earthworks

Ms Docherty has submitted concern over oil and gas exploration and the need to dispose
of great quantities of contaminated waste. As discussed in Appendix 1, management and
control of oil and gas exploration is currently addressed by the catch-all rule in Section A2
2.1 as a Non-Complying Activity. This is because there is no other provision in the District
Plan for this activity. | understand that this activity will be considered as part of the Rural
Plan Change.
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Federated Farmers seek that the Rural Zone be made exempt from the earthworks
provisions on the basis that earthwork activities are covered by the One Plan. However, the
One Plan does not address all effects arising from earthworks that are of concern in the
Manawatu District. The effects that Horizons is responsible for managing are different from
those effects the Council manages.

Earthwork volumes will be assessed for the Rural Zone as part of the Rural Zone plan
change. It is anticipated that any restrictions for earthworks in the Rural Zone will be
introduced into the District Plan through that Plan Change. It is not the intention that the
Rural Zone is exempt from the provisions of the earthworks sub-chapter of the District Wide
Rules chapter.

Transpower have opposed the Restricted Discretionary Activity rule for earthworks in the
National Grid Yard and request that this is made a Non-Complying Activity. As outlined in
Appendix 1, earthworks near the National Grid Yard are currently provided for in the District
Plan as a Restricted Discretionary Activity under Rule B1 1.4. The proposed rules retain
this classification, with more specific guidance for plan users. Requiring a Non-Complying
Activity consent is considered to be unnecessarily onerous for landowners. The restricted
discretionary activity status still allows Council to decline consent if the works would
compromise the safe, efficient and effective operation of the National Grid.

Chapter 3E Signs

Heritage NZ Pouhere Taonga seek a new rule for any signage attached to a heritage item
to be a Restricted Discretionary Activity. The proposed sign rules only permit relatively small
signs that relate to the activity on the site. The restrictions on signs is designed to avoid the
proliferation of signage in the District.

The submitter seeks reference to the relevant heritage items, including ‘within the site of the
item’, in Appendix 1E and 1F of the existing District Plan. Reference to ‘within the site of
the item’ is vague and does not provide certainty for plan users. The contents of Appendix
1E relate to a few commercial buildings in the smaller townships in the District, houses, rural
buildings, churches, objects and memorials, and marae buildings. Appendix 1F relates to
waahi tapu sites. Requiring a Restricted Discretionary Activity consent for signs in these
areas is considered to be onerous for the landowner. Commercial buildings within the town
centre of Feilding, where most signage is anticipated is already covered by the Business
Zone. No change is therefore recommended in response to this submission.

Chapter 3F Temporary Activities

Transpower seek that temporary activities in the National Grid Yard be a Non-Complying
Activity. The proposed provisions already provide for these activities as a Discretionary
Activity which allows for all potential effects to be considered. The increase in activity status
to Non-Complying is considered unnecessary.
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Spark and Chorus seek changes to the rules that exclude temporary network utility
structures from the provisions requiring those structure to be readily movable, meet yard
setback requirements, removed from site within 6 months of the commencement of the
activity and not occupy to the site for more than 6 months in any 12 months.

As stated in Appendix 1, the rules are to reflect activities that are temporary in scale and
duration. The requested additions to the rule do not reflect what are considered to temporary
activities. Sporting and recreational events that need a temporary structure to boost cell
phone coverage are already provided for by the rule. In the event a new permanent site is
required, the proposed rules allow for a temporary activity or structure for 6 months. This is
considered sufficient time to enable development of a permanent site. If the equipment is
on a site for a longer duration, then the effects of the temporary equipment should be
assessed through a resource consent process.

Chapter 3G Relocated Buildings

House Movers Section of NZ Heavy Haulage Association, Britton Housemovers Ltd, and
Central House Movers (collectively House Movers) seek that relocated buildings are
provided for as a permitted activity.

The House Movers submission seek that all provisions for relocated buildings are deleted
from the chapter, or identified as permitted, subject to time limits for reinstatement works
that are identified within a building pre-inspection report submitted to Council. This request
has been considered against the intent of Council to maintain or improve amenity outcomes
in the District.

Comparisons are often made between new builds and relocated buildings. The key issue
with relocated buildings is where they are not placed on permanent foundations, or
reinstatement works taking long periods of time. Some buildings are run down and in poor
condition which can affect visual amenity of the surrounding area. On that basis Council
seeks to manage relocated buildings differently from new builds with respect to the District
Plan.

Since 2002, the Council has granted 81 consents for relocated buildings, with over half in
the rural zones. There is a strong trend towards more relocated buildings within the District
in the last 4 years (a total of 63 consents from 2013). Having reviewed the complaints
information, of the 16 complaints Council has received, 14 have been in the residential or
village areas.

However, as discussed in Appendix 1, there is considered to be greater tolerance of
relocated buildings in the Rural Zone, given that neighbours are generally more dispersed.
The Rural Zone also makes up 96% of the District. There also should be recognition of the
growing industry involving buildings and dwellings being purpose built for relocation.

There is a philosophical issue in my mind as to the workability of a permitted activity
condition that relies on actions being undertaken up to 12 months into the future. It has
always been my understanding that a plan user must be able to confirm on any specific day
that they can meet all permitted activities without any doubt. This is not quite the same for
relocated buildings as reinstatement works can take up to 12 months. However, as | discuss
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14.7

14.8

14.9

14.10

14.11

below, the proposed certification process that certain works will be (and are capable of
being) undertaken within a specified time provides greater certainty.

| have turned my mind to whether requiring the building pre-inspection report is similar to
an engineer who completes earthwork calculations to determine whether that activity meets
the limits in the District Plan. While slightly different, in that the District Plan rules for
relocated buildings do not have specified limits, there is in my view a similarity. In this
instance, the building pre-inspection report provides the evidence that Council can have
certainty that the reinstatement works identified within the pre-inspection report (which is
only able to be prepared by specified persons) will be completed within a 12 month
timeframe. In the event that the reinstatement works do not occur then the Council can
undertake enforcement action and a resource consent would be required as the permitted
activity standard is no longer met.

Having reviewed the various submissions on relocated buildings, and considering all of the
matters above, a different approach has been considered to that originally notified in
PPC55. The new approach would involve:

a. Permitting purpose built dwellings for relocation and smaller relocated buildings (under
40m?) in the Outer Business, Industrial, Residential and Village Zones.

b. Permitting all relocated buildings within the rural zone.

c. Requiring a controlled activity consent for dwellings not meeting permitted rules or
relocated buildings over 40m? in the Outer Business, Industrial, Residential and Village
Zones.

d. Requiring a restricted discretionary activity consent for all other buildings, and buildings
not previously used as a dwelling.

e. Requiring a discretionary activity consent for any relocated building not otherwise
provided for and for those within the Flood Channel Zone.

This approach does mean that there is greater reliance placed on Council on enforcement
action due to assessing whether the relocated building owner has done what they said they
would do during the period in which the activity is deemed to be permitted; rather than
assessing a consent at the beginning of the activity (which is currently the case). | recognise
that for the Manawatu District Council, the compliance team is small and the changes to the
permitted activity could have resourcing implications.

The recommended approach recognises the information Council has regarding where
relocated buildings are occurring, the complaints that Council have received, and the
growing trend for purpose built homes being relocated in the District.

The submitters suggest a building pre-inspection report is submitted to Council for all
relocated buildings. There are considered to be a lot of sections within their proposed report
that relate specifically to Building Act requirements, such as to be ‘safe and sanitary’. In the
context of Chapter 3G the report required is for the purpose of the RMA, so on that basis
changes are recommended to ensure the report required covers only those matters that
relate to the RMA. For instance, removing aspects relating to the building being safe and
sanitary, and including requirements to define the surrounding environment, which helps to
address the key amenity value issue that can arise from this activity. This change removes
any blurring of the lines between the two relevant pieces of legislation (i.e. the RMA and the
Building Act), and any potential confusion for Council planners and the public.
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14.12 Overall, having considered various issues raised by submitters, the evidence Council has

15.

15.1

16.

16.1

16.2

16.3

16.4

16.5

before it as to the growing demand for relocates, amenity related concerns (particularly in
residential and village areas), and the implications for assessing, monitoring and enforcing
compliance of relocated buildings within the Manawatu District, | recommend in Appendix
1, a new approach to relocated building provisions.

Whole Plan submissions

There are considered to be no matters of dispute relating to the Whole Plan submissions
that have not already been discussed above.

Statutory Considerations

Under Section 32AA of the Act any proposed changes are required to be subject to further
evaluation. As a result of considering the various submission points, | have identified a
number of recommended changes throughout my assessment of submissions in Appendix
1. Rather than repeat the reasons and evaluation for each of the changes in this section, |
have included my additional assessment under each of the provisions in the table. This
approach is considered appropriate to reflect the scale and significance of the changes
relating to the decisions requested by the submissions.

The majority of changes are recommended to improve the certainty and clarity of the
provisions for plan users. Unless otherwise stated, the original assessment in the section
32 report still applies and no changes are considered necessary, including the Statutory
Evaluation section.

3A Network Utilities

Changes are recommended to Policies 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 and 1.4. All are considered to be minor
clarifications to better reflect the intent of the policies. The changes still enable network
utilities in the District, and in a manner similar to what is currently provided for under the
operative District Plan. The recommended changes do not change the intent of the
provisions, nor the contents of the original section 32 report for these provisions. The
changes to the policies are considered to achieve alignment with Objective 1 and the
planning outcomes sought for the District.

Changes are recommended to Objective 2. The intention of Objective 2 was to recognise
the importance of the operation of utilities to the economic and social wellbeing of the
District. Through submissions the need to recognise the other aspects of network utilities,
e.g. their maintenance, replacement and upgrading was noted and supported. The
recommended addition to planned development of new network utilities recognises the
environment can include those network utility operations that have been approved through
designation or resource consent but not yet built. The addition of these matters provide
plan users with greater clarity and certainty when considering activities under the District
Plan. The recommended changes are considered to be an efficient and effective addition
to the Objective as notified, and will achieve the purpose of the Act.

Policies 2.2 and 2.3 included recommended changes to recognise the same additions made
to the objective. It is considered that these additions do not materially change the original
intent of the provisions as notified. They provide further clarity for plan users that these
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16.6

16.7

16.8

16.9

16.10

ongoing aspects of the operation of network utilities are important to ensure their continued
functioning. The changes continue to be consistent with achieving the outcomes sought by
Objective 2.

Policy 2.4 is a new recommended policy to specifically recognise the importance of the
National Grid. While the provisions are in part covered by proposed policies 2.1, 2.2 and
2.3, the addition of the recommended policy would provide clarity for plan users, recognising
the reliance New Zealanders place on the ongoing operation of the National Grid. The
purpose of the recommended policy is to ensure that existing infrastructure can operate in
an efficient and effective manner, recognising the need to manage some land use activities
nearby. The recommend policy is considered to be consistent with achieving the outcomes
sought by Objective 2 and giving effect to the provisions of the One Plan.

A number of submissions raised concerns over the drafting of Objective 3. The Objective
as notified did not provide sufficient guidance when assessing consent applications as it
largely repeated the permitted activity performance standard. In reviewing the submissions,
consideration was given to the overall intent of the Objective which is to protect the values
of those significant heritage and landscape areas in the District. These areas are identified
in Appendix 1 of the operative District Plan (as stated in the associated policies). The
recommended changes to Objective 3 provide greater clarity for plan users and decision
makers. The original intent of Objective 3 outlined in the section 32 report has been retained.
The recommended changes are considered to be an appropriate response to submissions,
while still giving effect to the requirements of Part 2 of the Act.

Policies 3.1 and 3.2 have also been amended as a result of submissions. These changes
assist plan users to understand those areas which are of most concern from the effects of
the development of network utilities. While the contents of Appendix 1 of the operative
District Plan have largely yet to be reviewed, the recommended changes ensure the areas
are provided with an appropriate level of protection. Reference to scheduled sites in the
District Plan also provides greater clarity for plan users.

In Policy 3.2 reference to ‘practicable alternative location’ has been recommended. This
recognises that in some circumstances it is not possible to completely avoid a heritage site.
For instance, electricity lines that traverse the Rangitikei River ONFL. This addition does
not reduce the level of protection afforded to heritage and landscape sites, but does seek
to recognise some functional needs of network utility operators. The reasons outlined in the
section 32 report continue to apply. The changes are considered to retain the efficient and
effective approach notified to achieve the outcomes sought by the Objective.

Minor changes are recommended to the list of permitted activities in clauses a, ¢, g and p.
These changes are consistent with the recommended changes made in the objectives and
policies. The changes do not materially change the rule as notified. There was an
inconsistency with how radiocommunication and telecommunication facilities were
permitted. The same approach, as afforded to other network utilities, has been
recommended. This provides clarity to those specific utility providers, and ultimately all plan
users. The addition of a new activity relating to the trimming and removal of vegetation is
critical to the ongoing operation of most network utilities and this provides additional clarity
for plan users. This also recognises the Electricity (Hazards from Trees) Regulations 2003.
These changes are all considered to be consistent with, and gives effect to, the Objectives.
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16.11

16.12

16.13

16.14

16.15

16.16

16.17

Additional matters have been recommended to the guidance notes for the permitted activity
rule. These changes are to guide and add clarity for plan users.

Height changes have been recommended in clauses a and f, to recognise that there is often
a need for higher towers in the Rural Zone which is an area where there is often a greater
tolerance, than when compared to residential areas. An increase in height in the Rural Zone
enables greater coverage for some network utilities which could mean a reduction in the
need for multiple masts, for example. The increase in height also recognises that the District
comprises 96% rurally zoned land. These changes are considered to be consistent with and
give effect to Objectives 1, 2 and 3.

Changes are also recommended to the dish antenna provisions. The introduction of a face
area restriction enables different types of antenna to be used and reflects advances in
technology. These changes are not considered to alter the original section 32 assessment
and gives effect to the Objectives and Policies in this chapter.

Changes are recommended to clause |, to provide greater clarity for plan users. As outlined
in Appendix 1 of this report, the condition has been worded more clearly to avoid any doubt
for plan users that activities within a scheduled area are not permitted. These changes are
considered to be appropriate to ensure the protection of the scheduled areas, and ultimately
give effect to the One Plan, and ensure consistency with the Act.

As a result of submissions regarding vibration, changes are recommended to provide clarity
to plan users. As outlined in Appendix 1, New Zealand does not have a Standard for
Vibration. Industry best practice is to recognise the guide developed by the NZ Transport
Agency. The inclusion of this reference into the District Plan provides certainty to the plan
users, and does not impact on the original section 32 assessment.

Minor changes are also recommended to Rule 3A.4.3 to provide greater certainty and clarity
for plan users. The changes do not change the intent of the rule as notified, nor change the
assessment in the section 32 report. Reference in the rule stem to the Council restricting
its discretion to matters only where they are relevant to the standard that is not met is
appropriate. The rule stem as notified enabled a broad consideration of matters beyond just
those standards that are not being met. This was not the intention. The recommended
changes provide greater certainty and ensure the District Plan provisions are efficient and
effective at addressing those issues the plan seeks to manage. Consequential changes to
the rule stem in the other parts of Chapter 3 are also recommended.

3B Transport

There was widespread support for the provisions in the Transport chapter. The original
assessment in the section 32 report still applies and no changes are considered necessary.

3C Noise

A new policy is recommended for this chapter. As outlined in Appendix 1, there are
provisions in Rule 3C.4.2.d where the noise from rural production activities, except for
intensive farming are not controlled by the provisions of the Plan. The new recommended
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16.18

16.19

16.20

16.21

16.22

16.23

16.24

policy provides a framework for this. The rationale for the policies in this section of the
Chapter are considered to be relevant and appropriate as outlined in the section 32 report.
The new policy is considered to be consistent with the outcomes sought by the Objective
which is to ensure noise is appropriate to the character and amenity anticipated in each
zone.

3D Earthworks

Changes are recommended to Objective 1 and its associated policies to ensure consistency
with other changes made in Chapter 3A. The changes provide greater clarity for plan users.
Policy 1.4 as notified in PPC55 is recommended to be deleted as the changes to Policy 1.2
provide for the same outcome. This removes any confusion or potential duplication from
the District Plan.

There was confusion in the notified provisions for the Objectives and policies in this chapter
as both Objectives 1 and 2 covered matters associated with visual amenity. Policy 2.1 has
been moved to under Objective 1 (new Policy 1.4). This ensures visual amenity is provided
solely by Objective 1 and its associated policies. This is considered to be a minor change
and does not alter the intent of the original section 32 report for these matters.

As outlined in Appendix 1, changes are recommended to remove duplication and confusion
for plan users. The changes do not alter the overall intent of the provisions. On that basis
the assessment contained in the section 32 report remains relevant and appropriate.

Minor changes are recommended to Policy 3.1 to provide greater certainty for plan users,
and to recognise the importance of the National Grid. These changes are not considered to
alter the original assessment in the section 32 report. On that basis the assessment
contained in the section 32 report remains relevant and appropriate.

Minor changes are recommended to the permitted activity rule and associated guidance
notes. These changes are all designed to provide plan users with greater clarity and
guidance. For the avoidance of doubt a guidance note is recommended that recognises
resource consent could be required from the Regional Council relating to the discharge of
contaminants, which is a matter beyond the scope of the District Plan.

A small change has been added to clause b in Rule 3D.4.2 to recognise that sedimentation
measures must be maintained during construction works and only removed once soil has
been stabilised. This small change provides clarity for plan users and does not change the
intent of the provision, nor the assessment in the original section 32 report. The changes
are consistent with achieving the outcomes sought by the Objective.

Minor changes are recommended to the guidance notes for Rule 3D.4.2 to provide
additional certainty for plan users as well as ensuring consistency with other changes
recommended in this report.
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16.25

16.26

16.27

16.28

16.29

16.30

16.31

3E Signs

No changes are recommended to the Obijectives, Policies or Rules to the Signs chapter.
On that basis the assessment contained in the section 32 report remains relevant and
appropriate.

3F Temporary Activities

A new guidance note has been recommended to highlight industry best practice for
managing vibration in New Zealand. As outlined in Appendix 1, New Zealand does not have
a Standard for Vibration. Industry best practice is to recognise the guide developed by the
NZ Transport Agency. The inclusion of this reference into the District Plan provides
certainty to the plan users. The addition of this guidance note does not alter the overall
assessment contained in the section 32, which remains relevant and appropriate.

3G Relocated Buildings

The relocated building provisions have seen the greatest recommended changes. A minor
change is proposed to the objectives and policies to replace ‘remedial’ with ‘reinstated’ or
‘reinstatement’. This ensures consistency with the wording of the recommended building
pre-inspection report. It is not considered that this minor change alters the original section
32 assessment. On that basis the contents of the section 32 report remains relevant and
appropriate.

With regards to the rules, and based on the information discussed earlier, a revised rule
structure is recommended. Refer to the discussion in section 14 of my evidence above and
Appendix 1.

New rules for Permitted Activities (Rule 3G.4.1) and Standards for Permitted Activities (Rule
3G.4.2) would enable small relocates and buildings purpose built for relocation in most
zones and all relocated buildings in the Rural Zone. Providing for these activities as a
permitted activity is considered to be a pragmatic approach to address the issue of relocated
buildings in the Manawatu District; recognising that the zone provisions will still apply and
will address bulk, scale and location effects within the Rural Zone.

Over half of all consents Council has received in the last 14 years have been in the Rural
Zone which comprises 96% of the District. The new permitted activity rule is considered to
be an efficient and effective approach when considering the evidence Council has regarding
issues with relocated buildings in the various areas of the District. The permitted activity
rule requires compliance with a number of conditions which seek to manage any potential
effects of the relocated building on amenity of the surrounding area. Relocated buildings
must still comply with the specific zone provisions, such as bulk, location and setback rules;
and must be buildings which have previously been used as a dwelling. The recommended
performance standards also seek to ensure that the amenity outcomes sought by the
District Plan are achieved through reinstatement to a standard recommended by a licenced
building practitioner within 12 months.

The inclusion of the building pre-inspection report is new. The intent of this report is that
the owner of the relocated building must provide a declaration to Council that the
reinstatement measures identified within the report will be done within 12 months. This
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16.32

16.33

16.34

16.35

16.36

16.37

16.38

17.

171

provides Council with some assurance that the relocated building will not sit on the site in a
state of disrepair, thereby negatively impacting on the amenity values of the area. Should
the specified works not be completed as identified, then Council has the enforcement action
available to it and resource consent is required. The contents of the building pre-inspection
report (which was provided with the House Movers submission) has been amended to
remove any confusion and duplication with the provisions of the Building Act requirements.
The Building Act seeks to ensure that buildings are safe and sanitary, and do not put at risk
people’s health and wellbeing. This can be compared with the amenity effects of relocation
which are linked to the reinstatement period, and the quality of the exterior finish. Building
consent will still be required in accordance with standard practice.

Overall the new permitted rule is considered to be consistent with and seeks to achieve the
outcomes sought by Objective 1.

The revised Controlled Activity rule (Rule 3G.4.2) essentially covers relocated buildings in
the other zones of the District. The activity status recognises that consent will be granted,
but provides for the Council to retain limited control over the recognised amenity effects of
relocated buildings. The difference in requiring consent in the residential and village zones
reflects the complaints received by Council to date. Residential areas by their very nature
have people living closer together, with amenity able to be impacted by effects associated
with the time period for reinstatement works, and the quality of the exterior finish. The
controlled activity status gives Council the ability to impose conditions in relation to
timeframes, amongst others.

As with the permitted activity rule, reference is retained to requiring relocated buildings to
comply with the specific zone provisions, such as bulk, location and setback rules; and
requiring that buildings to be used as a dwelling where previously used as a dwelling. The
performance standards seek to ensure the amenity outcomes sought by the District Plan
are achieved. Reference to bounds has been removed due to administrative complexities.

Overall the recommended changes to the Controlled Activity rule are considered to be
consistent with and seeks to achieve the outcomes sought by Objective 1.

No changes are proposed to the Non-Notification of Controlled Activities rule (Rule 3G.4.4),
so the assessment contained in the section 32 remains relevant and appropriate.

Minor changes are recommended to the Restricted Discretionary and Discretionary Rules
to reflect the new permitted activity rule. However, in my view, the assessment contained in
the section 32 remains relevant and appropriate for these rules.

In considering these recommended provisions | have also considered the benefits and costs
of these changes. The minor changes to the objective and policies does not alter the
assessment in the section 32 report. The changes to the rules, and introducing a permitted
activity rule for all relocated buildings in the Rural Zone will reduce compliance costs for
plan users. There is likely to be an increase in the compliance costs for Council to confirmed
that the reinstatement works are completed, and undertake enforcement if required.

Conclusion and Recommendations

Overall, the integrated package of objectives, policies and rules, including the proposed
amendments, for the reasons discussed earlier in this report are the most appropriate option
to achieve the objectives of PPC55. The plan change is considered to be consistent with
the wider resource management approach of the Sectional District Plan Review process
and the most appropriate way in which to achieve the purpose of the Act.
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17.2 In my assessment of PPC55, having regard to the submissions received, and drawing on
the technical analysis of experts in noise and visual landscape, | am satisfied that the Plan
Change is the most appropriate means of sustainably managing the physical and natural
resources of the Manawatu District.

17.3 The principal reasons for my conclusion are:

a. The changes proposed, including those recommended in this report, continue to provide
guidance for the activities that occur District wide;

b. The PPC55 has been developed following a variety of consultation meetings, including
discussions with some submitters to clarify the intent of submissions;

c. The form of control for development and use of physical and natural resources provides
an effective and efficient management framework for managing potential adverse
effects;

d. The evidence of Mr Lloyd on the importance of appropriate noise levels to avoid sleep
interference and overall noise management; and

e. The evidence of Mr Hudson on the importance of protecting Outstanding Natural
Features and Landscapes in relation to network utilities.

17.4 It is recommended that:

e Proposed Plan Change 55 be approved as notified and amended as outlined in
Appendix 1; and

e The relief sought by the submitters be accepted or rejected for the reasons outlined in
this report.

Andrea Harris
Consultant Planner

For Manawatu District Council

18 November 2016

Appendices

Appendix 1 — Recommendations on submissions

Appendix 2 — District Wide Rules chapter — PCN1 Plan Change Recommended version
Appendix 3 — Definitions chapter - PCN1 Plan Change Recommended version

Appendix 4 — Noise Evidence

Appendix 5 — Landscape Evidence

Appendix 6 — Draft Outstanding Natural Features and Landscapes maps showing network utility
provider assets in relation to the draft ONFL areas
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Officer Recommendations on Submissions — Plan Change 55

Earthworks

$1/001

activities that involve
earthmoving are excluded but
activities such as tilling or
cultivation, harvesting and
maintaining crops, post holes,
drilling bores, offal pits,
forming farm tracks, burial of
dead stock and installation of
water pipes and troughs
should also be provided for in
the exclusion.

follows:

Earthworks means the removal, deposit or
relocation of soil that results in alteration
between the existing and finished ground
level. This includes but is not limited to, soil
movement associated with subdivision and
site works as defined in the Building Act
2004.

For the purposes of this Plan, earthworks
excludes the following:

e  work associated with the forming,
upgradeing or maintenance of
farm tracks

e fences and fence lines, including their
post holes

e  harvesting and maintaining of crops

exclusions. For instance, cultivation is excluded but the harvesting
and soil preparation is not. A number of submissions have
requested that post holes be included in the list of exclusions. While
the reference to fence lines was intended to cover post holes as well,
including them in the list provides greater clarity for plan users.

Bore drilling and offal pits are regulated by Horizons Regional
Council.

The installation of services is a term that could be widely
interpreted and is not supported to be included in the exclusion list
in the definition.

No: | Provision Submission point Support/oppose | Reasons Decision requested Officer Comment Officer Recommendation
The Whole Plan
1 The whole plan | New Zealand Support in part | Due to the temporary and If temporary military training activities are No changes are proposed to the provisions of temporary military Recommend that submission S8/015 by NZ Defence Force is
Defence Force - specialised nature of to be subject to specific chapters or rules, training activities in the District Plan through this Plan Change. The | rejected.
S§8/015 temporary military training such as for earthworks or permanent plan change expressly states that it is not addressing the
activities, NZDF considers that | structures, NZDF requests that this is clearly | requirements of temporary military training activities. Existing Rule
it is generally appropriate that | noted in the relevant parts of the District 2.2 which covers temporary military training activities was not
they be exempt from the rules | Plan. proposed to be amended by the plan changes, was not addressed as
in other chapters of the part of the section 32 assessment and was clearly deferred for
District Plan such as review as part of the Rural Zone Plan Change (and other zone
transportation. reviews as they occur). Itis therefore considered that this
submission is outside the extent of PPC55 and should be directed to
the plan change which will consider temporary military training
activities.
A discussion has taken place with representatives of the New
Zealand Defence Force to explain this approach, and confirm that
Council’s approach is that the zone reviews were the appropriate
location to determine the provisions and appropriateness of
temporary military training activities in recognition of the various
receiving environments.
As the proposed plan change was clear in its notified form that these
activities were to be assessed as part of the Rural Zone plan change
and therefore no change is proposed to the existing provisions in
the Plan for temporary military training activities. Any other
approach may raise issues of fairness and due process when
considering the risk that some people may be denied opportunity to
be heard on this matter.
2 The whole plan | Progressive Neither support | The proposed signage rules Discussions with Council officers with The proposed signs chapter has specifically sought to retain the low | Recommend that submission S13/001 by Progressive is
Enterprises Limited | nor oppose do not currently recognise the | regard to signage requirements for occurrence and number of signs in the District. In the event a new rejected.
-S§13/001 typical signage requirements supermarkets. Amendment of section 3E to supermarket is proposed in the District, then a resource consent for
of a 21st century Countdown acknowledge the signage requirements of additional signage would be required, in the same manner as
supermarket. Signage is supermarkets. Progressive would accept currently exists under the operative District Plan.
usually up to 55m? of wall restricted discretionary activity status for
signage and at least one 9m supermarket signage.
high by 3.3m wide free
standing pylon (monolith)
sign with a face area of
29.7m2.
Chapter 2 Definitions
3 2. Definitions - | Federated Farmers - | Not stated Agree that normal production | Amend the definition of earthworks as It is appropriate to include some additional items in the list of Recommend that submission S1/001 by Federated Farmers is

accepted in part, and FS1/003 by Forest and Bird is rejected,
and FS4/011 by Horizons is rejected, and FS5/006 by Heritage
NZ is rejected, and FS7/001 by Transpower is rejected, and
FS12/002 by the Oil Companies is accepted in part, and
FS13/029 by Powerco is accepted in part, with the definition
amended as follows:

Earthworks means the removal, deposit or relocation of soil
that results in alteration between the existing and finished
ground level. This includes but is not limited to, soil movement
associated with subdivision and site works as defined in the
Building Act 2004.

For the purposes of this Plan, earthworks excludes the
following:

e work associated with the forming, upgrade or maintenance
of farm tracks

e fences and fence lines, including their post holes, unless
within the National Grid Yard
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Earthworks

Zealand Pouhere
Taonga - S3/006

activity where earth is
removed, deposited, or
relocated not considered

means the removal, deposit or relocation of
soil thatresultsinalteration-betweento-the

intended to be covered by the definition such as gardening and
farming. Itis important that the definitions are clear and provide
certainty to plan users. The reference to alteration of ground level

No: | Provision Submission point Support/oppose | Reasons Decision requested Officer Comment Officer Recommendation
e  drilling bores e trenching and backfilling ancillary to the installation of
e  offal pits and burial of dead stock network utilities and services
e the minor upgrading, replacement, or maintenance of
° iqstallation of services sucb as water network utilities
pipes and troughs and drainage for P . . o
- e  cultivation, including harvesting and maintaining of crops
overflow or pipes
. . . e  aggregate extraction, unless within the National Grid Yard.
e trenching and backfilling ancillary to
the installation of network utilities
and services
e the minor upgrading or maintenance
of network utilities
e tilling and cultivation
e  aggregate extraction.
neludes : L
€ dri buildi Lt oad
areasrecksdeainaeeweorke apd dams
APARC PR Kartheorles pear rondsare
subjectto-the boeal Coverpment fe 1074
referPage76:
Further Submission by Forest and Bird
(FS1/003) opposing this submission.
Further Submission by Horizons (F§4/011)
neither supporting nor opposing this
submission.
Further Submission by Heritage NZ
(FS5/006) opposing in part this submission.
Further Submission by Transpower
(FS7/001) opposing this submission.
Further Submission by the Oil Companies
(FS$12/002) supporting in part this
submission.
Further Submission by Powerco (FS§13/029)
supporting in part this submission.
3 2. Definitions - | KiwiRail Holdings Support Support that earthworks Retain as notified. Support is noted. Changes are recommended as a result of another Recommend that submission S2/023 by KiwiRail is accepted in
Earthworks Limited (KiwiRail) - associated with the upgrading submission. part and the definition amended as follows:

§2/023 an_d_ r_nalntenance of network Earthworks means the removal, deposit or relocation of soil
Utll_ltl_e_s are exempt from the that results in alteration between the existing and finished
definition of earthworks and ground level. This includes but is not limited to, soil movement
thergt_)y the rules proposed associated with subdivision and site works as defined in the
spe(flflc.ally on earthworks. Building Act 2004.

KiwiRail note that the
definition of Network Utilities For the purposes of this Plan, earthworks excludes the
includes rail. following:
e work associated with the forming, upgrade or maintenance
of farm tracks
e fences and fence lines, including their post holes, unless
within the National Grid Yard
e trenching and backfilling ancillary to the installation of
network utilities and services
e the minor upgrading, replacement, or maintenance of
network utilities
e cultivation, including harvesting and maintaining of crops
e  aggregate extraction, unless within the National Grid Yard.
3 2. Definitions - | Heritage New Oppose Definition would make an Amend the definition as follows: Requested change would capture many activities that are not

Recommend that submission S3/006 by Heritage NZ is rejected
and FS9/001 by Federated Farmers is accepted and FS10/001
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No: | Provision Submission point Support/oppose | Reasons Decision requested Officer Comment Officer Recommendation
earthworks where the existingand-finished-groundlevel. This is to avoid minor earthworks from being captured unnecessarily. by Horticulture NZ accepted, and FS12/001 by the Oil
finished ground level is the includes but is not limited to, soil movement | The definition is consistent with provisions elsewhere, such as the Companies is accepted.
same as the existing ground associated with subdivision and site works neighbouring Rangitikei District Plan and the Palmerston North City
level. Potentially makes many | as defined in the Building Act 2004. District Plan. The provisions relating to archaeological discovery
alcti\{ifFies Eha;c could szf:luste . Further Submission by Federated Farmers still ap[;l}:j. On that basis the request of the submitter is not
significant adverse ellects no FS§9/001) opposing this submission. supported.
considered earthworks. E.g. (F$5/001) opposing
digging a trench where Further Submission by Horticulture NZ
ground level is the same in the (FS$10/001) opposing this submission.
end could have adverse effect | Further Submission by the il Companies
through uncovering human (FS12/001) opposing this submission.
remains.
3 2. Definitions - | Transpower New Supportin part | Is generally supportive of the | Amend the definition as follows: It is understood that Transpower and Federated Farmers have Recommend that submission S11/001 by Transpower is
Earthworks Zealand Limited - defililiti}(:n of e.?lrthworks but Means the removal, deposit or relocation of discussed the content of this submission. accepted ir:)part, F'S9{002 by Ifede.rateddFar(rin(;rs (iis ;ej'eqed, ]
$11/001 see S; ree mimor N soil that results in alteration between the With regards to farm tracks, Rule 3D.4.1 permits the repair, sealing | '>10/003 by Horticulture NZ is .re]ecte and the definition o
amen rpents tq ensure that existing and finished ground level. This or resealing of a farm track in the National Grid Yard. Therefore earthworks amended as follows:
t}ée Nat1o;1a1 Grid is df includes but is not limited to, soil movement | excluding the National Grid Corridor in the definition does not Earthworks means the removal, deposit or relocation of soil
ahleguate y pr(?t?c.te rom associated with subdivision and site works unnecessarily restrict the maintenance and repair of farm tracks. that results in alteration between the existing and finished
third party activities. as defined in the Building Act 2004. On that basis reference to the National Grid Yard is considered ground level. This includes but is not limited to, soil movement
For the purposes of this Plan, earthworks unnecessary. associated with subdivision and site works as defined in the
excludes the following: Regarding fences and fence lines, Rule 3D.4.1 permits vertical holes Building Act 2004.
. . for farm fence subject to specific sizes. This enables the activity of For the purposes of this Plan, earthworks excludes the
e work associated with the upgrade or : . . :
. post holes that Federated Farmers is seeking. On advice from following:
maintenance of farm tracks unless . .
ithin the National Grid Corridor Transpower the request in the submission should refer to an e work associated with the forming. uperade or maintenance
w1 exclusion in the National Grid Yard, not the National Grid Corridor. forming, upg
e fences and fence lines unless within Based on the other provisions already provided for in Chapter 3 of farm tracks
the National Grid Corridor reference to the National Grid Yard is supported. e fences and fence lines, including their post holes, unless
e trenching and backfilling ancillary to Similarly Transpower is only seeking aggregate extraction to be within the National Grid Yard
the installation of network utilities restricted in the definition to the National Grid Yard. This again is e trenching and backfilling ancillary to the installation of
and services supported. network utilities and services
e the minor upgrading or maintenance ¢ the minor ) 1-1;-)grading, replacement, or maintenance of
of network utilities network utilities
o e cultivation, including harvesting and maintaining of crops
e  cultivation . o . .
e  aggregate extraction, unless within the National Grid Yard.
e  aggregate extraction unless within the
National Grid Corridor.
Further Submission by Federated Farmers
(FS9/002) opposing this submission.
Further Submission by Horticulture NZ
(FS10/003) opposing in part this submission.
3 2. Definitions - | Powerco-S16/001 Supportin part | Considers that post holes Amend the definition of earthworks to It is appropriate to include some additional items in the list of Recommend that submission S16/001 by Powerco is accepted

Earthworks

should be specifically
excluded in addition to fences
and fence lines (as opposed to
being specifically associated
with them). Post holes are
required for a variety of
activities, such as erection of
clotheslines and support
structures for power lines.
Maintenance works often
involve repair and
replacement of assets and
earthworks may be required.
Replacement and repair are
all standard maintenance type
activities that focus on
retaining the integrity of the
infrastructure. While repair is
commonly viewed as a
maintenance activity, it needs

exclude post holes and replacement works
as follows:

Earthworks means the removal, deposit or
relocation of soil that results in alteration
between the existing and finished ground
level. This includes but is not limited to, soil
movement associated with subdivision and
site works as defined in the Building Act
2004. For the purposes of this Plan,
earthworks excludes the following:

e work associated with the upgrading
or maintenance of farm tracks

e fences and fence lines

e postholes

e trenching and backfilling ancillary to
the installation of network utilities
and services

exclusions. For instance, cultivation is excluded but harvesting and
soil preparation (which is considered part of cultivation) is not. A
number of submissions have requested that post holes be included
in the list of exclusions. While the reference to fence lines was
intended to cover post holes as well, including them in the list
provides greater clarity for plan users. The rules relating to
earthworks control post holes within the National Grid Yard.

Replacement of network utilities is an important part of the
maintenance of infrastructure and should be included in the
definition of earthworks. To avoid any confusion for plan users the
term ‘replacement’ is also recommended to be defined in the Plan.

and FS7/002 by Transpower is rejected and the definition of

earthworks is amended and a new definition for replacement is

added to Chapter 2 as follows:

Earthworks means the removal, deposit or relocation of soil
that results in alteration between the existing and finished

ground level. This includes but is not limited to, soil movement

associated with subdivision and site works as defined in the
Building Act 2004.

For the purposes of this Plan, earthworks excludes the

following:

work associated with the forming, upgrade or maintenance

of farm tracks

fences and fence lines, including their post holes, unless

within the National Grid Yard

trenching and backfilling ancillary to the installation of

network utilities and services
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No: | Provision Submission point Support/oppose | Reasons Decision requested Officer Comment Officer Recommendation
to be clear that replacement is e  the minor upgrading, replacement, or e the minor upgrading, replacement, or maintenance of
also a maintenance activity, maintenance of network utilities network utilities
and thl_s s_h_ould be reflected in e cultivation e cultivation, including harvesting and maintaining of crops
the definition. . ey . .
. e  aggregate extraction, unless within the National Grid Yard.
e  aggregate extraction.
Further Submission by Transpower
(F$7/002) opposing this submission. Replacement for the purposes of network utilities, means the
repair or putting back in place the components of the network
utility infrastructure so that it remains the same or similar in
character, intensity and scale as what was originally in that
location.
3 2. Definitions - | First Gas (formerly Support The exclusion of trenching Retain the definition of earthworks Support for the definition is noted. Changes are proposed as a Recommend that submission S20/001 by First Gas is accepted
Earthworks Vector Gas) Ltd - and backfilling ancillary to the result of other submissions, but do not change the overall intent of in part, noting the changes proposed to the definition as a result
S20/001 installation of network the definition. of submissions S1/001 and S16/001.
utilities and services and the
minor upgrading or
maintenance of network
utilities is considered
appropriate to the extent that
it provides an enabling
framework for essential
services and network utilities.
3 2. Definitions - | Z Energy Ltd, BP Oil | Supportin part | Supportinsofar as itis Amend the definition of earthworks as It is unclear what the reference to ‘underground infrastructure’ Recommend that submission S21/001 by the Oil Companies is

Earthworks

NZ Ltd, Mobil Oil NZ
Ltd - S21/001

intended to relate to works
that will change the ground
level. However specifically
seek to permit (or exclude)
the maintenance and
replacement of network
utilities, underground
infrastructure and/or
services, including tanks and
associated pipework because
it needs to be clear that
installation does not relate
only to new equipment. It is
appropriate to include a
reference to underground
infrastructure as that is not
necessarily covered by the
definition of network utilities
and services, but is similar in
nature, character and effect.

follows:

Means the removal, deposit or relocation of
soil that results in alteration between the
existing and finished ground level. This
includes but is not limited to, soil movement
associated with subdivision and site works
as defined in the Building Act 2004. For the
purposes of this Plan, earthworks excludes
the following:

e work associated with the upgrade or
maintenance of farm tracks

e fences and fence lines

e trenching and backfilling ancillary to
the repair, maintenance, upgrade or
installation of network utilities,
underground infrastructure and/or
services

e the upgrade or maintenance of the
roading network

e  cultivation

e  aggregate extractions.

Further Submission by Heritage NZ
(FS5/029) opposing this submission.

Further Submission by Transpower
(FS7/003) opposing this submission.

relates to if it is not part of the network utility in the first place. The
changes sought by the submitter are considered to be already
covered by the definitions of earthworks which excludes the minor
upgrading or maintenance of network utilities.

rejected and FS5/029 by Heritage NZ is accepted and FS7/003
by Transpower is accepted.
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Earthworks

Limited - S18/002

expanded to exclude all
earthworks required for
maintenance and upgrading of
network utilities. Earthworks
associated with maintenance
and upgrading of
telecommunications are
generally minimal compared
with roading, yet that is
excluded.

For the purposes of this Plan, earthworks
excludes the following:

. i 1 backélli a

the works necessary for the
installation, upgrading or
maintenance of network utilities and
services.

Further Submission by Heritage NZ
(FS5/001) opposing this submission.

exclusion and is not supported. The intention of this provision was
to cover installation. Earthworks associated with minor upgrading
and maintenance are already excluded in the definition in the next
bullet point to the definition. Additional changes have been made to
the definition which are considered to address the submitters
concerns.

No: | Provision Submission point Support/oppose | Reasons Decision requested Officer Comment Officer Recommendation
3 2. Definitions - | Horticulture New Support Horticulture NZ supports the Amend the definition of earthworks by The harvesting of crops is appropriate to include in the definition. Recommend that submission S23/019 by Horticulture NZ is
Earthworks Zealand - S23/019 definition of earthworks with | adding to the list of exclusions: Cultivation Other submissions have also requested similar changes and have accepted and FS9/003 by Federated Farmers is accepted in part
the list of exclusions, and harvesting of crops. been recommended for inclusion. and the definition amended as follows:
including cultivat.ion. Further Submission by Federated Farmers Earthworks means the removal, deposit or relocation of soil
Howeve.r harvesting Sho?'ld (FS$9/003) supporting in part this submission. that results in alteration between the existing and finished
also.be Tncluded. along with ground level. This includes but is not limited to, soil movement
cult1vat1on. For instance associated with subdivision and site works as defined in the
harvestlpg Qf root vegetellble Building Act 2004.
crops will disturb the soil.
Given that the cultivation for For the purposes of this Plan, earthworks excludes the
the crop is not classed as an following:
earthwork the harvesting of e  work associated with the forming, upgrade or maintenance
the crop should also be
included in the exclusions. of farm tracks
e fences and fence lines, including their post holes, unless
within the National Grid Yard
e trenching and backfilling ancillary to the installation of
network utilities and services
e the minor upgrading, replacement, or maintenance of
network utilities
e  cultivation, including harvesting and maintaining of crops
e  aggregate extraction, unless within the National Grid Yard.
3 2. Definitions - | Spark-S17/001 Not stated Definition should be Amend the definition as follows: The change requested by the submitter changes the intent of the Recommend that submission S17/001 by Spark is accepted in
Earthworks expanded to excl.ude all For the purposes of this Plan, earthworks exclusiop and is I:lOt supported. The intfantion (.)fthis. provision was part and FS5/020 by Heritage NZ is rejected and the definition
earthworks required for excludes the following: to cover installation. Earthworks associated with minor upgrading | amended as follows:
maintenanc.e. a.lnd upgrading of and main.tenance are zlalllje.ady excllllc.ied in the definition in the next Earthworks means the removal, deposit or relocation of soil
netwc.)rk ut111.t1es. Ezjlrthworks ® bullet po¥n.t to the.: definition. .Addltlonal changes have bgen made to that results in alteration between the existing and finished
associated \{Vlth maintenance The WOF_kS necessary for the the definition which are considered to address the submitters ground level. This includes but is not limited to, soil movement
and upgradlrllg O,f 1nsFallatlon&nggg I concerns. associated with subdivision and site works as defined in the
telecommur?lc.atlons are maintenance of network utilities and Building Act 2004.
generally minimal compared services. _
with roading, yet that is Further Submission by Heritage NZ For the .purposes of this Plan, earthworks excludes the
excluded. (FS5/020) opposing this submission. following:
e work associated with the forming, upgrade or maintenance
of farm tracks
e fences and fence lines, including their post holes, unless
within the National Grid Yard
e trenching and backfilling ancillary to the installation of
network utilities and services
e the minor upgrading, replacement, or maintenance of
network utilities
e  cultivation, including harvesting and maintaining of crops
e  aggregate extraction, unless within the National Grid Yard.
3 2. Definitions - | Chorus New Zealand | Not stated Definition should be Amend the definition as follows: The change requested by the submitter changes the intent of the Recommend that submission S17/001 by Chorus is accepted in

part and FS5/001 by Heritage NZ is rejected and the definition
amended as follows:

Earthworks means the removal, deposit or relocation of soil
that results in alteration between the existing and finished
ground level. This includes but is not limited to, soil movement
associated with subdivision and site works as defined in the
Building Act 2004.

For the purposes of this Plan, earthworks excludes the
following:

e  work associated with the forming, upgrade or maintenance
of farm tracks

e fences and fence lines, including their post holes, unless
within the National Grid Yard
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No: | Provision Submission point Support/oppose | Reasons Decision requested Officer Comment Officer Recommendation
e trenching and backfilling ancillary to the installation of
network utilities and services
e the minor upgrading, replacement, or maintenance of
network utilities
e cultivation, including harvesting and maintaining of crops
e  aggregate extraction, unless within the National Grid Yard.
4 2. Definitions - | Spark-S17/002 Support Support exclusions in Retain the definition of height as notified. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S17/002 by Spark is accepted.
Height particular antennas and
lightning rods.
4 2. Definitions - | Chorus New Zealand | Support Support exclusions in Retain the definition of height as notified. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S18/003 by Chorus is accepted.
Height Limited - S18/003 particular antennas and
lightning rods.
5 2. Definitions - | KiwiRail Holdings Support Support the recognition in the | Retain as notified. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S2/024 by KiwiRail is accepted.
Infrastructure Limited (KiwiRail) - definition for infrastructure of
of Regional S2/024 regional and national
and National importance and the
Importance consistency with the One Plan
proposed through the
definition.
5 2. Definitions - | New Zealand Support Current definition refers to Retain definition of Infrastructure of Support is noted. Recommend that submission S8/004 by NZ Defence Force is
Infrastructure Defence Force - Policy 3-1 of the One Plan. Regional and National Importance. accepted.
of Regional S8/004 NZDF facilities are included
and National within the definition of
Importance Infrastructure of regional and
national importance.
5 2. Definitions - | Transpower New Support Supports the proposed Support. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S11/002 by Transpower is
Infrastructure | Zealand Limited - definition. accepted.
of Regional S$11/002
and National
Importance
5 2. Definitions - | Spark-S17/003 Supportin part | Support but amendment is Amend the definition of Infrastructure of Support is noted. The definition is consistent with the approach Recommend that submission S17/003 by Spark is accepted in

Infrastructure
of Regional
and National
Importance

needed as the One Plan may
be subject to a separate plan
change which could adversely
influence the definition in the
District Plan.

Regional and National Importance as
follows:

in relation to network utilities, hasthe
. .
. 5 . . . .
g. f .
Resi ) Lc 1 Onepl &
includes the following physical resources:

e facilities for the generation of more
than 1 MW of electricity and its
supporting infrastructure where the
electricity generated is supplied to the

electricity distribution and
transmission networks

e  the National Grid and electricity
distribution and transmission
networks defined as the system of
transmission lines, subtransmission
and distribution feeders (6.6kV and
above) and all associated substations
and other works to convey electricity

e pipelines and gas facilities used for
the transmission and distribution of
natural and manufactured gas

taken in the District Plan for other definitions where reference is
made to the One Plan or legislation. Itis considered unnecessary to
duplicate the provisions of the One Plan. When the One Plan is
reviewed/amended in the future an assessment will be made to
ensure the District Plan continues to give effect to it, with any
changes made at that time.

part.
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e  the road and rail networks as mapped
in the Regional Land Transport
Strategy
e  the RNZAF airport at Ohakea
e telecommunications and
radiocommunication facilities
e  public or community sewage
treatment plants and associated
reticulation and disposal systems
e public water system intakes
treatment plants and distribution
systems
e  public or community drainage
systems, including stormwater
systems.
5 2. Definitions - | First Gas (formerly Support The gas transmission network | Retain the definition of Infrastructure of Support is noted. Recommend that submission S20/002 by First Gas is accepted.
Infrastructure | Vector Gas) Ltd - (specifically 'pipelines’ and Regional and National Importance.
of Regional $20/002 'gas facilities') is
and National infrastructure of regional and
Importance national importance, as
recognised in Policy 3-1 of the
RPS. It is appropriate that the
District Plan recognise this
and include appropriate
provisions to have regard to
the benefits derived from
such infrastructure (i.e. give
effect to the RPS).
5 2. Definitions - | Chorus New Zealand | Supportin part | Support but amendment is Amend the definition of Infrastructure of Support is noted. The definition is consistent with the approach Recommend that submission S18/004 by Chorus is accepted in

Infrastructure
of Regional
and National
Importance

Limited - S18/004

needed as the One Plan may
be subject to a separate plan
change which could adversely
influence the definition in the
District Plan.

Regional and National Importance as
follows:

in relation to network utilities, has-the
. .
. 5 . . . .
g. f .
Rei ) Lc 1 Onepl &
includes the following physical resources:

e facilities for the generation of more
than 1 MW of electricity and its

supporting infrastructure where the
electricity generated is supplied to the

electricity distribution and
transmission networks

e  the National Grid and electricity
distribution and transmission
networks defined as the system of
transmission lines, subtransmission
and distribution feeders (6.6kV and
above) and all associated substations
and other works to convey electricity

e pipelines and gas facilities used for
the transmission and distribution of
natural and manufactured gas

e  the road and rail networks as mapped

in the Regional Land Transport
Strategy

e  the RNZAF airport at Ohakea

taken in the District Plan for other definitions where reference is
made to the One Plan or legislation. Itis considered unnecessary to
duplicate the provisions of the One Plan. When the One Plan is
reviewed/amended in the future an assessment will be made to
ensure the District Plan continues to give effect to it, with any
changes made at that time.

part.
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e telecommunications and
radiocommunication facilities

e public or community sewage
treatment plants and associated
reticulation and disposal systems

e public water system intakes
treatment plants and distribution
systems

e public or community drainage
systems, including stormwater
systems.

6 2. Definitions - | New Zealand Oppose Current definition restricts Delete the proposed definition and replace The current definition specifically relates to the provisions Recommend that submission S8/001 by NZ Defence Force is
Military Defence Force - temporary military training with a new definition for Temporary introduced to the Manfeild Park Zone through Plan Change 35 rejected and FS3/001 by NZ Defence Force is rejected.
Exercises S§8/001 activities to the Manfeild Park | Military Training Activities. Suggested which sought to enable the military training activities that already

Zone only and does not allow | wording is as follows: occur in that Zone. This provision was not the subject of this plan

for ;he. discharge of h Temporary Military Training Activity means change.

EXplOSIVES, gl;lns or Otf er a temporary military activity undertaken for | As highlighted earlier in response to other submissions, no changes

wealpo.ns or t el useo defence purposes. The term defence are proposed to the provisions of temporary military training

explosive simulators. purposes is as defined in the Defence Act activities in the District Plan through this Plan Change. As outlined
1990. in the Section 32 report, the provisions relating to temporary
Further Submission by NZ Defence Force military training activities have been specified excluded from this
(FS3/001) supporting in part this submission. plan change and are to be reviewed as pgrt of the Rural Zone Plan

Change (and other zones as they are reviewed).

7 2. Definitions - | Spark-S17/004 Not stated As part of minor upgrading Amend the definition as follows: The definition of upgrading is intended to enable maintenance Recommend that submission S17/004 by Spark is accepted and
Minor support structures associated | ¢ L.]ocation and replacement of support activities to ensure infrastructure can be effective and efficient. the definition is amended as follows:

Upgrading V;l_th l}llnesl need re?.la!clmg and structures, such as poles supporting ’Ijhere 15a net?d to rellocate a.nd replace support structures over L. relocation and replacement of support structures, such
this s ou d .be €xp ICI_t v electricity and telecommunication lines | "1Me: A 3m distance is considered to be small and appropriate. as poles supporting electricity and telecommunication
recognised in the definition. up to 3m from the original location. lines up to 3m from the original location.

7 2. Definitions - | First Gas (formerly Support Supports the definition to the | Retain the definition of minor upgrading Support is noted. Minor changes are proposed to the definition as Recommend that submission S20/003 by First Gas is accepted.
Minor Vector Gas) Ltd - extent that it applies to notified by other submissions. These do not change the intent of the
Upgrading S20/003 existing network utilities definition which the submitter supports.

where the effects of that
utility remain the same or
similar in character, intensity
and scale.
7 2. Definitions - | Powerco - S16/002 Not stated The definition as it applies to Amend the definition to include more Inclusion of electrical or telecommunication fittings adds clarity to Recommend that submission S16/002 by Powerco is accepted

Minor
Upgrading

electricity or
telecommunication lines
should be amended to provide
further clarity on the scope of
activities that can be
undertaken as minor
upgrading. The definition
states 'examples of upgrading
may include' and therefore it
is not 'limited to'. For clarity
Powerco seek to include
additional examples into the
definition, e.g. tower or pole
replacement and increase in
tower or pole height.

Tower and pole replacement
does not happen regularly and
likely to be required for
foundation reasons. If
Powerco has to modify the
alignment of any line, it is
required to obtain easements
in accordance with the

specific examples of works that do not have
an adverse effect on the environment as
follows:

In relation to network utilities means
increasing the carrying capacity or efficiency
of an existing utility while the effects of that
utility remain the same of similar in
character, intensity and scale. Minor
upgrading shall not include an increase in
the voltage of an electricity line unless the
line was originally constructed to operate at
the higher voltage but has been operating at
areduced voltage. Examples of minor
upgrading may include: ...

(g) Adding electrical or telecommunication
fittings

(h) Replacement of cross arms with cross
arms of an alternative design

(i) Support structure replacement within
the existing alignment of the line or
within 5m of the existing support
structures being replaced.

what is anticipated to occur under this activity and definition in the
District.

The replacement of support structures is also supported, however
the 3m distance requested by other submitters is considered to be
appropriate.

Recognition of the NZECP safe distances from conductors is an
important consideration. Agree with the submitter request to add
an additional element to the definition of minor upgrading to reflect
the changes that could be required to ensure community safety.

With regards to the increase in height by 15% there is no
supporting evidence on why is this required, or why the provision
relating to the safe distances as required by the NZECP are not
sufficient.

in part and the definition is amended as follows:
g. adding electrical or telecommunication fittings. ...
i relocation and replacement of support structures, such as

poles supporting electricity and telecommunication lines
up to 3m from the original location.

L an increase in support structure height required to
achieve compliance with NZECP 34:2001.
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Electricity Act, which in turn (j)_An increase in support structure height
is likely to address potentially required to achieve compliance with
affected parties. NZECP 34:2001
The requirement to increase (k) An increase in support structure height
pole height to meet the by no more than 15% of the base height
requirements of NZECP of the support structure, and where the
34:2001 is often driven by base height is defined as height of the
building activities under or in structure at the date of public
close proximity to existing notification of the Plan.
infrastructure. May also be
required where the resulting
increase in sag cannot be
addressed on an ongoing
basis by resagging the line.

7 2. Definitions - | Horticulture New Not stated Horticulture NZ seeks to Retain definition of minor upgrading. Support is noted. Some changes have been recommended as a result | Recommend that submission S23/020 by Horticulture is
Minor . Zealand - S23/020 egsure tlhatf%rowgrbs are not Further Submission by Federated Farmers of other submissions. jclccepted in pa_rt. and}fS9/004 by Feder(z;te(:jdearn}llers is accepted
Upgrading adversely a ected by . (FS9,/004) supporting this submission. in par.t recognising changes recommended by other

increases in voltage of lines submissions.
that cross horticultural
properties.
7 2. Definitions - | Chorus New Zealand | Not stated As part of minor upgrading Amend the definition as follows: The definition of upgrading is intended to enable maintenance Recommend that submission S18/005 by Chorus is accepted
[l\;llnord. Limited - S18/005 su_p}};)?_rt struct(lilres lass_oc1ate(§i £ relocation and replacement of support %(}:lthItl.eS to endsure 1111frastrucgure clan be effective and efficient. and the definition is amended as follows:
pgrading Vi’llt }llnesldnﬁe re$ gclmg an structures, such as poles supporting nerelsa niﬁ tore .ocate ag re;) ac{; supp;)lrt s‘Cciructures over i. relocation and replacement of support structures, such
this s ould be exp ICI_U.' ) electricity and telecommunication lines | 1™Me: A 3m distance is considered to be small and appropriate. as poles supporting electricity and telecommunication
recognised in the definition. up to 3m from the original location. lines up to 3m from the original location.
7 2. Definitions - | Transpower New Supportin part | Is generally supportive of this | Amend definition as follows: The definition of upgrading is intended to enable maintenance Recommend that submission S11/003 by Transpower is

Minor
Upgrading

Zealand Limited -
S11/003

definition but seeks
amendments to ensure that
the National Grid is
appropriately enabled.

In relation to network utilities means
increasing the carrying capacity or efficiency
of an existing utility while the effects of that
utility remain the same or similar in
character, intensity and scale. Minor
upgrading shall not include an increase in
the voltage of an electricity line unless the
line was originally constructed to operate at
the higher voltage but has been operating at
areduced voltage. Examples of minor
upgrading may include:

a.

adding circuits and conductors to
electricity and telecommunication lines.

reconductoring lines with higher
capacity conductors.

resagging conductors.
bonding of conductors.

adding longer or more efficient
insulators.

adding earthwires to electricity lines,
which may contain telecommunication
lines, earthpeaks and lightning rods.

adding electrical fittings.

replacement of cross arms with cross
arms of an alternative design.

support structure replacement

including tower replacement within the

existing alignment of the National Grid
Corridor or pole replacement in

adjacent locations.
increase in support structure height

required to comply with NZECP34:2001

activities to ensure infrastructure can be effective and efficient.
There is a need to relocate and replace support structures over
time. A 3m distance is considered to be small and appropriate.

Recognition of the NZECP safe distances from conductors is an
important consideration. Agree with the submitter request to add
an additional element to the definition of minor upgrading to reflect
the changes that could be required to ensure community safety.

With regards to the increase in height by 15% there is no
supporting evidence on why is this required, or why the provision
relating to the safe distances as required by the NZECP are not
sufficient.

accepted in part and the definition is amended as follows:

i relocation and replacement of support structures, such
as poles supporting electricity and telecommunication
lines up to 3m from the original location.

L. an increase in support structure height required to
achieve compliance with NZECP 34:2001.
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by not more than 15% of the base
height of the support structure, and
where the base height is defined as the
height of the structure at the date of
public notification of the Plan.
8 2. Definitions - | Horticulture New Not stated There should be a definition Include a definition for National Grid: The District Plan already includes a definition for the National Grid Recommend that submission S23/022 by Horticulture is
National Grid Zealand - S23/022 for the NaFional Grid so it'is National Grid means the assets used or in the form requested by the submitter. The definition was added rejected and FS7/007 by Transpower is rejected.
clear the lines that are being owned by Transpower NZ Limited. through Plan Change 45.
referred to. The NPSET
defines the National Grid as Further Submission by Transpower
the assets used or owned by (FS7/007) supporting this submission.
Transpower NZ Ltd
8 2. Definitions - | Transpower New Support Supports the proposed Support. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S11/004 by Transpower is
Natignal Grid Zealand Limited - defin.idtionbof Natiqnal Gri.(:l Further Submission by First Gas (FS11/004) accepted and FS11/004 by First Gas is accepted.
Corridor S11/004 Corridor ecause it provides supporting this submission.
an appropriate buffer area
around National Grid Lines
that have been determined in
accordance with technical
considerations such as
conductor swing.
8 2. Definitions - | Horticulture New Not stated The c applies when Amend the definition of National Grid The term National Grid Corridor is already used in the operative Recommend that submission S23/023 by Horticulture NZ is
National Grid Zealand - S23/023 subdivision is undertaken so Corridor to 'National Grid Subdivision District Plan in relation to both subdivision and land use. On that rejected.
Corridor it is appropriate to call the Corridor'. basis it would be inappropriate to make the change in definition as
Corridor a 'subdivision requested, as this would cause confusion for plan users.
corridor’ so it is clear the
intent of the corridor.
8 2. Definitions - | Transpower New Not stated To properly reflect the range Transpower seeks that an alternative Support a clearer diagram to be inserted in the District Plan to Recommend that submission S11/005 by Transpower is
National Grid Zealand Limited - of National Grid assets that diagram is included within the definition of provide greater certainty and clarity for plan users. accepted and FS10/004 by Horticulture NZ is accepted and a
Yard S$11/005 are located within the National Grid Yard, to replace the diagram new diagram is included in the District Plan as follows:
Manawatu District and to included within the notified plan change.
enable proper interpretation New diagram provided in original
of the District Plan. submission.
Further Submission by Horticulture NZ
(FS10/004) supporting in part this
submission.
LEGEND Not to scale
— Centreline @ Single Pole [ Pi Pole . Tower
9 2. Definitions - | KiwiRail Holdings Support Support that rail is included at | Retain as notified. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S2/025 by KiwiRail is accepted.
Network Limited (KiwiRail) - point (j) of the proposed
Utility S2/025 definition.
9 2. Definitions - | New Zealand Oppose in part A network utility is defined as | Add 'defence facilities' to the list of network | Defence facilities are not included in the definition of a Network Recommend that submission S8/003 by NZ Defence Force is
Network Defence Force - an activity or operation of a utilities. Utility Operation under the Resource Management Act. However accepted in part and FS7/004 by Transpower is rejected and
Utility S8/003 network utility operator and the One Plan (in Policy 3-1) identifies infrastructure of national and | the definition amended as follows:

includes those facilities which
provide an essential service to
the public. Defence facilities
and activities are critical to
the health, safety and
wellbeing of people and
communities. This is
recognised in Policy 3.1 of the
One Plan. To give effect to this
plan, NZDF considers it
appropriate for 'defence

Further Submission by Transpower
(FS7/004) opposing this submission.

regional significance. The infrastructure in Policy 3-1 includes those
network utilities under the Act and other regionally important
facilities such as New Zealand Defence Force facilities and solid
waste facilities. To give effect to the One Plan, it is recommended to
extend the definition of network utilities to also include NZDF
facilities.

means an activity or operation of a network utility operator (as
defined under section 166 of the Resource Management Act) and
also includes those facilities which provide an essential service
to the public including:

telecommunications,

radiocommunications,

transformation, transmission or distribution of electricity
distribution or transmission oy pipeline of gas or petroleum,
water supply (including treatment),

sewerage reticulation,

sewage treatment and disposal,

@ oo a0 o
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Provision

Submission point

Support/oppose

Reasons

Decision requested

Officer Comment

Officer Recommendation

facilities' to be added as a
bullet point on this list.

drainage and stormwater control or irrigation systems,
roads,

railway,

fire stations

airports

navigational aids and

meteorological facilities

solid waste facilities, and

New Zealand Defence Force facilities.

TeBEBTRTTE

2. Definitions -
Network
Utility

Transpower New
Zealand Limited -
S$11/006

Support

Support definition as it
includes part 'c'
transformation, transmission
or distribution of electricity.
This captures the activities of
the National Grid.

Support.

Support is noted.

Recommend that submission S11/006 by Transpower is
accepted.

2. Definitions -
Network
Utility

Powerco - S16/003

Support

The definition is appropriate
insofar as it refers to
‘electricity and gas
transmission and
distribution'.

Retain the definition, without further
modification, insofar as it refers to
‘electricity and gas transmission and
distribution'.

Support is noted.

Recommend that submission S16/003 by Powerco is accepted.

2. Definitions -
Network
Utility

Z Energy Ltd, BP Oil
NZ Ltd, Mobil Oil NZ
Ltd - S21/002

Support in part

Supported insofar as it
includes distribution or
transmission of pipeline of gas
or petroleum.

Retain matter d distribution or transmission
[by] pipeline of gas or petroleum, in the
definition of network utility.

Support is noted.

Recommend that submission S21/002 by the Oil Companies is
accepted.

2. Definitions -
Network
Utility

First Gas (formerly
Vector Gas) Ltd -
S20/004

Support in part

Supports the definition as it
relates to gas transmission
activities, but seeks the
definition be amended to
clarify that incidental
equipment is also part of the
network utility operation. By
definition in the RPS and
District Plan (as proposed),
regionally and nationally
significant infrastructure are
utilities inclusive of 'pipelines’
and 'gas facilities'. They are
not solely restricted to
pipelines.

Inclusion of the term
incidental equipment in the
definition will provide clarity
on this matter and cover non-
pipeline elements of the gas
transmission network which
are integral to the functioning
of the network.

Amend the definition of Network Utility as

follows:

d) Distribution or transmission by pipeline
of gas or petroleum inclusive of
incidental equipment and facilities.

Further Submission by Powerco (FS§13/030)
opposing in part this submission.

The additional words are not included in the definition of network
utility operation under the RMA. However, the definition in the Act
is inclusive of the words requested by the submitter and are
therefore considered unnecessary.

Recommend that submission S20/004 by First Gas is rejected
and FS13/030 by Powerco is accepted.

10

2. Definitions -
Reverse
Sensitivity
(new) [PC52]

Horticulture New
Zealand - S23/024

Not stated

Horticulture NZ seeks that a
definition is added for reverse
sensitivity so it is clear what is
meant by the term.

Include a definition for reverse sensitivity as
follows:

Reverse sensitivity occurs when occupants
of a new development (for example, a
lifestyle block) complain about the effects of
an existing, lawfully established activity (for
example, noise or smell from industry or
farming). This can have the effect of
imposing economic burdens operational
limitations or other constraints on the
existing activity thereby reducing its

viability.

A definition for reverse sensitivity has been introduced through
PC52 Industrial Zone which was notified at the same time as PC55.
The proposed definition reads:

REVERSE SENSITIVITY means the potential for the operation of an
existing lawfully established activity to be constrained or curtailed by
the more recent establishment of other activities, which are sensitive
to the adverse environmental effects being generated by the pre-
existing activity.

It is understood that no submissions were made on this definition.
The approach taken in the District Plan is to avoid generalized
statements for reverse sensitivity, and instead include specific

provisions to manage and address any issues. For example to
require setback distances, or restrict the height of certain

Recommend that submission S23/024 by Horticulture NZ is
rejected and FS7/005 by Transpower, and FS9/006 by
Federated Farmers is rejected, and FS13/031 by Powerco is
accepted.

Page 11 of 102




No: | Provision Submission point Support/oppose | Reasons Decision requested Officer Comment Officer Recommendation
Further Submission by Transpower structures. The zone provisions within the District Plan address the
(FS7/005) supporting this submission. issues raised in this submission. For instance the setback distances
Further Submission by Federated Farmers between the industrial zone and residential zone.
(FS$9/006) supporting this submission.
Further Submission by Powerco (FS13/031)
opposing this submission.

11 2. Definitions - | Transpower New Oppose in part | Transpower supports the Amend the definition of Noise Sensitive It is understood that the inclusion of the definitions listed is Recommend that submission S11/007 by Transpower is
Sensitive Zealand Limited - inclusion of a definition for Activity as follows: consistent with the NPSET, however many of the changes are accepted in part and FS10/005 by Horticulture NZ and
Activities S11/007 'sensitive activities' and is not means any of the following: actually already part of the definitions in the District Plan. For FS12/003 by the Oil Companies is accepted and the definition

opposed to the principle of ) o i ) instance, the assisted living accommodation definition in the Plan amended as follows:
cross referencing this (a) assisted h"mg and retirement village includes retirement villages; and education facilities includes day
definition to the definition of accommodation care centres and kohanga reo. Family flats and sleepouts are not . N o .
'noise sensitive activities'. (b) community facilities terms currently used in the District Plan. While there are no Noise Sensitive Activity means any of the following:
HOYVE?V'eI', opposes the N (c) dwelling and other residential activities hosplta.ls in the Manawatu District, ther.e Coul.d bea hospltal wing (a) assisted living accommodation
definition of noise sensitive in a retirement complex. Therefore the inclusion of hospital would b ity faciliti
activities and requests (d) education facilities, including childcare be appropriate. (b) community facilities
amendments to ensure that and pre-school facilities (c) dwelling and other residential activities
the full range of sensitive (e) family flats (d) education facilities
activities (as defined in the o )
NPSET) are suitably distanced | {fl—sleepouts (e) visitor accommodation
from the National Grid (g) visitor accommodation (f) hospitals.
operation and activities. (h)_hospitals.
Further Submission by Horticulture NZ
(FS10/005) supporting in part this
submission.
Further Submission by the Oil Companies
(FS12/003) supporting this submission.

11 2. Definitions - | Horticulture New Not stated Horticulture NZ considers Include a definition of sensitive activities There is an existing definition in the District Plan for noise sensitive | Recommend that submission S23/021 by Horticulture NZ is
Sensitive Zealand - S23/021 that the purpose of the that is consistent with the NPSET. activities which covers the activities of concern to the submission. accepted in part and FS9/005 by Federated Farmers is
Activities def.in_it.ion.for sensitive Sensitive activities means those activities Asa resu.lt f)f anot.he.r.submission, minor additions have been made accep.teq, recognising the changes recommended under

aCtlYltleS m.re_spe.ct of the that are sensitive to the National Grid to the existing definition. submission S11/007.
g]atlonal.grfylz dlfft_erent tdo including schools, residential buildings, and

e sensitivity to noise an .

hospitals.

that the terms should be
separately defined. The term Further Submissionl by Fe'deratecli Fgrmers
sensitive activities is used and | (FS9/005) supporting this submission.
defined in the NPS Electricity
Transmission and the plan
should be consistent.

12 2. Definitions - | New Zealand Supportin part | Supports temporary military Delete temporary military training activities | As highlighted in response to an earlier submission, no changes are Recommend that submission S8/002 by NZ Defence Force is
Temporary Defence Force - training activities being from the definition of temporary activities. proposed to the provisions of temporary military training activities | rejected.

Activities S8/002 deleted from the definition of | Include a definition for temporary military in the District Plan through this Plan Change. As outlined in the
temporary activities. training activities as follows: Section 32 report, the provisions relating to temporary military
Terppgrary mili‘Fary training Temporary Military Training Activity means | training activities have been_specificall_y excluded from the plan
activities are unique and the 2 temporary military activity undertaken for cha_nge, were not addressed in the section 32 report, and are to be
effects are dlst.m.c?c from other defence purposes. The term defence reviewed as part of the Rural Zone Plan Change (and other zone
tempora.ry activities. Itis purposes is as defined in the Defence Act changes).
appropriate for them to have 1990
their own specific definition. :
Chapter 3 District Wide Rules
13 3.0 District New Zealand Oppose in part Request that temporary Provisions for temporary military training As highlighted in response to an earlier submission, no changes are Recommend that submission S8/012 by NZ Defence Force is

Wide Rules

Defence Force -
$8/012

military training activities are
provided for under Chapter 3
as it is inappropriate to
confine these to a particular
zone due to the varied nature
of the activities. Also, other
than weapons firing and the
use of explosives, the effects

activities need to be included under Chapter
3 - District Wide Rules. Temporary military
training activities added as an additional
bullet point under 3.1 Introduction. There
should then be a subsection added for
temporary military training activities,
including the noise provisions for them as
the permitted activity standard. Temporary

proposed to the provisions of temporary military training activities
in the District Plan through this Plan Change. As outlined in the
Section 32 report, the provisions relating to temporary military
training activities have been specifically excluded from the plan
change, were not addressed in the section 32 report, and are to be
reviewed as part of the Rural Zone Plan Change (and other zone
changes).

rejected and FS7 and FS7/009 by Transpower are accepted.
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No: | Provision Submission point Support/oppose | Reasons Decision requested Officer Comment Officer Recommendation
of these activities are very military training activities which do not
limited to negligible and not comply with the permitted activity
distinguishable from a broad standards should be provided for as
range of other day to day restricted discretionary activities. Discretion
activities. Provisions should should be restricted to the timing/duration
acknowledge the variety of of the activity and noise effects.
jact;m;es that a}l;e ur(lidertaken, Further Submission by Transpower (FS7/006,
Including search and rescue FS7/009) opposing this submission.
training, classroom based
learning, potable water
training and bomb detonation
in urban areas, as well as
munitions training and
orienteering. An example list
of activities undertaken in the
District is found in the
original submission.
14 3.0 District New Zealand Oppose Reverse sensitivity is a Include more comprehensive and robust A definition for reverse sensitivity has been introduced through Recommend that submission S8/014 by NZ Defence Force is
Wide Rules Defence Force - significant issue for NZDF as provisions to address reverse sensitivity by | PC52 Industrial Zone which was notified at the same time as PC55. rejected and FS7/008 by Transpower is rejected, FS9/008 by
S8/014 well as other infrastructure way of appropriate objectives, policies, rules | The proposed definition reads: Federated Farmers is rejected, FS10/006 by Horticulture NZ is
providers, industrial and land zoning including in the sections of | pryERSE SENSITIVITY means the potential for the operation of an rejected and FS12/004 by the Oil Companies is accepted.
opgr;_at_ors a;ld rl._lral.usef and the plan whlch}?ddresls subdivision, landkuse existing lawfully established activity to be constrained or curtailed by
actlzltles. T e_lestrflct Plan K me.llr_la_lgenllenlt,(‘; € r;rfe} zone ?nd networ the more recent establishment of other activities, which are sensitive
needs t_o provide a framewor ut 1t.1<?s.. nclude a de 1n1t10r} Or reverse to the adverse environmental effects being generated by the pre-
for avoiding reverse sensitivity. Suggested wording as follows: existing activity.
sensitivity effects as far as R e - )
everse sensitivity occurs when existing . e . L
i i It is understood that no submissions where made on this definition.
practlca.ble, and _O_theleISe activities are affected by newer uses
remedying or mitigating such establishing that may have sensitivity to The approach taken in the District Plan is to avoid generalized
effects. It is important that the | 4 suhsequently complain about, the statements for reverse sensitivity, and instead include specific
defence fac111.t1es. in the effects of the existing activity: and seek to provisions to manage and address any issues. For example to
Manawatu District are limit the ability of the existing activities to require setback distances, or restrict the height of certain
.adequatel.y protected fl‘f)m continue. Common examples are new structures. The zone provisions within the District Plan address the
incompatible land uses in the residential development establishing next to issues raised in this submission. For instance the setback distances
DlStI'.ltC.t .I;lanf;co ivo,[l.?l.reverse farming or industrial operations, which can | Petween the industrial zone and residential zone.
fggildl:sl t%li (;fai.ea ;Slr Base lead to new residents complaining about No changes to the provisions relating to Ohakea Air Base are
which is both a regionally and noise, odour or other nuisance effects from proposed through this Plan Change. It is understood that Council
. ares Y those established activities. has been in discussions with the NZ Defence Force regarding review
nationally significant defence L . .
facility Further Submission by Transpower of the provisions relating to the Ohakea Air Base.
(FS7/008) supporting in part this submission.
Further Submission by Federated Farmers
(FS9/008) supporting this submission.
Further Submission by Horticulture NZ
(FS10/006) supporting in part this
submission.
Further Submission by the Oil Companies
(FS12/004) opposing this submission.
15 1. Introduction | First Gas (formerly Support The introductory text, Retain the introductory text Support is noted. Recommend that submission S20/006 by First Gas is accepted

Vector Gas) Ltd -
$20/006

particularly in paragraphs one
and four, is considered
appropriate in that it
recognises the importance of
network utilities (including
regionally and nationally
significant infrastructure) to
the social, economic and
cultural well-being of people,
as well as the need to protect
those utilities from others'
activities.

in part.
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No: | Provision Submission point Support/oppose | Reasons Decision requested Officer Comment Officer Recommendation
16 1. Introduction | First Gas (formerly Oppose The introduction states that Provide for stand-alone network utilities The submission seeks that all relevant rules for utilities are moved Recommend that submission S20/005 by First Gas is rejected
Vector Gas) Ltd - the chapter should be read rules in the district wide chapter. to a standalone chapter within the District Plan. The intention of and FS13/004 by Powerco is rejected.
S20/005 along with the relevant zoning Further Submission by Powerco (FS13/004) PPC55 was for the relevant provisions in the zone rules to also
provisions and if the zone supporting this submission. apply. For example, compliance with the noise levels in each zone,
rules are more specific than restrictions of activities in the National Grid Yard in the Residential
the provisions contained in Zone and Flood Channel Zone and provisions in the Heritage
the district wide rules then Chapter. In the event that the zone rules were more restrictive, then
they shall apply. First Gas' those provisions were intended to apply.
Stro“g prefer.enc.e 1S tl}at the To enable a standalone network utilities chapter, additional matters
rules in the district-wide would need to be included into the provisions of Chapter 3A. This is
chapter be a stand-alone rule considered to be beyond the scope of the current plan change as
framework for network Lo
s notified.
utilities.
. Submission S3/007 proposed changes that provide additional
First Gas notes the 5th clarity that the zone rules do apply. The recommendation to accept
pa_r?‘_gral?h to the r_1etwork these changes should go some way to addressing the concerns
utilities %ntroductl.on that the raised in the submission.
chapter is to provide
clarification to network utility
operators for activities that
can be undertaken without a
resource consents. Presently
there is ambiguity because of
the applicability of other
chapters, making it difficult
for users to interpret the
provisions.
16 31 Heritage New Oppose in part The clause stating that if Amend reference in the introduction as The submitter correctly identifies that the zoning rule provisions Recommend that submission S3/007 by Heritage NZ is accepted
Introduction Zealand Pouhere zoning rules are more specific | follows: are also to be considered when reviewing this chapter. The and FS7/0010 by Transpower is accepted and FS11/001 by
Taonga - S3/007 than the provisions ip this This chapter should be read along with the intention of PPC55 was for the rel_evant p_rovisions.in the zone rules First Gas is accepted and the introduction amended as follows:
chapter thep the zoning rules relevant zoning provisions. If the zoning to also app_ly._For examplg,_cor_npllance V_Vlth the noise leyels in each This chapter is intended to be read in conjunction sheuld-be
shall apply is amblguou_s and rules are more speeifierestrictive than the Zone, resFrlctlons of activities in the National Grid Y_ard 1n_the read-aleng with the relevant zoning provisions. If the zoning
does not add.ress situations provisions contained in this chapter, then Re51_dentlal Zone and Flood Channel Zone and provisions in the rules are more restrictive speeifie than the provisions contained
where there 1s.a.n.equal they shall apply. Herlt.ag.e Chapter. In the eve_n.t that the zone rules were more in this chapter, then they the zone rules shall apply.
degree of specificity. A restrictive, then those provisions were intended to apply.
simpler approach is to state Further Submission by Transpower
that where there is conflict (FS7/0010) supporting in part this
between rules, the more submission.
restrictive rule applies. Further Submission by First Gas (FS11/001)
supporting this submission.
16 31 Transpower New Oppose Transpower opposes this This chapter should be read along with the The submission seeks that all relevant rules for utilities are moved Recommend that submission S11/008 by Transpower is
Introduction Zealand Limited - statement as it is unclear. Itis | relevant zoning provisions. If the zoning to a standalone chapter within the District Plan. The intention of accepted in part and FS3/002 by NZ Defence Force is accepted
S$11/008 not clear what is meant by rules are more specific than the provisions PPC55 was for the relevant provisions in the zone rules to also in part and FS11/002 by First Gas is accepted in part and
'more specific' and 'they shall | contained in this chapter, then they shall apply. For example, compliance with the noise levels in each zone, FS13/001 by Powerco is accepted in part and the introduction
apply'. It is assumed that apply. restrictions of activities in the National Grid Yard in the Residential amended as follows:
‘they’ refers to t_hg zoning Further Submission by NZ Defence Force Zone and Flood Channel Zone and provisions in the Herltggt_a This chapter is intended to be read in conjunction sheuld-be
Zilel?;:i}zolzlevfssltttllslirsuﬁ (FS$3/002) supporting this submission. f}?:slz:terrlolxr/li;?(fnivviref';}iliti];:;?j ;ulels were more restrictive, then read-aleng with the relevant zoning provisions. If the zoning
stziemént i‘i replaced with a Further Submission by First Gas (FS11/002) To en:)ble - tandalone network ut pp Y - Fules' are more restrictive speeifie than the provisions contained
supporting this submission. : wor ut111t1es. chapter, additional matt.er.s in this chapter, then they the zone rules shall apply.
staterpent that more clee}rly would need to be included into the provisions of Chapter 3A. This is
described the relationship Further Submission by Powerco (FS13/001) considered to be beyond the scope of the current plan change as
between the zone rules and supporting in part this submission. notified.
the District Wide rules.
Submission S3/007 proposed changes that provide additional
clarity that the zone rules do apply. The recommendation to accept
these changes should go some way to addressing the concerns
raised in the submission.
16 31 Powerco - S16/004 Not stated Intent of chapter is unclear Amend the Introduction to provide clarity to | The submission seeks that all relevant rules for utilities are moved Recommend that submission S16/004 by Powerco is rejected
Introduction insofar both the district wide the relationships between the Zone rules to a standalone chapter within the District Plan. The intention of and FS7/011 by Transpower is rejected and FS11/003 by First

and zone rule provisions
appear to apply and the
relationship between those
zone rules and district wide

and the District Wide rules, and to ensure
that the District Wide provisions only apply
to utilities as follows:

PPC55 was for the relevant provisions in the zone rules to also
apply. For example, compliance with the noise levels in each zone,
restrictions of activities in the National Grid Yard in the Residential
Zone and Flood Channel Zone and provisions in the Heritage

Gas is rejected and FS12/006 by the Oil Companies is rejected.
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No: | Provision Submission point Support/oppose | Reasons Decision requested Officer Comment Officer Recommendation
rules is not clear. Seek that the | This-chaptershould-beread-alongwith-the Chapter. In the event that the zone rules were more restrictive, then
existing statement be eetesonbnnine provinlones The conine those provisions were intended to apply.
replaced with one that Very Wme{peﬁﬁem{‘h%m To enable a standalone network utilities chapter, additional matters
cllearly states thaF the district | eontained-in-thischapter then theyshall would need to be included into the provisions of Chapter 3A. This is
wide rules prevail, and that apply considered to be beyond the scope of the current plan change as
E}}:Z Sg;’gl;’f::sltrseﬁzsgii‘iz of | The provisions in this chapter supersede the | notified.
utilities. zone provislons. 'I_‘he ZOne provisions Sh%ll Submission S3/007 proposed changes that provide additional
only apply if specifically stated within this clarity that the zone rules do apply. The recommendation to accept
chapter. these changes should go some way to addressing the concerns
Further Submission by Transpower raised in the submission.
(FS7/011) supporting in part this submission.
Further Submission by First Gas (FS11/003)
supporting this submission.
Further Submission by the Oil Companies
(FS$12/006) supporting this submission.
Chapter 3A Network Utilities
17 3A Network Manawatu- Not stated While Section 3A mentions That Section 3A Network Utilities be The One Plan in Policy 3.1 identifies infrastructure of national and Recommend that submission S5/041 by Horizons is accepted
Utilities Whanganui Regional infrastructure of regional and | amended to give effect to One Plan Policy 3- | regional significance which includes Ohakea Air Base, and facilities and FS3/003 by NZ Defence Force is accepted in part and the

Council (Horizons) - national importance, and 1 by recognising applicable infrastructure, and assets as being physical resources of regional or national definition of network utilities is amended as follows:

S5/041 inclu.dt_as gener.ally e.:nabling faci.lities and as.sets as physical resources of | importance, which includes New Zealand Defence Force facilities. means an activity or operation of a network utility operator (as
provisions which give effect to | regional or national importance. To give effect to the One Plan, it is recommended to extend the defined under section 166 of the Resource Management Act) and
the second aspect of Policy 3- Further Submission by NZ Defence Force definition of network utilities to also include NZDF facilities. also includes those facilities which provide an essential service
1 of the One Pkfm,' the (FS$3/003) supporting in part this submission. to the public including:
proposed provisions do not
appear to explicitly recognise a. telecommunications,
all the applicable b. radiocommunications,
infrastructure, facilities and c. transformation, transmission or distribution of electricity,
assets in the section. d. distribution or transmission oy pipeline of gas or petroleum,

e. water supply (including treatment),
f.  sewerage reticulation,
g. sewage treatment and disposal,
h. drainage and stormwater control or irrigation systems,
i. roads,
j.  railway,
k.  fire stations,
l.  airports,
m. navigational aids, and
n. meteorological facilities,
o. solid waste facilities, and
p. New Zealand Defence Force facilities.
18 3A.1 Manawatu- Neither support | While Section 3A mentions Amend the 4th paragraph in the Suggested changes to the 4th paragraph are supported as they Recommend that submission S5/046 by Horizons is accepted
Introduction Whanganui Regional | nor oppose infrastructure of regional and | introduction as follows: provide greater clarity for Plan users. and FS7/012 by Transpower is accepted and the 4th paragraph

Council (Horizons) -
S5/046

national importance, and
includes generally enabling
provisions which give effect to
the second aspect of Policy 3-
1 the provisions do not
appear to consistently
recognise all applicable
infrastructure, facilities and
assets within the section.

The Manawatu-Wanganui Regional Council's
One Plan also reeegnises provides for the
regional and national importance of a range
of infrastructure in the region. The Regional
Policy Statement section of the One Plan
(RPS) requires that councils recognise, and
have regard to the benefits that derive from,
regional and nationally important
infrastructure and utilities, and the
establishment, operation, maintenance and
upgrading of such infrastructure be
provided for in the District Plan. The RPS
also requires that the Council ensure that
adverse effects from other activities on
network utility infrastructure are avoided as
reasonably practicable.

Further Submission by Transpower
(FS7/012) supporting this submission.

of the introduction is amended as follows:

The Manawatu-Wanganui Regional Council's One Plan also
reeognises provides for the regional and national importance of
arange of infrastructure in the region. The Regional Policy
Statement section of the One Plan (RPS) requires that councils
recognise, and have regard to the benefits that derive from,
regional and nationally important infrastructure and utilities,
and the establishment, operation, maintenance and upgrading
of such infrastructure be provided for in the District Plan. The
RPS also requires that the Council ensure that adverse effects
from other activities on network utility infrastructure are
avoided as reasonably practicable.
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19 3A.1 Transpower New Support in part | Support the approach to the Add the following text to Clause 3A.1 There are instances where network utilities can have effects due to Recommend that submission S11/009 by Transpower is
Introduction Zealand Limited - introduction in principle but Introduction their locational, operational or technical requirements. There is accepted in part and FS9/0010 by Federated Farmers is
S$11/009 reqilest that addl_thnall ted Network utilities, including infrastructure of olften a geed to balance Fhe needs (;ftfl;e netwgrl}iuzhty gperatlli)n, lz;ccleptedzagd PljSlO/OO‘? by Hortlfjultu(;‘ehNZ_ is acdcept_ed gnd
ex]p() analtogy teﬁt isinclu i to regional and national importance, are an the nee .to ma;ige englrgnmentg}f }fCtS z;)n .t e Ene 1(tjs;;o_t el S 3/dO(zi yf l(l)werco is accepted and the introduction is
a(t:.llr:.;)w e git at lzietwor essential part of the District’s infrastructure. communéty aI.1 theyoln .t grt;le V\él;[h't e Su]dn;;tter that a' t1t10na amended as follows:
utilities can have adverse commentary in the plan to reflect this would be appropriate. s Sees . :
effects on the environment Communities rely on network utilities to qur}mumtles rely on network ut.llltleS to furllctlon. It 1s.therefore
. ’ f ion. It is theref itical th critical the development, operation, upgrading and maintenance
and that it may not always be unction. It is therefore critical the ) . .
- . development. operation rading and of these essential services are managed appropriately to ensure
possible to avoid, remedy or evelop » Op » Upg g . . X ;
> : fth al - the social, economic and cultural wellbeing of those in the
mitigate these effects. It has maintenance of these essential services are R - ) -
d iatel h ial District and beyond. Such infrastructure, services and facilities
been proposed here as a managed appropriately to ensure the social, S . L
‘ - d cultural wellbeine of those in can also create significant direct or indirect adverse
general statement applicable economic and cuftu g ; : : iy
he Distri - environmental effects, some of which may be quite specific to
to all types of network the District and beyond. Such infrastructure, — > - - -
ot . : . i the utility. Due to their locational, functional, technical and
utilities, but is derived from services and facilities can also create - - T
’ . S - . operational constraints, some utilities may generate adverse
the NPSET and is therefore significant direct or indirect adverse . - -
. : 1 eff fwhich effects that cannot be practically avoided, remedied or
directly relevant to the environmental effects, some of which may " .
. . . ; e a5 : mitigated. As such, these effects need to be balanced against the
National Grid, particularly be quite specific to the utility. Due to their - —— - dsd
" . 1 ; ; : essential nature of facilities and the benefits these utilities
where new National Grid ocational, functional, technical and 5 : 5 )
| - ional - iliti provide to the social, economic, health and safety and wellbeing
infrastructure is proposed. operational constraints, some utilities may f le and communities in the Man tu District and
generate adverse effects that cannot be g Deog £and Communities € Manawati IJIstheta
practically avoided, remedied or mitigated. beyond.
As such, these effects need to be balanced
against the essential nature of facilities and
the benefits these utilities provide to the
social, economic, health and safety and
wellbeing of people and communities in the
Manawatu District and beyond.
Further Submission by Federated Farmers
(FS9/0010) supporting in part this
submission.
Further Submission by Horticulture NZ
(FS10/009) supporting in part this
submission.
Further Submission by Powerco (FS§13/002)
supporting in part this submission.
20 3A.1 Federated Farmers - | Not stated There is little recognition that | That the introduction to 3A.1 is amended to In response to another submission additional explanatory text has Recommend that submission S1/002 by Federated Farmers is
Introduction S$1/002 the development, operation include the following paragraph: been recommended for the Introduction. Part of this explanation rejected and FS7/013 by Transpower is accepted and FS10/008
an.(li. r.namtenance of(rjletwork Utility Networks can create adverse effects 1fnc}11.1d.es refer(lence to the .fact.ft.hat 11(11f_rastruct.urde., serv1§es and is rejected and FS13/003 is accepted.
ug ities can crea.te a vers‘le on landholders trving to operate their ac1.1t1es can alsoffcreate signi 1fcar}11t. kirect o; in 1.rect a \{?rse .
eh ects on arr:iemtl})filna};curlah legitimate businesses on land legally held b er{\l/.lror}r}rierétaf.e. fects, ?omg of whic .maly de quite ?peadlc}io t] fe
C r:liracfter an pl;1 ic hea t 1 theé m. The District Plan seeks to mé anage u}':l ity. The eflﬁltlor;)o .env1?onmer.1; 1ncdu ef) people a(rllb t Ere ore
and sa e;y, nor tffat it can a}llso these adverse effects and ensure lannéin t] Ereq}lllest of the su m1tt;rdls considered to be covered by the
c;ﬁa.te a vers?le ZCES onthe provisions do not supplant Utility Network other changes recommended.
€ .1c1ent use(;) a.n or operator’s obligations towards landowners
primary pro uction PUIPOSES. | v ho host their infrastructure.
We consider that these issues
need to be given more Further Submission by Transpower
attention given how (FS7/013) opposing this submission.
significant the adverse effect Further Submission by Horticulture NZ
can be, and the responsibility | (FS10/008) supporting this submission.
Council has towards its .
s Further Submission by Powerco (FS§13/003)
communities. L . .
opposing in part this submission.
21 3A.1 Powerco - S16/005 Not stated It is appropriate to Amend clause 1 of section 3A.1 to There are instances where network utilities can have effects due to Recommend that submission S16/005 by Powerco is accepted
Introduction acknowledge that network acknowledge the potential adverse effects their locational, operational or technical requirements. There is in part and FS3/004 by NZ Defence Force is accepted and the

utilities can have adverse
effects on the environment,
that these effects cannot
always be avoided, remedied
or mitigated, and that this will
need to be weighed in the
decision making process
along with other relevant

network utilities could have on the
environment, as follows:

Network utilities, including infrastructure of
regional and national importance, are an
essential part of the District's infrastructure.
Communities rely on network utilities to
function. It is therefore critical the
development, operation, upgrading and

often a need to balance the needs of the network utility operation,
the need to manage environmental effects and the benefits to the
community and beyond. Agree with the submitter that additional
commentary in the plan to reflect this would be appropriate.

It is considered that the changes recommended under a similar
submission (S11/009) are more appropriate and cover the concerns
of this submitter.

introduction is amended as follows:

Communities rely on network utilities to function. It is therefore
critical the development, operation, upgrading and maintenance
of these essential services are managed appropriately to ensure
the social, economic and cultural wellbeing of those in the
District and beyond. Such infrastructure, services and facilities

can also create significant direct or indirect adverse
environmental effects, some of which may be quite specific to
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No: | Provision Submission point Support/oppose | Reasons Decision requested Officer Comment Officer Recommendation
matters such as the benefits of | maintenance of these essential services are the utility. Due to their locational, functional, technical and
infrastructure and managed appropriately to ensure the social operational constraints, some utilities may generate adverse
locational/operational economic and cultural wellbeing of those in effects that cannot be practically avoided, remedied or
constraints. the District. Where such infrastructure mitigated. As such, these effects need to be balanced against the
cannot practicably avoid, remedy or essential nature of facilities and the benefits these utilities
mitigate potential adverse environmental provide to the social, economic, health and safety and wellbeing
effects, their technical, locational and of people and communities in the Manawatu District and
operational constraints should be beyond.
recognised and balanced against their
benefits.
Further Submission by NZ Defence Force
(FS$3/004) supporting in part this submission.
Further Submission by First Gas (FS11/005)
supporting this submission.
22 3A.1 Spark - S17/005 Support in part | Support standalone network Add the following paragraph beneath Agree with submitter that given the inclusion of some references to | Recommend that submission S17/005 by Spark be accepted
Introduction section. Given specific Paragraph 3: national planning documents in the Introduction it would be and the following paragraph is inserted in the introduction after
reference to the national Telecommunication and appropriate to include the NES for Telecommunication Facilities. the existing 3rd paragraph as follows:
plann%n.g tools in r.ela.xtlon - radiocommunication facilities are in part These are also 1mPortant and relevant for the_DIStrlCt' Itis noFed Telecommunication and radiocommunication facilities are in
electricity transmission provided for under the Resource that the 2008 National Standard has been reviewed and a revised art managed under the Resource Management (National
(NPSET .?md NESETA), specific Management (National Environmental version is expected mn the near future. .It is acknowledged tl}at Environmental Standards for Telecommunication Facilities)
rclecogmtlon should also be Standards for Telecommunication Facilities) changes may be required once the rev1sefi stz.mdards come Into Regulations 2008 (NESTF). The NESTF provides a nationally
given to the NES .for . Regulations 2008 (NESTF). The NESTF force. A standalone network utl_htl_es section is not supported for the consistent planning framework for radiofrequency fields of all
Telecommum.catlons Facilities provides a nationally consistent planning reasons set out above for submission $20/005 and S3/007. telecommunication facilities, and for some telecommunication
_(NESTF) as thls.has an.egually framework for radiofrequency fields of all infrastructure that is located in the road reserve, such as
important role m pr'ov1d1ng telecommunication facilities, and for some cabinets and antennas.
for.tfel.eco.mmunlcatlons telecommunication infrastructure that is
facilities in the Manawatu. located in road reserve, such as cabinets and
antennas. [Note this statement will need to
be amended if the proposed amendments to
the NESTF are made operative prior to Plan
Change 55 being made operative].
22 3A.1 Chorus New Zealand | Supportin part | Support standalone network Add the following paragraph beneath Agree with submitter that given the inclusion of some references to Recommend that submission S18/006 by Chorus be accepted
Introduction Limited - S18/006 section. Given specific Paragraph 3: national planning documents in the Introduction it would be and the 3rd paragraph of the introduction is amended as
reference to the national Telecommunication and appropriate to include the NES for Telecommunication Facilities. follows:
plannmg tools in r.elz_itlon to radiocommunication facilities are in part These are also 1mportant and relevant for the_DIStnCt' Itis no_ted Telecommunication and radiocommunication facilities are in
electricity transmission rovided for under the Resource that the 2008 National Standard has been reviewed and a revised art managed under the Resource Management (National
(NPSET ?md NESETA), specific Management (National Environmental version is expected m the near future. . Itis acknowledged that Environmental Standards for Telecommunication Facilities)
rt.acogmtlon should also be Standards for Telecommunication Facilities) changes may be required once the rev1seq stz_indards come into Regulations 2008 (NESTF). The NESTF provides a nationally
given to the NES _for L Regulations 2008 (NESTF). The NESTF force. A standalone network ut1.11t1.e5 section is not supported for the consistent planning framework for radiofrequency fields of all
Telecommum_catlons Facilities provides a nationally consistent planning reasons set out above for submission $20/005 and $3/007. telecommunication facilities, and for some telecommunication
_(NESTF) as thls_has an_equally framework for radiofrequency fields of all infrastructure that is located in the road reserve, such as
important role n pr-0V1d1ng telecommunication facilities, and for some cabinets and antennas.
for.tfel_eco.mmunlcatlons telecommunication infrastructure that is
facilities in the Manawatu. located in road reserve, such as cabinets and
antennas. [Note this statement will need to
be amended if the proposed amendments to
the NESTF are made operative prior to Plan
Change 55 being made operative].
23 3A.2 Resource | First Gas (formerly Support Supports the resource Retain the Resource Management Issues for | Supportis noted. Other submissions request changes to the issues Recommend that submission S20/007 by First Gas is accepted.
Management Vector Gas) Ltd - management issues as network utilities. but do not change the reasons for the support.
Issues S20/007 proposed. The issues identify
the need to both enable and
protect network utilities,
inclusive of regionally and
national significant
infrastructure.
24 3A.2 Resource | Horticulture New Not stated There should be recognition Add an additional issue in 3A.2 There are instances where network utilities can have effects due to Recommend that submission S23/001 by Horticulture NZ is

Management
Issues

Zealand - S23/001

that network utilities often
traverse private land and can
have adverse effects on
landowners which should be

8. The location, operation, maintenance
and upgrading of network utilities can

create adverse effects on landowners

their locational, operational or technical requirements. However
this often needs to be balanced with the need to manage
environmental effects and impacts on surrounding uses. Reference
to landowners is narrow. A more appropriate reference would be

accepted in part and FS7/015 by Transpower is accepted and
FS9/007 by Federated Farmers is accepted and FS11/006 by
First Gas is rejected and a new issue is included as follows:
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taken into account when Further Submission by Transpower adverse effects on the environment which is defined to include 8. The location, operation, maintenance and upgrading of
providing for network utilities | (FS7/015) supporting in part this people. network utilities can create adverse effects on the
submission. environment.
Further Submission by Federated Farmers
(FS$9/007) supporting this submission.
Further Submission by First Gas (FS11/006)
opposing this submission.
25 3A.2 Resource | Federated Farmers- | Not stated There is little recognition that | Add a new issue as follows: There are instances where network utilities can have effects due to Recommend that submission S1/003 by Federated Farmers is
Management S1/003 the devglopment, operation The adverse effects of network utilities on th?ir locational, operational or te;hnical requirements. However accepted in part and FSS/.007. by Heritage NZ is accepted and
Issues an_q rpalntenance of network adiacent land uses such as farming are thls.often needs to be balapced with the need to.manage FS7/.0 14 by Trar}spower is rejected and FSlO/Qll by .
utilities can create adverse avoided. remedied or mitigated environmental effects and impacts on surrounding uses. Reference Horticulture NZ is accepted and FS11/007 by First Gas is
effects on amenity, natural ' o ] to landowners is too narrow. A more appropriate reference would rejected and FS13/005 by Powerco is rejected and a new issue
character and public health Further SmeISSIO”I by 'Herltage NZ o be adverse effects on the environment which is defined to include is included as follows:
and safe(';y, nor tlflfat it can allllso (FS5/007) sup'po'rtmg in part this submission. | people, social and economic considerations. 8. The location. oberation maintenance and uperading of
cre.a.te adverse effects on the Further Submission by Transpower network utilities can create adverse effects on the
eff1c1ent useé)f li_nd for (FS7/014) opposing this submission. environment.
primary pro@uction purboses. |y op o qubmission by Horticulture NZ
We consider that these issues (FS10/011) tina this submissi
need to be given more supporting this submission.
attention given how Further Submission by First Gas (FS11/007)
significant the adverse effect opposing this submission.
can be: and the respo.nsibility Further Submission by Powerco (FS13/005)
Council has towards its opposing this submission.
communities.
26 3A.2 Resource | Heritage New Supportin part | Support subject to new issue. | Add a new issue as follows: There are instances where network utilities can have effects due to Recommend that submission S3/008 by Heritage NZ is accepted
Management Zealand Pouhere Network utilities ha}ve. . The subdivision, use and development of thfzir locational, operational or tec.hnical requirements. However in part an_d FS_l 1/008 by First Qas is .re]:ected and FSl3/00.6 by
Issues Taonga - S3/008 potential to cause significant network utilities can result in adverse thlsioften needs to be balarllced with the need to.manage Powerco is rejected and a new issue is included as follows:
atliverse effects on cultural, effects on natural, cultural, and historic environmental effects ar}d 1mlpacts.0n su.rroundmg uses. Reference 8. The location, operation, maintenance and upgrading of
hlst.orlcal, and natura! . heritage values. to naturz.ﬂ, culture and historic heritage is too narrow. A more network utilities can create adverse effects on the
heritage values. E.g. vibrations & o ) appropriate reference would be adverse effects on the environment environment
from road construction and Furthe?r SUb_m’SS’O”'b){ First Gas (FS11/008) which is defined to include natural and physical resources. :
operation could damage a opposing this submission.
heritage building. This issue Further Submission by Powerco (FS13/006)
should be recognised. Also opposing this submission.
links to Objective 3 and its
relevant policies.
27 3A.2 Resource | New Zealand Support NZDF support the provisions Retain provisions as notified or wording to Support is noted. There are some recommended changes as aresult | Recommend that submission S8/005 by NZ Defence Force is
Management Defence Force - for network utilities. similar effect. of other submissions, however they do not change the overall intent | accepted in part recognising changes are recommended in
Issues S$8/005 of the provisions. response to other submissions.
28 3A.2 Resource | Transpower New Oppose in part Seeks the addition of text to Amend Issue 1 as follows: The maintenance and upgrading of existing network utilities is Recommend that submission S11/010 by Transpower is
Management Zealand Limited - recognise that network To-providefor The safe, effective and essential to maintain the levels of service expected by the accepted in part FS9/011 by Federated Farmers is accepted and
Issues (Issue S11/010 gtilities (including _ efficient operation mai‘ntenance uperade community. This should also be included in the issue. F.510/001.0 by Horticulture NZ is_accepted and FS11/009 by
1 1nfr_astru.cture of regional and and development of network utilities, With the recommended addition of a new issue through First Gas is accepted and Issue 1 is amended as follows:
national importance) may including infrastructure of regional and submissions S23/001, S1/003, S3/008 the need for the last addition | To provide for safe, effective and efficient operation,
cregte adverse ‘;f_fef:ts on the national importance, which support the to Issue 1 is considered unnecessary. maintenance, and upgrade of network utilities, including
envnl"onment'. ;I; 1S 1S I economic and social wellbeing of the infrastructure of regional and national importance.
consistent with NPSET Policy. district, may create adverse effects on the
environment.
Further Submission by Federated Farmers
(FS9/011) supporting in part this submission.
Further Submission by Horticulture NZ
(FS10/0010) supporting in part this
submission.
Further Submission by First Gas (FS11/009)
supporting this submission.
29 3A.2 Resource | NZ Transport Support Support issue 1. Retain as notified. Support is noted. Other submissions request changes to the issue, Recommend that submission S7/005 by NZ Transport Agency is

Management
Issues (Issue
1

Agency - S7/005

however they do not change the reasons for the support.

accepted.
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30 3A.2 Resource | Powerco-S16/006 Not stated It is important to recognise a Amend Issue 1 as follows: The maintenance and upgrading of existing network utilities is Recommend that submission S16/006 by Powerco is accepted

Management bala.nce between adverse To provide for the safe, effective and efficient essential to maintain the levels of service expected by the in part and Issue 1 is amended as follows:

Issues (Issue envn‘gnmental effec.t_s j‘md the | operation of network utilities, including community. This should also be included in the issue. To provide for safe, effective and efficient operation,

1 beneflts network l_mhtles infrastructure of regional and national With the recommended addition of a new issue through maintenance, and upgrade of network utilities, including
prov1de.to the social, ) importance WhiCh support t_he economic and submissions S23/001, S1/003, S3/008 the need for the last addition | infrastructure of regional and national importance.
economic and.wellbemgr ofa SO.Cla.] wellbeing of the district, recognising that | ¢ [ssue 1 is considered unnecessary.
community (given locational this infrastructure may create adverse effects
and operational constraints). | on the environment.

31 3A.2 Resource | Transpower New Support Support and seeks that it is Retain. Support is noted. Other submissions request changes to the issue Recommend that submission S11/011 by Transpower is

Management Zealand Limited - retained. but do not change the reasons for the support. accepted recognising recommended changes in response to

Issues (Issue S11/011 other submissions.

2)

32 3A.2 Resource | Transpower New Oppose in part Seeks issue is amended to Amend Issue 3 as follows: Reference to development is open ended and could mean different Recommend that submission S11/012 by Transpower is

Management Zealand Limited - 'include the W(')rd . The safe, effective and efficient operation, things to different plan users. F.or instance does devel(?pment refer | rejected and FS11/0010 by First Gas is rejected.

Issues (Issue S11/012 dt?vellopmerllt .In re.latlon to upgrading, and maintenance and to u.pgrafies or changes in locatlonl that are approved via consent or

3) 'eX15t1ng Natlo'nal GI:ld assets development of network utilities can be put designation, or development that is in concgpt stage? ]?evelopment
Qevel.opment applies to at risk by inappropriate subdivision, use and cou.ld l?e und.erstood to mean the c.o.nstructlon of new 1nfras.tru.cture
situations where Transpower development. which is not intended by this provision. The term lacks clarity in
is required to move an how it is used within the issue statement.
existing line to facilitate third Further Submission by First Gas (FS11/0010)
party development. An supporting this submission.
example would be to facilitate
a NZTA project.

33 3A.2 Resource | NZ Transport Support Support Issue 3. Retain as notified. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S7/006 by NZ Transport Agency is

Management Agency - S7/006 accepted.

Issues (Issue

3)

34 3A.2 Resource | Powerco-S16/007 Not stated It is important to recognise a Amend issue 3 as follows: Reference to development is open ended and could mean different Recommend that submission S16/007 by Powerco is rejected

Management bala.nce between adverse The safe and efficient operation, upgrading, things to different plan users. F.or instance does develqpment refer | and FS11/011 by First Gas is rejected.

Issues (Issue env1r(?nmental effec.t_s :emd the and maintenance and development of to u.pgra(.ies or changes in locatlonl tk}at are approved via consent or

3) bene.ﬁts network 1.1t111t1es network utilities can be put at risk by designation, or development that is in conc?pt stage? ]?evelopment
prov1de.to the social, . inappropriate subdivision, use and cou_ld l?e und.erstood to mea}n the c.o.nstructlon of new 1nfras.tru.cture
economic and wellbeing of a development. which is not intended by this provision. The term lacks clarity in
community (given locational how it is used within the issue statement.
and operational constraints). Further Submission by First Gas (FS11/011)

supporting this submission.
35 3A.2 Resource | Transpower New Not stated Transpower seeks that Issue 4 | Delete Issue 4. Issue 1 is not considered to identify adverse effects, rather it is Recommend that submission S11/013 by Transpower is

Management Zealand Limited - is deleted because issue 1 about providing for network utilities. This issue was originally rejected.

Issues (Issue S11/013 adequately identifies adverse included when considering those sites of significance that often

4) effects. have high visual amenity, for instance, outstanding natural

landscapes and features. It is therefore appropriate to retain this
issue.
35 3A.2 Resource | Powerco-S16/008 Not stated Issue 4 is framed narrowly, Delete issue 4 as this is addressed by Issue 1 is not considered to identify adverse effects, rather it is Recommend that submission S16/008 by Powerco is rejected.

Management referring only to a balance Powerco's submission to issue 1. about providing for network utilities. This issue was originally

Issues (Issue between visual amenity included when considering those sites of significance that often

4) effects and locational needs. have high visual amenity, for instance, outstanding natural
The balancing required landscapes and features. It is therefore appropriate to retain this
extends beyond visual issue.
amenity effects and can be
addressed by changes
Powerco seeks to Issue 1.

36 3A.2 Resource | Transpower New Neither support | Transpower is neutral with Neutral. Submission is noted. Recommend that submission S11/014 by Transpower is

Management Zealand Limited - nor oppose respect to Issue 5. accepted.

Issues (Issue S11/014

5)

37 3A.2 Resource | KiwiRail Holdings Support Council is supported in Retain as notified. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S2/002 by KiwiRail is accepted.

Management

Limited (KiwiRail) -
S2/002

seeking to ensure constraints
on existing network utilities
are recognised when
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Issues (Issue considering new
6) developments. KiwiRail note

that no reference to reverse
sensitivity is provided for in
the issue statements, however
this issue is reflected within
subsequent objectives and
policies in Chapter 3A.

38 3A.2 Resource | Transpower New Neither support | Transpower is neutral with Neutral. Submission is noted. Recommend that submission S11/015 by Transpower is
Management Zealand Limited - nor oppose respect to issue 6. accepted.

Issues (Issue S11/015
6)

39 3A.2 Resource | Transpower New Oppose Delete issue 7 because issue 1 | Delete Issue 7. Issue 1 is not considered to identify adverse effects, rather it is Recommend that submission S11/016 by Transpower is
Management Zealand Limited - adequately identifies adverse about providing for network utilities. This issue was originally rejected.

Issues (Issue S11/016 effects. Electromagnetic and included to recognise that some network utilities can emit
7) other forms of radiation are a electromagnetic and other forms of radiation. While the NPSET and

perceived health effect and NESETA covers the submitter’s obligations, there are other

the NPSET/NESETA set out operators who do not fall under these provisions. It is considered
appropriate limits based on appropriate to retain this issue without amendment.
International Commission on

Non-Ionizing Radiation

Protection and the World

Health Organisation

monograph.

40 3A3 Transpower New Oppose The intent of the additions Replace Objective 1 as follows: The requested wording narrows the focus of the objective from Recommend that submission S11/017 by Transpower is
Objectives and | Zealand Limited - and amendments in the issues Regionally sienificant infrastructure what was originally intended. The requested wording also removes | rejected and FS3/005 by NZ Defence Force is rejected and
Policies S11/017 seek to better align and give including the National Grid and other reference to the environment the infrastructure is located in which FS10/015 by Horticulture NZ is accepted and FS13/008 by
(Objective 1) effect to the provisions of the network utilities, are able to operate, was considered to be a key aspect of the objective. There is a policy | Powerco is rejected.

NPSET. The changes uperade and develop efficiently and under this objective about the locational, technical and operational
acknowledge that some effectivelv. while managing anv adverse requirements of network utilities. It is considered unnecessary to
network utilities are effects on the environment, having regard to | re€Peat this within the objective.

rf:gl(l)rllally a}nd nationally locational, technical and operational

significant infrastructure constraints.

which by their nature may -

generate adverse effects but Further Submission by NZ Defence Force

are essential to the district (FS3/005) supporting in part this submission.

(and beyond). Much of this Further Submission by Horticulture NZ

infrastructure is linear and (F§10/015) opposing in part this submission.

crosses the district, the_refore Further Submission by Powerco (FS13/008)

there are often constraints on ; ; L

location, design, and supporting this submission.

appearance which needs to be

considered in decision making

processes.

40 3A3 Federated Farmers - | Not stated The establishment and That Objective 1 is amended to read: The requested provisions merely repeat the wording in the Act. The | Recommend that submission S1/004 by Federated Farmers is
Objectivesand | S1/004 maintenance of network To ensure network utilities are designed, originally proposed wording includes reference to recognising the rejected and FS5/008 by Heritage NZ is rejected and FS7/017
Policies utilities can have significant environment they are located in. The environment is defined in the | by Transpower is accepted and FS10/014 by Horticulture NZ is

(Objective 1)

adverse effects on adjoining
land uses. While this objective
provides for the
establishment of these
utilities, reference should be
made to the environment, or
existing land use that will host
the utility.

located, constructed, operated and
maintained in a manner that ensures the
efficient use of natural and physical
resources, while also avoiding, remedying or
mitigating any significant adverse effects on
adjoining land uses.

Further Submission by Heritage NZ
(FS5/008) supporting in part this submission.

Further Submission by Transpower
(FS7/017) opposing this submission.

Further Submission by Horticulture NZ
(FS10/014) supporting this submission.

Further Submission by First Gas (FS11/012)
opposing this submission.

Resource Management Act to include people. Therefore the
concerns of the submitter are already provided for.

rejected and FS11/012 by First Gas is accepted and FS13/007
by Powerco is rejected.
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Further Submission by Powerco (FS13/007)
supporting in part this submission.

41 3A3 Manawatu- Support Support the intent. Retained as drafted in PPC55. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S5/010 by Horizons is accepted.
Objectives and | Whanganui Regional
Policies Council (Horizons) -

(Objective 1) S5/010

42 3A3 Powerco - S16/009 Supportin part | Supportintent, however is Amend Objective 1 as follows: The requested wording narrows the focus of the objective from Recommend that submission S16/009 by Powerco is rejected
Objectives and drafted in the manner of a T Je utiliti losi ] what was originally intended. The requested wording also removes | and FS10/016 by Horticulture is accepted.

Policies policy rather than objective. located l ) tod-and ’ reference to the environment the infrastructure is located in which

(Objective 1) Seek rewording to retain MM%&HW was considered to be a key aspect of the objective. The wording is
intent and better represent an fhici £ | and-physical not outcomes focused, and merely repeats the intent of the
objective. Appropriate to resources-while recognising the Resource Management Act.
recognise that network environment they-areJocatod-in.
utilities can create adverse '
effects and to acknowledge To recognise and provide for the on-going
they cannot always be operation, maintenance, replacement
avoided, remedied or upgrading and development of network
mitigated. utilities, whilst avoiding, remedying or

mitigating significant adverse effects.
Further Submission by Horticulture NZ
(FS$10/016) opposing in part this submission.

42 3A3 First Gas (formerly Supportin part | Supports the objective but Replace Objective 1 with: The requested wording narrows the focus of the objective from Recommend that submission S20/008 by First Gas is rejected
Obj_ec.tives and | Vector Gas) Ltd - seeks it be refocuseq to give To recognise and provide for the ongoing what was originally .intended. TheT requested wo.rding also. removes and FS4/006 by Horizons is noted and FS10/017 is accepted.
POll.CleS. $20/008 effec_t to th_e RPS which operation. maintenance. replacement reference. to the environment the 1nfrastruc.tur<.3 is located in which
(Objective 1) requires District Ple.ms to uperadine and development of regionall was considered to be a key aspect of the objective.

recognise and pr0v1dg for the significant infrastructure and other network
establishment, operation, tilities.

maintenance and upgrading of (Hes.

regionally and nationally Further Submission by Horizons (F54/006)
significant infrastructure. neither supporting nor opposing this

None of the proposed submission.

objectives seek to recognise Further Submission by Horticulture NZ

and (FS10/017) opposing in part this submission.
provide for this

infrastructure.

43 3A3 Transpower New Oppose in part The intent of the additions Amend Policy 1.1 as follows: The definition of network utilities already includes those matters of | Recommend that submission S11/018 by Transpower is
Obj_e(_:tives ar_ld Zealand Limited - and amendment.s in the is.sues To enable the establishment, operation, regional or national significance incl}lding the Nation;.il Grid. The accepte.d in pa?t and FS10/018 by Horticulture NZ is accepted
Policies (Policy | S11/018 seek to better allgn. and give maintenance, replacement, minor upgrading reference to replacement should be 1n-cl-ufied for consistency Yv1th and Policy 1.1 is amended as follows:

1.1) effect to the provisions of the and development of network utilities and the recommended rule changes. A definition for replacement is To enable the establishment, operation, maintenance,
NPSET. The changes infrastructure of regional and national recommended under $16/001 to ensure clarity for plan users. replacement, and minor upgrading of network utilities.
acknowledge.: Fhat some significance, including the National Grid.
network utilities are
regionally and nationally Further Submission by Horticulture NZ
significant infrastructure (FS10/018) supporting in part this
which by their nature may submission.
generate adverse effects but
are essential to the district
(and beyond). Much of this
infrastructure is linear and
crosses the district, therefore
there are often constraints on
location, design, and
appearance which needs to be
considered in decision making
processes.

44 3A3 KiwiRail Holdings Support Support that Plan specifically | Retain as notified. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S2/003 by KiwiRail is accepted.

Objectives and
Policies (Policy
1.1)

Limited (KiwiRail) -
$2/003

provides for the ability to
establish, operate, maintain
and upgrade network utilities.
Support consideration of
locational, technical and

Page 21 of 102




No: | Provision Submission point Support/oppose | Reasons Decision requested Officer Comment Officer Recommendation
operational requirements in
relation to network utilities.
44 3A3 Manawatu- Support Support intent in Policy 1.1 Retain all of Policy 1.1 as drafted in PPC55. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S5/001 by Horizons is accepted.
Objectives and | Whanganui Regional
Policies (Policy | Council (Horizons) -
1.1) S5/011
45 3A3 Powerco - S16/010 Not stated Maintenance works often Amend Policy 1.1 as follows: The reference to replacement should be included for consistency Recommend that submission S16/010 by Powerco is accepted
Obj_ec_tives a1_1d involve the repair and To enable the establishment, operation, with the recommended rule changes. A definl:tion for replacementis | in partand Policy 1.1 is amended as follows:
Policies (Policy repllacement of assets. . maintenance, replacement and minor recommended under S16/001 to ensure clarity for plan users. To enable the establishment, operation, maintenance,
11) Rep acgr’qent a“‘_i repairfocus upgrading and development of network replacement, and minor upgrading of network utilities.
on retaining the integrity of utilities
the asset.
45 3A3 First Gas (formerly Supportin part | Supports the wording as Amend Policy 1.1: The reference to replacement should be included for consistency Recommend that submission S20/009 by First Gas is accepted
l())bl]_ec_tlve; alr_1d Vector Gas) Ltd - pr()lpo§ed bfuthseeks (tjhe To enable the establishment, operation, with the recommended rule changes. A def1n1tlon for replacementis | in partand FS4/007. by Horizons is noted and Policy 1.1 is
olicies (Policy | S20/009 inclusion of the wor maintenance, replacement and minor recommended under S16/001 to ensure clarity for plan users. amended as follows:
1.1 replacement. upgrading of network utilities. To enable the establishment, operation, maintenance,
Further Submission by Horizons (FS4/007) replacement, and minor upgrading of network utilities.
neither supporting nor opposing this
submission.
46 3A3 Manawatu- Support Support intent. Retain all of Policy 1.2 as drafted in PPC55. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S5/012 by Horizons is accepted.
Objectives and | Whanganui Regional
Policies (Policy | Council (Horizons) -
1.2) S5/012
47 3A3 Spark - S17/006 Support in part | Should be clear that it is Amend Policy 1.2 as follows: Co-location would reduce the number of network utilities in a Recommend that submission S17/006 by Spark is accepted and
Oblj_e(_:tives alr-ld Er;clgggifén‘iirgﬁttv}\ig;l;;l(tiii/i:}ileesr(teo To encourage network utility operators to lcomrpon locati_or_l, s_uch as mlast_s, is ;:fonsic}ered to be iI_n_portant. Co- | Policy 1.2 amended as follows:
Policies (Policy possible. The benefit of this coordinate and co-locate services or to _OFatlol? canlmmlmlie cu}Ilnu ative e ecftfs or CO}?’m";lmues‘ H;)w_ever To encourage network utility operators to coordinate and co-
1.2) b ) lated t lati locate within the existing roading network 1tisac now edged that t_ ére may be effects (_)t er than cumulative locate services or to locate within the existing roading network
mayhe Teaec o i Ae where possible te-minimize potential effects which could be minimised by co-location. The requested where possible to-minimize petential- comulative-effects
effects but is more likely that it cumulativeeffects change is therefore considered appropriate. '
supporting network utilities to :
located in a space that is
recognised as being for utilities
by other legislation such as the
Telecommunications Act or the
Utilities Access Act 2010.
47 3A3 Chorus New Zealand | Supportin part | Should be clear thatitis Amend Policy 1.2 as follows: Co-location would reduce the number of network utilities in a Recommend that submission S18/007 by Chorus is accepted
Oblj.ec.tives alr.ld Limited - S18/007 en;oulragin%ne.t\;\lfolrlk utili(’;ies To encourage network utility operators to lcomr.non locati.or.1, s.uch as mlast.s, is Ffonsidfered to be ir.n_portant. Co- and Policy 1.2 amended as follows:
Policies (Policy toh € ocate.b;mt ht Eroaf. ¢ coordinate and co-locate services or to ,O_Catlol? canlrr(lilnlguie cu}rlnu ative % ecftfs or Co}inml;lmtles' H;)w.ever To encourage network utility operators to coordinate and co-
1.2) Vrl ere p%SSI le. Tde enefitol | 15cate within the existing roading network ltf;S ac nﬁwhe geldtb at t, ere 'madyb ee fCtS (_)t er; an cumu Ztlve locate services or to locate within the existing roading network
this maybe re ated to . where possible to-minimise potential effects which could be minimised by co-] ocation. The requeste where possible i ial lati ffocts.
cumulative effects but is more lati foct change is therefore considered appropriate.
likely that it supporting '
network utilities to located in
a space that is recognised as
being for utilities by other
legislation such as the
Telecommunications Act or
the Utilities Access Act 2010.
48 3A3 Powerco - S16/011 Not stated 'Where possible’ should be Amend Policy 1.2 as follows: The intention is that ‘where possible’ utility providers co-locate Recommend that submission S16/011 by Powerco is rejected.

Objectives and
Policies (Policy
1.2)

replaced with 'where
practicable'. Possible means
that which is to be done,
whereas practicable means
that which is able to be done
successfully. Practicable is
considered to be a more
appropriate requirement -
including being more

To encourage network utility operators to
coordinate and co-locate services or to
locate within existing roading network

where-poessible where practicable to
minimise potential cumulative effects.

their infrastructure. This is to minimise cumulative effects, reduce
perceived visual clutter and encourage efficiencies. The use of
‘where possible’ is considered to be more certain and is
recommended to be retained.
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consistent with the policy
approach.

49

3A3
Objectives and
Policies (Policy
1.3)

Manawatu-
Whanganui Regional
Council (Horizons) -
S5/013

Support

Support intent.

Retain Policy 1.3 as drafted in PPC55.

Support is noted.

Recommend that submission S5/013 by Horizons is accepted.

49

3A3
Objectives and
Policies (Policy
1.3)

Transpower New
Zealand Limited -
S$11/020

Support

Support wording and seek
that it is retained as notified.

Retain.

Support is noted.

Recommend that submission S11/020 by Horizons is accepted.

50

3A3
Objectives and
Policies (Policy
1.3)

Powerco - S16/012

Not stated

It may not be practicable to
underground all new cables
and lines. A blanket
requirement is inappropriate
and fails to give effect to
Policy 3-1 of the One Plan.
Policy is not helpful because
in the event that a line is not
able to be placed
underground (as is already
required by the rules), it
provides no policy guidance
as to the circumstances when
an above ground location
would be appropriate. An
underground location does
not necessarily equate to an
efficient use.

Amend Policy 1.3 as follows:

To require that, to the extent practicable, all
new cables and lines, including electricity
distribution lines (but not the National Grid)
are installed underground.

The submitter correctly points out that the rules require
underground installation for all new cables and lines. In the event
the proposal does not underground cables and lines there is not
sufficient policy guidance for decision makers. In response to other
submissions the Policy has been recommended to change. These
changes are considered to address the submitters’ concerns.

Recommend that submission S16/012 by Powerco is accepted
in part and the Policy amended as follows:

To require-that encourage all new cables and lines, including
electricity distribution lines (but not the National Grid) are

installed underground.

51

3A3
Objectives and
Policies (Policy
1.3)

Spark - S17/007

Oppose in part

Policy contradicts Objective 1,
policies 1.1 and 1.2 as well as
the definition and rules
associated with Minor
Upgrading. Policy 1.3 requires
that all new cables and lines
are installed underground,
whereas Objective 1 seeks to
ensure efficient use of
physical resources, Policy 1.1
enables upgrading and Policy
1.2 encourages location of
services within the existing
road network.

Amend Policy 1.3 as follows:

To require-that encourage all new cables
and lines, including electricity distribution

lines-are be installed underground.

Further Submission by Transpower
(FS7/019) opposing this submission.

Policy 1.3 as currently worded does not provide policy guidance
where a proposal does not install new cables and lines
underground, as required by the permitted activity standards in
Rule 3A.4.2. On that basis reference to encouraging undergrounding
is considered to be appropriate and provides greater clarity for plan
users.

Recommend that submission S17/007 by Spark is accepted and
FS7/019 by Transpower is rejected and Policy 1.3 is amended
as follows:

To require-that encourage all new cables and lines, including
electricity distribution lines (but not the National Grid) are

installed underground.

51

3A3
Objectives and
Policies (Policy
1.3)

Chorus New Zealand
Limited - S18/008

Oppose in part

Policy contradicts Objective 1,
policies 1.1 and 1.2 as well as
the definition and rules
associated with Minor
Upgrading. Policy 1.3 requires
that all new cables and lines
are installed underground,
whereas Objective 1 seeks to
ensure efficient use of
physical resources, Policy 1.1
enables upgrading and Policy
1.2 encourages location of
services within the existing
road network.

Amend Policy 1.3 as follows:

To require-that encourage all new cables
and lines, including electricity distribution

lines are-be installed underground.

Further Submission by Transpower
(FS7/020) opposing this submission.

Policy 1.3 as currently worded does not provide policy guidance
where a proposal does not install new cables and lines
underground, as required by the permitted activity standards in
Rule 3A.4.2. On that basis reference to encouraging undergrounding
is considered to be appropriate and provides greater clarity for plan
users.

Recommend that submission S18/008 by Chorus is accepted
and FS7/020 by Transpower is rejected and Policy 1.3 is
amended as follows:

To require-that encourage all new cables and lines, including
electricity distribution lines (but not the National Grid) are

installed underground.

52

3A3
Objectives and
Policies (Policy
1.4)

Transpower New
Zealand Limited -
S11/021

Oppose in part

The intent of the additions
and amendments in the issues
seek to better align and give
effect to the provisions of the
NPSET. The changes

Amend Policy 1.4 as follows:

To recognise the locational, technical and
operational requirements_and constraints of
network utilities and the contribution they

The requested changes recognise that there are constraints in some
cases that need to be considered when assessing new network
utilities. The changes add additional clarity for plan users.

Recommend that submission S11/021 by Transpower is
accepted and FS13/009 by Powerco is accepted and Policy 1.4
is amended as follows:
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acknowledge that some make to the functioning and wellbeing of the To recognise the locational, technical and operational
network utilities are community and beyond when assessing requirements_and constraints of network utilities and the
regionally and nationally their location, design and appearance. contribution they make to the functioning and wellbeing of the
significant infrastructure Further Submission by Powerco (FS13/009) community and beyond when assessing their location, design
which by their nature may supporting this submission. and appearance.
generate adverse effects but
are essential to the district
(and beyond). Much of this
infrastructure is linear and
crosses the district, therefore
there are often constraints on
location, design, and
appearance which needs to be
considered in decision making
processes.

53 3A3 KiwiRail Holdings Support Support that Plan specifically | Retain as notified. Support is noted. As a result of other submissions changes are Recommend that submission S2/004 by KiwiRail is accepted.
Objectives and | Limited (KiwiRail) - provides for the ability to recommend to this policy. However these do not change the intent
Policies (Policy | S2/004 establish, operate, maintain of the policy and therefore the support by this submitter.

1.4) and upgrade network utilities.
Support consideration of
locational, technical and
operational requirements in
relation to network utilities.

53 3A3 Manawatu- Support Support intent. Retain Policy 1.4 as drafted in PPC55. Support is noted. As a result of other submissions changes are Recommend that submission S5/014 by Horizons is accepted in
Objectives and | Whanganui Regional recommended to this policy. However these do not change the part recognising that changes to the policy are recommended by
Policies (Policy | Council (Horizons) - intent of the policy and therefore the support by this submitter. submissions S11/021,S16/013, and S20/010.

1.4) S5/014

54 3A3 Powerco - S16/013 Not stated Because of the scale of the Amend Policy 1.4 as follows: The requested changes recognise that there are constraints in some | Recommend that submission S16/013 is accepted and Policy
Objectives and linear utilities network, it is To recognise the locational, technical and cases that need to be considered when assessing new network 1.4 is amended as follows:

Policies (Policy %mportant to recognise the operational requirements and constraints of utilities. The changes add additional clarity for plan users. To recognise the locational, technical and operational

1.4) 1mpa.ct of constramts_ and network utilities and the contribution they requirements_and constraints of network utilities and the
requ1.rementslon their make to the functioning and wellbeing of the contribution they make to the functioning and wellbeing of the
locations, design and community when assessing their location community and beyond when assessing their location, design
appearance, and to assess and design. and appearance.
these having regard to the
broader (not just local or
regional) benefits of lineal
utilities. The impact of these
constraints when attempting
to minimise potential
cumulative effects of network
utilities, needs to be
recognised in Policy 1.4.

54 3A3 First Gas (formerly Supportin part | Supports the wording as Amend Policy 1.4: The requested changes recognise that there are constraints in some | Recommend that submission S20/010 is accepted and Policy
Objectives and | Vector Gas) Ltd - proposed but seeks the To recognise the locational, technical and cases that need to be considered when assessing new network 1.4 is amended as follows:

Policies (Policy | S20/010 inclus.ion ofadditi(.)nal operational requirement of network utilities utilities. The changes add additional clarity for plan users. To recognise the locational, technical and operational

1.4) wording to recognise that and the contribution they make to the requirements and constraints of network utilities and the
somg networlk utilities, functioning and wellbeing of the community contribution they make to the functioning and wellbeing of the
Partlcularly linear . and beyond when assessing their location, community and beyond when assessing their location, design
mfr.astruc.tur.e _Of regional a.md design and appearance. and appearance.
national significance, provide
benefits beyond the
immediate community.

55 3A3 Manawatu- Support Support intent. Retain Policy 1.5 as drafted in PPC55. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S5/015 is accepted.

Objectives and | Whanganui Regional

Policies (Policy | Council (Horizons) -

1.5) S5/015

56 3A3 Transpower New Oppose The use of the word 'ensure' Delete Policy 1.5. The intent of Policy 1.5 is to ensure network utilities are Recommend that submission S11/022 is rejected.

Objectives and

Zealand Limited -
S11/022

within Policy 1.5 is too
directive with respect to the
location of network utilities

constructed and located in a way that recognises the environment
they are located in, specifically the amenity and landscape values.
For instance an urban area vs a rural one; heavily modified vs an
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Policies (Policy particularly when read in unmodified more pristine area. The submission refers to a new
1.5) contrast to Policy 1.4 which policy, however one was not included in the amendments sought to

only requires 'recognition’ of the Plan through any submission. Deletion of Policy 1.5 is
locational requirements. considered inappropriate.

Transpower requests that

Policy 1.5 is deleted because

their new policy adequately

identifies and requires

consideration of adverse

effects.

57 3A3 Powerco - S16/014 Not stated Requirement to ensure Delete Policy 1.5 and replace with a new The proposed wording is vague and does not provide plan users Recommend that submission S16/014 is rejected and FS5/016
Objectives and construction and location that | policy as follows: with certainty or guidance as to the effects of concern. The by Heritage NZ is rejected.

Policies (Policy is sensitive to the amenity and To ensure that significant adverse effects on requested policy merely repeats the Act and is not outcomes
1.5) landscape values is quite the environment are avoided., remedied or focused, which the District Plan review is aiming to achieve.

dlreCFlve, particularly When mitigated.

read in contrast to Policy 1.4.

Effects cannot always be Further Submission by Heritage NZ
avoided, remedied or (FS5/016) supporting this submission.
mitigated.

58 3A3 Horticulture New Not stated The policy should ensure that | Amend Policy 1.5 Reference to ‘land use’ is vague and could have multiple meanings Recommend that submission S23/002 by Horticulture NZ is
Objectives and | Zealand - S23/002 effects on landowners from To ensure network utilities are constructed depending which zone the works were to occur in. The objective rejected.

Policies (Policy network utilities are and located in a manner sensitive to the contains reference to the environment, which includes people. The
1.5) considered. landuse, amenity, and landscape values objective is considered to address the submitters concerns.
where they are located.

59 3A3 Federated Farmers - | Not stated The establishment and That a new Policy is included which reads: The requested policy wording merely repeats the Act and is not Recommend that submission S1/005 by Federated Farmers is
Objectivesand | S1/005 maintenance of network 1.6 To ensure that any significant adverse outcomes focused, which the District Plan review is aiming to rejected and FS5/009 by Heritage NZ is rejected and FS7/016
Policies utilities can have significant effects on the environment and adjoinin achieve. The requested policy does not provide guidance to plan by Transpower is accepted and FS10/0010 by Horticulture NZ

adverse effects on adjoining land uses are avoided. remedied or users when considering resource consent applications. is rejected.
land uses. While this objective mitigated.
provides for the
establishment of these Further Submission by Heritage NZ
utilities, reference should be (FS5/009) supporting this submission.
made to the environment, or Further Submission by Transpower
existing land use that will host | (FS7/016) opposing this submission.
the utility. Further Submission by Horticulture NZ
(FS10/0010) supporting this submission.

60 3A3 Transpower New Oppose The intent of the amendment Amend Objective 2 as follows: While the submitter seeks consistency with the NPS the use of Recommend that submission S11/023 by Transpower is
Objectives and | Zealand Limited - to Objective 2 is to manage To avoid the establishment of subdivision, ‘avoid’ is an absolute and has a specific meaning from recent case accepted in part and FS3/006 by NZ Defence Force is accepted
Policies S11/023 effects of others’ activities on | y.velopment and land use activities that law which ultimately would see the Plan prohibiting activities in key | and FS4/009 by Horizons is accepted and FS9/012 by
(Objective 2) network utilities, and areas. This was not likely to be the intention of the submitter. Federated Farmers is rejected and FS10/020 by Horticulture NZ

importantly recognise that
there is not only a need to
protect the operation of
existing utilities (i.e. how they
operate now) but also how
they may be upgraded or
developed in the future.

could adversely affect (including through
reverse sensitivity) the safe, effective and
efficient operation, maintenance, upgrading
and development of regionally and
nationally important infrastructure and
other network utilities, including the
National Grid—pretectthe-operation-of
. . . 5 '

& . f ision. '

i! | | otherland vitios.

Further Submission by NZ Defence Force
(FS3/006) supporting in part this submission.

Further Submission by Horizons (F54/009)
supporting in part this submission.

Further Submission by Federated Farmers
(FS$9/012) opposing this submission.

Further Submission by Horticulture NZ
(FS$10/020) opposing in part this submission.

The requested wording, in part, provides a clearer objective for the
issues of concern, which is to manage the effects of others’ activities
on network utilities. The phrase ‘planned development’ has also
been defined for the purposes of the Plan (see S16/015).

In response to another submission the objective has been
recommended to change to provide greater clarity for plan users. A
definition for replacement is also recommended under S16/001 to
ensure clarity for plan users.

is rejected and FS13/0010 by Powerco is accepted and
Objective 2 is amended as follows:

To protect the operation, maintenance, replacement and
upgrading of existing network utilities, including infrastructure

of regional and national importance, and the planned
development of new network utilities from the potential
adverse effects of subdivision, use, development and land use
activities.
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Further Submission by Powerco (FS13/0010)
supporting in part this submission.

61 3A3 Federated Farmers - | Not stated Federated Farmers considers | That Objective 2 is amended to read: The suggested additions change in the intent of the objective to just | Recommend that submission S1/006 by Federated Farmers is
Objectivesand | S1/006 that many farming activities To protect the operation of network utilities sensitive activities and the provisions of the NPSET which rejected and FS7/018 by Transpower is accepted and FS10/019
Policies do not cause reverse from the potential adverse effects of essentially only covers Transpower activities. This is considered to | by Horticulture NZ is rejected.

(Objective 2) sensitivity effects and should subdivision and other land use activities be too narrow for guiding decision making on resource consents for
ngt b.e captured b?’ ,SUCh associated with sensitive activities. Other all network utilities.
District Plan provisions. non-sensitive activities can occur, for
Policy 10 of the NPSET only example those near transmission lines when
seeks to ensure th.at. they comply with NZECP34:2001 safety
electricity transmission of the distances.
national grid is not —
compromised. Policy 11 only Further Submission by Transpower
requires that 'sensitive (FS7/018) opposing this submission.
activities' need to be Further Submission by Horticulture NZ
managed, which are (FS10/019) supporting this submission.
specifically defined in the NPS
as schools, houses and
hospitals. Many uninhabited
farm buildings and primary
production structures should
not be managed as sensitive
activities.

62 3A3 NZ Transport Support Support Objective 2 and is Retain as notified. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S7/007 by NZ Transport Agency is
Objectives and | Agency - S7/007 supportive of avoiding accepted.

Policies reverse sensitivity issues
(Objective 2) which may arise between
network utilities and
neighbouring activities such
as residential dwellings.

62 3A3 New Zealand Support NZDF supports the provisions | Retain provisions as notified or wording to Support is noted. Recommend that submission S8/006 by NZ Defence Force is
Objectives and | Defence Force - for network utilities. similar effect. accepted.

Policies S8/006
(Objective 2)

62 3A3 Manawatu- Support Support Intent. Retain as drafted in PPC55. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S5/008 by Horizons is accepted.
Objectives and | Whanganui Regional
Policies Council (Horizons) -

(Objective 2) S5/016

62 3A3 Spark - S17/008 Support Retain Objective 2. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S17/008 by Spark is accepted.
Objectives and
Policies
(Objective 2)

63 3A3 Powerco - S16/015 Not stated Support intent. Seek to Amend Objective 2 as follows: The requested wording, in part, provides a clearer objective for the Recommend that submission S16/015 by Powerco is accepted
Objectives and include provision for To protect the operation, maintenance issues of concern, which is to manage the effects of others’ activities | and FS4/0010 by Horizons is accepted and Objective 2 is
Policies upgrading. Unlike buildings or replacement and uperading of existin on network utilities. The requested distinction between existing amended and a new definition for ‘planned development’
(Objective 2) landuse activities, location of infrastructure, and planned development has merit, provided included as follows:

utilities is dictated by demand
and availability of alternatives
can be constrained such that it
is more appropriate to
upgrade than develop a new
utility. Maintenance and
replacement is essential work
that must be carried out to
ensure the safe and efficient
operation of existing network
utilities.

network utilities, including infrastructure of
regional and national importance, and the
planned development of new network
utilities from the potential adverse effects of
subdivision, use, development and land use
activities.

Further Submission by Horizons (F§4/0010)
supporting in part this submission.

‘planned development’ is clearly defined in the District Plan. The
change recommended will provide greater clarity for plan users.

In relation to ‘planned development’, the intention is for the
objective to relate to those developments that are the subject of a
lodged or granted resource consent, or where the development has
been designated. A new definition has been recommended to reflect
this.

In relation to replacement, a definition is recommended under
S§16/001 to ensure clarity for plan users.

To protect the operation, maintenance, replacement and
upgrading of existing network utilities, including infrastructure

of regional and national importance, and the planned
development of new network utilities from the potential
adverse effects of subdivision, use, development and land use
activities.

Planned Development means network utility infrastructure that
is the subject of a lodged or granted application for certificate of
compliance or resource consent, or a notice of requirement, or a

confirmed designation.
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63 3A3 First Gas (formerly Supportin part | Supports the wording in Amend Objective 2 The requested wording, in part, provides a clearer objective for the Recommend that submission S20/011 is accepted in part and
Objectives and | Vector Gas) Ltd - principle as proposed, but To protect the operation, maintenance issues of concern, which is to manage the effects of others’ activities | FS4/008 by Horizons is accepted and Objective 2 is amended as
Policies S20/011 seeks amendment to reflect replacement and minorl’l rading of on network utilities. The change recommended will provide greater | follows:

(Objective 2) thaE the malntenan(_:e, network utilities, including infrastructure of clarliy for plartn users. Note the;t changes have been. fquested byh_ To protect the operation, maintenance, replacement and
rep ace-men‘}clan;i m;nor regional and national importance, from the anf)t er submission and are also recommended with respect to this upgrading of existing network utilities, including infrastructure
upgradlngfs ou dffa s0 b? potential adverse effects of subdivision, use, objective. of regional and national importance, and the planned
prote'cted rome e'ct.s 0 development and other land use activities. development of new network utilities from the potential
other's land use activities. Further Submission by Horizons (FS4/008) adverse effects of subdivision, use, development and land use
supporting in part this submission. activities.

64 3A3 Chorus New Zealand | Support Retain Objective 2. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S18/009 is accepted.

Objectives and | Limited - S18/009
Policies
(Objective 2)

65 3A3 Transpower New Oppose A policy specific to protecting | Add a new Policy as follows: The provisions requested by the submitter are already covered by Recommend that submission S11/027 is accepted in part and
Objectives and | Zealand Limited - the National Grid is sought To manage the effects of subdivision proposed Policies 1.3, 2.1, 2.2, and 2.3. However, a specific policy FS9/009 by Federated Farmers is accepted and FS10/007 by
Policies S11/027 because of the direction given development and land use on the safe that recognises the National Grid would provide clarity for plan Horticulture NZ is accepted and FS10/022 by Horticulture NZ is

by the NPSET (policies 10 and effective and efficient operation ' users. It is understood that a discussion has taken place between accepted and a new policy under Objective 2 is added as
11). The policy wording also maintenance. upegrading and de\'/elo ment of | Transpower and Federated Farmers, and they have both agreed that | follows:
see.ks. FO na;lrrO\/i/ltﬁebtype of the National Grid by ensuring that: reference should be mlz;lde lto S.EI.ISlthE.aCtiVIt(IiES and 1nten51vefland To manage the effects of subdivision, development and land use
aCtlyclltldeS t gt; a }f b e areasare identified in the Plan to usest.)ltl'rha.nsp.ow}?r Seex L llmlltdmtendswe ﬁn use strl'lc;m;e.s go;n on the safe, effective and efficient operation, maintenance and
avoided, and those that can be _ : establishing in the National Grid Yard. In this case, uninha 1’Fe arn | | oo dine of the National Grid by ensuring that:
managed to the extent that establish safe buffer distances for structures would be acceptable, but structures associated with be : . &
National Grid is not managing subdivision and land use factory farming or milking sheds are not. e  areas are identified in the Plan to establish safe buffer
compromised development near the National Grid The District Plan already has definitions for intensive farming and glstalnces fortmanatgﬁngNSLideV;s(l;o.r:iand land use
e  Sensitive activities and large scale farm buildings. There is no existing definition for intensive land cvelopment near the Rallonal Lric.
structures are excluded from uses, which could cause confusion for plan users. It is not e  Sensitive activities, intensive farming and farm buildings
establishing within National Grid considered appropriate that any farm building or intensive farming are excluded from establishing within the National Grid
Yards. is located within the National Grid Yard, given the importance of the Yard.
National Grid. On that basis th ded ch include th
e  Subdivision is managed around the ational LI1d. n that basis the recommencec changes inciude the e  Subdivision is managed around the National Grid
; - € existing definitions contained in the District Plan. ; X -
National Grid to avoid subsequent Corridor to avoid subsequent land use from restricting
land use from restricting the the operation, maintenance and upgrading of the National
operation, maintenance, upgrading Grid.
and development of the National Grid. e  Changes to existing activities within a National Grid Yard
e  Changes to existing activities within a do not further restrict the operation, maintenance and
National Grid Yard do not further upgrading of the National Grid.
restrict the operation, maintenance
upgrading and development of the
National Grid.
Further Submission by Federated Farmers
(FS9/009) supporting in part this submission.
Further Submission by Horticulture NZ
(FS10/007) supporting in part this
submission.
Further Submission by Horticulture NZ
(FS$10/022) supporting in part this
submission.
66 3A.3 Transpower New Oppose The intent of the amendment Amend Policy 2.1 as follows: Changes requested alter the intent from a policy to a method. The Recommend that submission S11/024 is rejected and FS10/021

Objectives and
Policies (Policy
2.1)

Zealand Limited -
S11/024

to Objective 2 is to manage
effects of others' activities on
network utilities, and
importantly recognise that
there is not only a need to
protect the operation of
existing utilities (i.e. how they
operate now) but also how
they may be upgraded or
developed in the future.

To ensure that any vegetation is planted and
maintained to avoid interference with
network utilities ineluding transmission
lines-and-the vegetation and planting
around transmission lines (National Grid)
Yard-shall comply with the Electricity
(Hazards from Trees) Regulations 2003.

Further Submission by Horticulture NZ
(FS10/021) supporting this submission.

requirement to comply with the Electricity (Hazards from Trees)
Regulations 2003 is already appropriately covered in the Rules.

by Horticulture NZ is rejected.
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67 3A3 NZ Transport Support Support Policy 2.1 and is Retain as notified. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S7/008 by NZ Transport Agency is
Objectives and | Agency - S7/008 supportive of avoiding accepted.
Policies (Policy reverse sensitivity issues
2.1) which may arise between
network utilities and
neighbouring activities such
as residential dwellings.
67 3A.3 New Zealand Support NZDF support the provisions Retain provisions as notified or wording to Support is noted. Recommend that submission S8/007 by NZ Defence Force is
Objectives and | Defence Force - for network utilities. similar effect. accepted.
Policies (Policy | S8/007
2.1)
67 3A3 Manawatu- Support Support intent. Retain as drafted in PPC55. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S5/017 by Horizons is accepted.
Objectives and | Whanganui Regional
Policies (Policy | Council (Horizons) -
2.1) S5/017
67 3A.3 Manawatu- Support Support intent. Retain Policy 2.1 as drafted in PPC55. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S5/018 by Horizons is accepted.
Objectives and | Whanganui Regional
Policies (Policy | Council (Horizons) -
2.1) S5/018
67 3A3 Powerco - S16/016 Not stated Retain Policy 2.1 without modification. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S16/016 by Powerco is accepted.
Objectives and
Policies (Policy
2.1)
67 3A3 First Gas (formerly Support Supports the wording in 2.1 in | Retain Policy 2.1 Support is noted. Recommend that submission S20/012 by First Gas is accepted.
Objectives and | Vector Gas) Ltd - that it protects essential
Policies (Policy | S20/012 infrastructure from third
2.1) party activities which may
compromise its safe, efficient
and effective functioning.
68 3A.3 KiwiRail Holdings Support Support the requirements to Retain as notified. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S2/005 by KiwiRail is accepted.
Objectives and | Limited (KiwiRail) - manage potential effects from
Policies (Policy | S2/005 adjacent developments and
2.2) activities on the ability to
safely operate the network
utility, including in relation to
reserve sensitivity,
subdivision and development.
68 3A.3 NZ Transport Support Support Policy 2.2 and is Retain as notified. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S7/009 by NZ Transport Agency is
Objectives and | Agency - S7/009 supportive of avoiding accepted.
Policies (Policy reverse sensitivity issues
2.2) which may arise between
network utilities and
neighbouring activities such
as residential dwellings.
68 3A.3 Manawatu- Support Support intent. Retain as drafted in PPC55. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S5/019 by Horizons is accepted.
Objectives and | Whanganui Regional
Policies (Policy | Council (Horizons) -
2.2) S5/019
68 3A3 Transpower New Not stated Retain Policy 2.2. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S11/025 by Transpower is
Objectives and | Zealand Limited - accepted.
Policies (Policy | S11/025
2.2)
68 3A3 Spark - S17/009 Support Retain Policy 2.2 Support is noted. Recommend that submission S17/009 by Spark is accepted.

Objectives and
Policies (Policy
2.2)
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69 3A3 Horticulture New Not stated Reverse sensitivity is an issue | Include a definition for reverse sensitivity as | A definition for reverse sensitivity has been introduced through Recommend that submission S23/003 by Horticulture NZ is
Objectives and | Zealand - S23/003 for a range of activities in the follows: PC52 Industrial Zone which was notified at the same time as PC55. rejected and FS13/032 by Powerco is accepted.

Policies (Policy Plan and it needs to be clear Reverse sensitivity occurs when occupants The proposed definition reads:

2.2) Wha_t the tgrm means. In of a new development (for example, a REVERSE SENSITIVITY means the potential for the operation of an
partlFular it net?d.s to be clear lifestyle block) complain about the effects of | existing lawfully established activity to be constrained or curtailed by
whois .the sensitive partyand | ., existing, lawfully established activity (for | the more recent establishment of other activities, which are sensitive
how this can affect other land example, noise or smell from industry or to the adverse environmental effects being generated by the pre-
uses. farming). This can have the effect of existing activity.

IMPOSINgG ECONOMIC burdens. operational It is understood that no submissions where made on this definition.

limitations or other constraints on the

existing activity thereby reducing its The approach taken in the District Plan is to avoid generalized

viability. statements for reverse sensitivity, and instead include specific

. provisions to manage and address any issues. For example to

Furthe'r Sub.mzsszon'b){ Powerco (FS13/032) require setback distances, or restrict the height of certain

opposing this submission. structures. The zone provisions within the District Plan address the
issues raised in this submission. For instance the setback distances
between the industrial zone and residential zone.

70 3A3 Powerco - S16/017 Not stated Support intent. Seek to Amend Policy 2.2 as follows: Appropriate to include maintenance and upgrading into the policy Recommend that submission S16/017 by Powerco is accepted
Objectives and include provision for To require that appropriate separation of given these are important parts of the safe and efficient operation of | in partand Policy 2.2 is amended as follows:

Policies (Policy upgrading. Ur.ll.ike build_ings O | . tivities is maintained to enable the safe network utilities. A definition .for replacement is recommendeq . To require that appropriate separation of activities is

2.2) lar_l(_il.lse gctl_V1t1es, location of operation, maintenance, replacement and und_er S_16/001 to ensure cla.rlty for plan users..Reference to risk is maintained to enable the safe operation, maintenance
utlhtles.ls d}§tated by dem.zmd upgrading of existing network utilities, and sub]ectlyg and wguld potentla.lly cause uncertainty for plan users. replacement and upgrading of network utilities, and avoid
and avallablllty ofalternatlve§ avoid reverse sensitivity and /or risk issues. The addition of risk to the policy is therefore not supported. reverse sensitivity issues.
can be constrained such that it
is more appropriate to
upgrade than develop a new
utility. Maintenance and
replacement is essential work
that must be carried out to
ensure the safe and efficient
operation of existing network
utilities.

71 3A3 Chorus New Zealand | Support Retain Policy 2.2 Support is noted. Recommend that submission S18/010 by Chorus is accepted.
Objectives and | Limited - S18/010
Policies (Policy
2.2)

72 3A3 Transpower New Oppose Seeks that the notified Policy Amend Policy 2.3 as follows: A new policy has been recommended under Objective 2 that Recommend that submission S11/026 by Transpower is
Objectives and | Zealand Limited - 2.3 specifically excludes the To ensure all subdivision and development specifically refers to the National Grid. Itis therefore unnecessary rejected and FS10/023 by Horticulture NZ is rejected and
Policies (Policy | S11/026 National Grid and that the is designed to avoid adverse effects on the to include this reference in Policy 2.3. FS13/011 by Powerco is accepted.

2.3) new pollcy_ requested applies operation, access, maintenance and
1nst§ad. Wlt_h regard to the upgrading of network utilities (except the
National Grid, there are some National Grid).
activities that can take place
within proximity to National Further Submission by Horticulture NZ
Grid assets provided certain (FS10/023) supporting in part this
standards are met. The use of | Submission.
the words 'avoid adverse Further Submission by Powerco (FS13/011)
effects’ is a very broad and opposing in part this submission.
onerous restriction on
subdivision and development
which Transpower considers
to be inappropriate.

73 3A3 KiwiRail Holdings Support Support the requirements to Retain as notified. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S2/006 by KiwiRail is accepted.

Objectives and
Policies (Policy
2.3)

Limited (KiwiRail) -
S2/006

manage potential effects from
adjacent developments and
activities on the ability to
safely operate the network
utility, including in relation to
reverse sensitivity,
subdivision and development.
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73 3A3 NZ Transport Support Support Policy 2.3 and is Retain as notified. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S7/010 by NZ Transport Agency is
Objectives and | Agency - S7/010 supportive of avoiding accepted.

Policies (Policy reverse sensitivity issues

2.3) which may arise between
network utilities and
neighbouring activities such
as residential dwellings.

73 3A3 New Zealand Support NZDF support the provisions Retain provisions as notified or wording to Support is noted. Recommend that submission S8/008 by NZ Defence Force is
Objectives and | Defence Force - for network utilities. similar effect. accepted.

Policies (Policy | S8/008

2.3)

73 3A3 Manawatu- Support Support intent. Retain as drafted in PPC55. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S5/020 by Horizons is accepted.
Objectives and | Whanganui Regional
Policies (Policy | Council (Horizons) -

2.3) §5/020

73 3A3 Spark - S17/010 Support Retain Policy 2.3. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S17/010 by Spark is accepted.
Objectives and
Policies (Policy
2.3)

74 3A3 Powerco - S16/018 Not stated Amend to clarify that Amend Policy 2.3 as follows: Changes requested to Policy 2.3 would ensure consistency with Recommend that submission S16/018 by Powerco is accepted
Objectives and potential effects of planned To ensure all subdivision and development other changes recommended through submissions. In response toa | and FS11/013 by First Gas is accepted and Policy 2.3 is
Policies (Policy network utilities (e.g. is designed to avoid adverse effects on the previous submission by the submitter, a new term (and definition) amended as follows:

2.3) de51gnatlor.15_ I}Ot yet given operation, access, maintenance, replacement are proposed to_ be u§ed for 'p.lapr.led development. T_hls should To ensure all subdivision and development is designed to avoid
effect or utilities identified in and upgrading of existing or planned also apply to this policy. A definition for replallcement is also adverse effects on the operation, access, maintenance,
structure plans) should also network utilities. recommended under S16/001 to ensure clarity for plan users. replacement and upgrading of existing or planned development
be managed. . : of network utilities.

Further Submission by First Gas (FS11/013) =
supporting this submission.

75 3A3 First Gas (formerly Support Supports the wording in 2.3 in | Retain Policy 2.3 Support is noted. Recommend that submission S20/014 by First Gas is accepted.
Objectives and | Vector Gas) Ltd - that it protects essential
Policies (Policy | S20/014 infrastructure from third
2.3) party activities which may

compromise its safe, efficient
and effective functioning.

75 3A3 Chorus New Zealand | Support Retain Policy 2.3. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S18/011 by Chorus is accepted.
Objectives and | Limited - S18/011
Policies (Policy
2.3)

76 3A3 Heritage New Oppose Reads same as Policy 3.2 and Replace Objective 3 with the following: There are a number of submissions which all request changes to Recommend that submission S3/009 by Heritage NZ is accepted
Objectives and | Zealand Pouhere does not reference the To protect areas of sienificant natural Objective 3. The intent of the proposed objective was to protect in part and FS7/021 by Transpower is rejected and Objective 3
Policies Taonga - S3/009 protection of areas of natural, | _.1tural and historic heritage from the those few areas in the District that have significant heritage or is deleted and a new objective is inserted as follows:

(Objective 3) cultural and historic heritage landscape value. The submissions on Objective 3 generally seek to

from the adverse effects of
network utilities (which is
provided for in Rule 3A.4.2.1).
The objective should address
the broader protection of
these areas, while the policies
then focus on the more
specific restricting of
development in certain areas
and avoiding, remedying or
mitigating adverse effects on
historical, cultural and natural
heritage values. The use of
'heritage’ is not specific
enough to the different types
of heritage being covered. The
phrase 'natural, cultural and

potential adverse effects of the subdivision,
use and development of network utilities.

Further Submission by Transpower
(FS7/021) opposing this submission.

broaden the objective and create a separation between Objective 3
and Policy 3.2. This is supported. In reviewing all submissions
changes are proposed to the Objective to better reflect the intent,
the provisions of Section 6(b) of the Act, and to provide greater
clarity for plan users.

To protect the values that are important to significant heritage
and landscape areas from the development of network utilities.
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historic heritage' is
considered best practice.

77

3A3
Objectives and
Policies
(Objective 3)

Transpower New
Zealand Limited -
S$11/028

Oppose

Oppose Objective 3 as it does
not recognise that it may not
be technically feasible to
locate new network utilities
and regionally and nationally
important infrastructure
within a road corridor. It
assumes that the adverse
effects of such development
outside of the road corridor
has the potential to generate
adverse effects on heritage
and landscape values if it is
not. Transpower considers
this is inconsistent with the
NPSET with respect to the
National Grid. The intent of
the amendments is to
acknowledge that the National
Grid is linear and has
locational and other
constraints. These constraints
together with the benefits that
this infrastructure provides to
the district and beyond (i.e.
potentially rendering them no
'inappropriate’) need to be
acknowledged and provided
for. NPSET Policy 8 which
provides a framework for
National Grid activities in
rural environments
specifically includes the
words 'seek to avoid adverse
effects on outstanding natural
landscapes'. The words 'seek
to' are not a bottom line or
'must’ requirement. Requests
that the objective and policies
are separated to address the
effects that are sought to be
managed within areas of
significant heritage and
landscape value respectively.

Amend Objective 3 as follows:

To protect restrict, except within an existing
road carriageway, the development of
network utilities within areas of significant
heritage and landscape value Outstanding
Natural Features and Landscapes from
inappropriate development of network
utilities to recognising the values of these
important areas.

Further Submission by First Gas (FS11/014)
supporting this submission.

There are a number of submissions which all request changes to
Objective 3. The intent of the proposed objective was to protect
those few areas in the district that have significant heritage or
landscape value. The submissions on Objective 3 generally seek to
broaden the objective and create a separation between Objective 3
and Policy 3.2. This is supported. In reviewing all submissions
changes are proposed to the Objective to better reflect the intent,
the provisions of Section 6(b) of the Act, and to provide greater
clarity for plan users.

Recommend that submission S11/028 by Transpower is
accepted in part and FS11/014 by First Gas is accepted in part
and Objective 3 is deleted and a new objective is inserted as
follows:

To protect the values that are important to significant heritage
and landscape areas from the development of network utilities.

78

3A3
Objectives and
Policies
(Objective 3)

Powerco - S16/019

Not stated

As currently drafted objective
repeats Policy 3.2. Seek to
broaden the objective to
relate to effects of network
utilities generally, whilst still
ensuring consistency with the
Act.

Amend Objective 3 as follows:

To protect restriet-exceptwithinan-existing
roadearriicaraythedevelopmentof
I utilis i  cionifi

the values of Outstanding Natural Features
and Landscapes from inappropriate
development of network utilities.

There are a number of submissions which all request changes to
Objective 3. The intent of the proposed objective was to protect
those few areas in the district that have significant heritage or
landscape value. The submissions on Objective 3 generally seek to
broaden the objective and create a separation between Objective 3
and Policy 3.2. This is supported. In reviewing all submissions
changes are proposed to the Objective to better reflect the intent,
the provisions of Section 6(b) of the Act, and to provide greater
clarity for plan users.

Recommend that submission S16/019 by Powerco is accepted
in part and Objective 3 is deleted and a new objective is inserted
as follows:

To protect the values that are important to significant heritage
and landscape areas from the development of network utilities.

79

3A3
Objectives and
Policies
(Objective 3)

Spark - S17/011

Support in part

There are instances where
there is a wider benefit to
locating telecommunications
or radiocommunications
infrastructure within these
areas, as well as a technical
requirement or functional
need.

Amend Objective 3 as follows:

To restrict, except within an existing road
carriageway, the development of network
utilities within areas of significant heritage
and landscape value recognising the values
of these important areas, alongside
economic, cultural and social benefits
derived from the network utilities being

There are a number of submissions which all request changes to
Objective 3. The intent of the proposed objective was to protect
those few areas in the district that have significant heritage or
landscape value. The submissions on Objective 3 generally seek to
broaden the objective and create a separation between Objective 3
and Policy 3.2. This is supported. In reviewing all submissions
changes are proposed to the Objective to better reflect the intent,

Recommend that submission S17/011 by Spark is rejected.
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located in those areas, as well as the adverse | the provisions of Section 6(b) of the Act, and to provide greater
effects of not providing those network clarity for plan users.

1f1t111t1.es. alnd t}:ieftechmcal rlfqulllr'e.mentsband The requested changes by the submitter change the intent of the
lunctloga r}llee Or network utiiities to be objective, and the wording recommended as a result of other

ocated in those areas. submissions. On that basis the changes requested are not supported.
Further Submission by Heritage NZ

(FS5/021) opposing this submission.

79 3A3 Chorus New Zealand | Supportin part | There are instances where Amend Objective 3 as follows: There are a number of submissions which all request changes to Recommend that submission S18/012 by Chorus is rejected.
Obl]_ec_tlves and | Limited - S18/012 ltherg isa v;nder beneflt t(_) To restrict, except within an existing road Ohb]ectflve 3. Thg 1nthent (.)ft}}e p}rlop(})lsed ob]egft_lve w;ls tp protect
Pob1.c1es. ocatl;g te ecomr_nun_lcatlons carriageway, the development of network ; ose ew arelas mTth e Dlstﬁct .t at avebs.lgn.l icant erlta}lge or .

(Objective 3) _orfra 1ocommun.1cha.tlorﬁs utilities within areas of significant heritage ;m sdcapehva lll)e he su (;mssmns onO ]E(.ZtIV(; 3 genera b){ see to
infrastructure within t ese and landscape value recognising the values roaden the o ]ecQVIe and create a sepa?atl(.)n etween 0 !ectlve 3
areas, as well as a technical of these important areas, alongside and Policy 3.2. This is supported. In reviewing all submissions
requirement or functional economic. cultural and social benefits changes are proposed to the Objective to better reflect the intent,
need. derived from the network utilities being the provisions of Section 6(b) of the Act, and to provide greater

located in those areas, as well as the adverse clarity for plan users.

effects of not providing those network The requested changes by the submitter change the intent of the
utilities, and the technical requirements and | objective, and the wording recommended through other

functional need for network utilities to be submissions. On that basis the changes requested are not supported.
located in those areas.

Further Submission by Heritage NZ

(FS5/002) opposing this submission.

80 3A3 First Gas (formerly Oppose Considers the intent of the Amend objective 3 There are a number of submissions which all request changes to Recommend that submission S20/015 by First Gas is accepted
Objectives and | Vector Gas) Ltd - objective should be to protect | 1, restrict except withinan existing road Objective 3. The intent of the proposed objective was to protect in part and Objective 3 is deleted and a new objective is inserted
Policies S20/015 such values from WM%MM those few areas in the District that have significant heritage or as follows:

(Objective 3) mapprc;{prlz?lltle.development(;)f it ithin protect areas of significant {;emdsdcapehvahll)e.. The subdmlssmns on Ob]e,CtlvE 3 general:)}{ se?k to To protect the values that are important to significant heritage
netwcl)r lim 1t1es,_as.oppose heritage and landscape value from r(()ia elr.l the o ]e}cflvle an creatg a Sepa?atlf’n el';wesn 0 ].ectlve 3 and landscape areas from the development of network utilities.
to a blanket restriction. inappropriate development of network and Policy 3.2. This is supporte. . Ir_1 reviewing all submissions

utilities recognising the values of these changes are proposeq to the Objective to better reﬂe.ct the intent,
important areas the provisions of Section 6(b) of the Act, and to provide greater
clarity for plan users.

81 3A3 Transpower New Oppose Oppose Objective 3 and its Add a new policy as follows: While the submitter seeks consistency with the NPS the use of Recommend that submission S11/031 by Transpower is
Obj_ec.tives and | Zealand Limited - policies as they. do not Seek to avoid adverse effects senerated by ‘avoid’ i.s an apsolute and has a specific meanirllg. f.rom re.cefn.t case rejeFted as F$4/O 19 by Horizons is accepted ar}d FS5/027 .by
Policies S11/031 recognise that it may not be law which ultimately would see the Plan prohibiting activities in key | Heritage NZ is accepted and FS10/013 by Horticulture NZ is

technically feasible to locate
new network utilities and
regionally and nationally
important infrastructure
within a road corridor. It
assumes that the adverse
effects of such development
outside of the road corridor
has the potential to generate
adverse effects on heritage
and landscape values if it is
not. Transpower considers
this is inconsistent with the
NPSET with respect to the
National Grid. The intent of
the amendments is to
acknowledge that the National
Grid is linear and has
locational and other
constraints. These constraints
together with the benefits that
this infrastructure provides to
the district and beyond (i.e.
potentially rendering them no
'inappropriate’) need to be
acknowledged and provided
for. NPSET Policy 8 which
provides a framework for

the National Grid on areas of significant
landscape value while taking in to account

the locational, technical and operational
requirements and constraints of the
National Grid and the contribution it makes
to the functioning and well-being of the
community and beyond in assessing its
location, design and appearance.

Further Submission by Horizons (F$4/019)
opposing this submission.

Further Submission by Heritage NZ
(FS5/027) opposing this submission.

Further Submission by Horticulture NZ
(FS$10/013) supporting this submission.

areas. This was not likely to be the intention of the submitter.

This submission point links to the other requests of the submitter to
delete proposed Policies 3.1 and 3.2, and replace them with this new
policy. This approach would not provide policy support for the
consideration of the effects of other network utilities on sensitive
areas listed in the District Plan appendices. This approach would
also potentially undermine the ability of the District Plan to give
effect to the One Plan.

The intent of the requested changes are already provided for in
Policies 1.1 and 1.4, and Objective 2 and Policy 2.2. On that basis the
new policy is considered unnecessary.

rejected.
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National Grid activities in
rural environments
specifically includes the
words 'seek to avoid adverse
effects on outstanding natural
landscapes'. The words 'seek
to' are not a bottom line or
'must’' requirement. Requests
that the objective and policies
are separated to address the
effects that are sought to be
managed within areas of
significant heritage and
landscape value respectively.

82

3A3
Objectives and
Policies (Policy
3.1)

Heritage New
Zealand Pouhere
Taonga - S3/010

Oppose in part

Current policy does not
protect sites of cultural and
historical heritage value.
These are also vulnerable to
adverse effects from utility
infrastructure, both where the
infrastructure is located
within the site or adjacent to
it. Reference to items in
Appendix 1E and 1F should be
included. Reference to avoid,
remedy, mitigate should be
used here as this would allow
greater flexibility in
distinguishing between
Category A, B and C items in
the appendices. The current
drafting uses the word 'area’
to refer to the range of items
in the appendices. This could
create the impression that the
policy applies to more than
just what is in the appendices.
Specific reference to natural,
historical, and cultural
heritage values is also
recommended.

Amend Policy 3.1 as follows:

To avoid, remedy or mitigate the adverse
effects of the subdivision, use and
development of network utilities on the
natural, historical, and cultural heritage
values of the items scheduled in Appendix
1C (Outstanding Natural Features), 1E

(Buildings and Objects with Heritage Value)
and 1F (Sites with Heritage Value).

The intention of Policy 3.1 was to protect the values of those areas
specifically scheduled in the District Plan as Outstanding Natural
Features and Landscapes. The same level of protection is afforded to
areas of historic heritage through section 6 of the Act. On that basis
it would be appropriate to include reference to those areas in
Appendix 1E and 1F of the District Plan.

Including reference to avoid, remedy and mitigate merely repeats
the Act and does not provide guidance or clarity for plan users.

Recommend that submission S3/010 by Heritage NZ is accepted
in part and Policy 3.1 is amended as follows:

To protect the values that cause an Outstanding Natural Feature
and Landscape to be identified scheduled in Appendix 1C
(Outstanding Natural Features) or a site of historic heritage
scheduled in Appendix 1E (Buildings and Objects with Heritage
Value) and 1F (Sites with Heritage Value) from inappropriate
subdivision, use and development.

83

3A3
Objectives and
Policies (Policy
3.1)

Transpower New
Zealand Limited -
S$11/029

Oppose

Oppose Policy 1.3 as it does
not recognise that it may not
be technically feasible to
locate new network utilities
and regionally and nationally
important infrastructure
within a road corridor. It
assumes that the adverse
effects of such development
outside of the road corridor
has the potential to generate
adverse effects on heritage
and landscape values if it is
not. Transpower considers
this is inconsistent with the
NPSET with respect to the
National Grid. The intent of
the amendments is to
acknowledge that the National
Grid is linear and has
locational and other
constraints. These constraints
together with the benefits that

Delete Policy 3.1.

Further Submission by Horizons (F§4/017)
opposing this submission.

Further Submission by Heritage NZ

(FS5/025) supporting in part this submission.

The intention of Policy 3.1 was to protect the values of those areas
specifically scheduled in the District Plan as Outstanding Natural
Features and Landscapes.

While the submitter seeks consistency with the NPS the use of
‘avoid’ is an absolute and has a specific meaning from recent case
law which ultimately would see the Plan prohibiting activities in key
areas. This was not likely to be the intention of the submitter.

This submission point links to the other requests of the submitter
for a new policy that specifically relates only to Transpower, which
is recommended for inclusion in the District Plan (see S11/027).

The deletion of Policy 3.1 is not supported as the approach would
not provide policy support for the consideration of the effects of
other network utilities on sensitive areas listed in the District Plan
appendices. This approach would also potentially undermine the
ability of the District Plan to give effect to the One Plan.

Recommend that submission S11/029 by Transpower is
rejected and FS4/017 by Horizons is accepted and FS5/025 by
Heritage NZ is rejected.
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this infrastructure provides to
the district and beyond (i.e.
potentially rendering them no
'inappropriate’) need to be
acknowledged and provided
for. NPSET Policy 8 which
provides a framework for
National Grid activities in
rural environments
specifically includes the
words 'seek to avoid adverse
effects on outstanding natural
landscapes'. The words 'seek
to' are not a bottom line or
'must’' requirement. Requests
that the objective and policies
are separated to address the
effects that are sought to be
managed within areas of
significant heritage and
landscape value respectively.

83 3A3 Powerco - S16/020 Not stated Delete Policy 3.1 as this policy is now The intention of Policy 3.1 was to protect the values of those areas Recommend that submission S16/020 by Powerco is rejected

Objectives and incorporated into the amendments sought specifically scheduled in the District Plan as Outstanding Natural and FS5/017 by Heritage NZ is rejected.
Policies (Policy to Objective 3. Features and Landscapes. Through other submissions this has been
3.1) Further Submission by Heritage NZ expanded to historic heritage areas listed in the District Plan

(FS5/017) supporting in part this submission. appendices.
This submission point links to the other requests of the submitter
relating to changes to Objective 3. Those changes are not
supported, however a new Objective 3 is recommended. Deletion of
this policy is not supported as it would not provide policy support
for the consideration of the effects of network utilities on sensitive
areas listed in the District Plan appendices. This approach would
also potentially undermine the ability of the District Plan to give
effect to the One Plan.

84 3A3 Heritage New Support in part | Support with amendment. Amend Policy 3.2 as follows: Reference by the submitter to the ‘setting of an item scheduled’ is Recommend that submission S3/001 by Heritage NZ is accepted
Objectives and | Zealand Pouhere Current drafting uses word To restrict development of network utilities, considered to be unclear and ambiguous. in part and FS13/014 by Powerco is rejected and Policy 3.2
Policies (Policy | Taonga - $3/011 ‘area’ howeyer not ?H 1tervns n except within an existing road carriageway, | With the recommendation to include reference in Objective 3 to amended as follows:

3.2) the appendices are areas’and | i, the area or setting of items scheduled | buildings and objects with heritage value it is appropriate to include | To restrict the development of network utilities, except within
's.hould’ be referred to as siontfieantherirgeandlondseapasalie in reference to these within this policy, with other minor referencing an existing road carriageway, within areas scheduled of
;tems : ].Z)ev(eillopr;llent can then Appendix 1A (Wetlands, Lakes, Rivers and improvements for consistency. fentd i in Appendix 1A
S:t:;erlsgr;(f:iie;r; itteenilsr.ea or }hei.r Margins), 1B (Significfmt Areas O-f Note that through another submission, reference to ‘no practicable (Wetlands, Lakes, Rivers and their Margins), 13 (Significant

o ndigenous Forest/Vegetation (excluding It tive location’ has also been included in the policy. Areas of Indigenous Forest/Vegetation (excluding Reserves), 1C
Reference to significant Reserves), 1C (Outstanding Natural atterna botiey (Outstanding Natural Features), 1D (Trees with Heritage Value),
.herltage and lands.ca.lpe value Features), 1D (Trees with Heritage Value), 1E (Buildings and Objects with Heritage Value) and 1F (Sites
IS unnecessary as itis already 1E (Buildings and Objects with Heritage with Heritage Value) unless there is no practicable alternative
a criterion _for being ) Value) and 1F (Sites with Heritage Value) location.
scheduled in the appendices. unless there is no alternative location.
Development should also be
restricted in the area of Further Submission by Powerco (FS13/014)
setting of scheduled items in | 0Pposing in part this submission.
Appendix 1E as these can be
adversely effected by network
utilities. e.g. a transformer
cabinet adjacent to a heritage
buildings can adversely affect
the historical, cultural and
natural heritage values due to
it being out of place.
85 3A3 Transpower New Oppose Oppose Policy 3.2 as it does Delete Policy 3.2. The intention of Policy 3.2 was to restrict development in those Recommend that submission S11/030 by Transpower is

Objectives and
Policies (Policy
3.2)

Zealand Limited -
S11/030

not recognise that it may not
be technically feasible to
locate new network utilities
and regionally and nationally

Further Submission by Horizons (F54/018)
opposing this submission.

areas scheduled in Appendix 1 of the existing District Plan.

While the submitter seeks consistency with the NPS the use of the
word ‘avoid’ is an absolute and has a specific meaning from recent

rejected and FS4 /018 by Horizons is accepted and FS5/026 by
Heritage NZ is accepted and FS13/015 by Powerco is rejected.
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important infrastructure
within a road corridor. It
assumes that the adverse
effects of such development
outside of the road corridor
has the potential to generate
adverse effects on heritage
and landscape values if it is
not. Transpower considers
this is inconsistent with the
NPSET with respect to the
National Grid. The intent of
the amendments is to
acknowledge that the National
Grid is linear and has
locational and other
constraints. These constraints
together with the benefits that
this infrastructure provides to
the district and beyond (i.e.
potentially rendering them no
'iInappropriate') need to be
acknowledged and provided
for. NPSET Policy 8 which
provides a framework for
National Grid activities in
rural environments
specifically includes the
words 'seek to avoid adverse
effects on outstanding natural
landscapes'. The words 'seek
to' are not a bottom line or
'must’ requirement. Requests
that the objective and policies
are separated to address the
effects that are sought to be
managed within areas of
significant heritage and
landscape value respectively.

Further Submission by Heritage NZ
(FS5/026) opposing this submission.

Further Submission by Powerco (FS13/015)
supporting in part this submission.

case law which ultimately would see the Plan prohibiting activities

in key areas. This was not likely to be the intention of the submitter.

This submission point links to the other requests of the submitter
for a new policy that specifically relates only to Transpower. This is
not supported as it would not provide policy support for the
consideration of the effects of other network utilities on sensitive
areas listed in the District Plan appendices. This approach would
also potentially undermine the ability of the District Plan to give
effect to the One Plan.

86

3A3
Objectives and
Policies (Policy
3.2)

Powerco - S16/021

Not stated

Term practicable should be
added to recognise that there
may be alternatives, but that
these may not be practicable
(i.e. unless there is no
practicable alternative).
Primary way of minimising
adverse effects is through
careful route selection. In route
selection significant landscapes
and other sensitive areas will be
identified and taken into
account when arriving at the
most appropriate line route,
although the provision of the
Plan should not have the effect
of making such areas inviolable
and should ensure that
significant landscapes and other
areas are clearly identified. A
line may be have to traverse
part of an area because to do
otherwise may result in greater
overall effects from the line
route.

Amend Policy 3.2 as follows:

To limit the development of network
utilities within Outstanding Natural
Features and Landscapes in Appendix 1A
(Wetlands, Lakes, Rivers and their Margins),
1B (Significant Areas of Indigenous
Forest/Vegetation (excluding Reserves)), 1C
(Outstanding Natural Features), 1D (Trees
with Heritage Value) and 1F (Sites with
Heritage Value) unless there is no
practicable alternative location.

Further Submission by Forest and Bird
(FS$1/009) opposing this submission.

Further Submission by Heritage NZ
(FS5/018) supporting this submission.

A review of the Outstanding Natural Features and Landscapes has
occurred as part of the Rural Zone Review, with new areas
proposed. In considering the potential areas of Outstanding Natural
Features and Landscapes, there are few areas where existing
infrastructure is within the scheduled areas. Therefore the risk of
triggering the need to consider these policies is considered to be
low.

However, there is merit in the suggestion that consideration of
future consent applications, should they occur, should recognise
that alternatives may be possible and should be considered.

The objective does not require avoidance of network utilities within
outstanding natural features and landscapes. On that basis it is
considered appropriate to include reference to ‘practicable’.

Note that other changes are recommended to the policy by another
submission but in a manner consistent with its intent.

Recommend that submission S16/021 by Powerco is accepted
and FS1/009 by Forest and Bird is rejected and FS5/018 by
Heritage NZ is accepted and Policy 3.2 amended as follows:

To restrict the development of network utilities, except within
an existing road carriageway, within areas scheduled of

et i in Appendix 1A
(Wetlands, Lakes, Rivers and their Margins), 1B (Significant
Areas of Indigenous Forest/Vegetation (excluding Reserves), 1C
(Outstanding Natural Features), 1D (Trees with Heritage Value),
1E (Buildings and Objects with Heritage Value) and 1F (Sites
with Heritage Value) unless there is no practicable alternative
location.

Page 35 of 102




No: | Provision Submission point Support/oppose | Reasons Decision requested Officer Comment Officer Recommendation
86 3A3 First Gas (formerly Supportin part | In most circumstances there Amend Policy 3.2 A review of the Outstanding Natural Features and Landscapes has Recommend that submission S20/016 by First Gas is accepted
Objectives and | Vector Gas) Ltd - will be an alternative, but it To restrict the development of network occurred as part of the Rural Zone Review which is underway, with and Policy 3.2 amended as follows:
Policies (Policy | 520/016 may not be prac‘Flcable for utilities, except within an existing road new areas proposedl. In considering the potentlallq areas 0? To restrict the development of network utilities, except within
3.2) many reasons. Flrst_Gas . carriageway, within areas of significant Outstand%ng., NaFura Features .and_La.ndscapes, there are few areas an existing road carriageway, within areas scheduled of
considers proposal in this heritage and landscape value in Appendix where existing infrastructure is within the scheduled areas. ionificant herit Uand lue in Appendix 1A
context should consider what 1A (Wetlands, Lakes, Rivers and their Therefore the risk of triggering the need to consider these policies is (Wetlands, Lakes, Rivers and their Margins), 1B (Significant
is the nest practicable option Margins), 1B (Significant Areas of considered to be low. Areas of Indigenous Forest/Vegetation (excluding Reserves), 1C
Indigenous Forest Vegetation (excluding However, there is merit in the suggestion that consideration of (Outstanding Natural Features), 1D (Trees with Heritage Value),
Reserves), 1C (Outstanding Natural future consent applications, should they occur, should recognise 1E (Buildings and Objects with Heritage Value) and 1F (Sites
Features), 1D (Trees with Heritage Value) that alternatives may be possible and should be considered. with Heritage Value) unless there is no practicable alternative
and 1F (Slteiwtl)th Heritage \lﬁllue] unlessit | Ty objective does not require avoidance of network utilities within | 0€ation.
rinresgnts L le Ll pralctlca_ Loplion. outstanding natural features and landscapes. On that basis it is
There is no alternative location. considered appropriate to include reference to practicable.
Further Submzsszgn by .Forest ‘?”‘? Bird Note that other changes are recommended to the policy by another
(FS1/005) opposing this submission. submission but in a manner consistent with its intent.
Further Submission by Heritage NZ
(FS5/012) supporting in part this submission.
87 3A3 Spark - S17/012 Supportin part | The wider community Amend Policy 3.2 as follows: As a result of other submissions, Policy 3.2 is proposed to be Recommend that submission S17/012 by Spark is rejected and

Objectives and
Policies (Policy
3.2)

benefits of and the technical
requirement or functional
need to locate
telecommunications and
radiocommunications
infrastructure in areas of
significant heritage and
landscape value needs to be
reflected in Policy 3.2.

Consider the following matters where new
network utilities or major upgrades to
network utilities are proposed within areas
of significant heritage and landscape value
in Appendix 1A (Wetlands, Lakes, River and
their Margins), 1B (Significant Areas of
Indigenous Forest/Vegetation (excluding

Reserves)), 1C Outstanding Natural

Features), 1D (Trees with Heritage Value)
and 1F (Sites with Heritage Value):

(a) the economic, cultural and social
benefits derived from the network
utility and the adverse effects of not

providing the network utility;

(b) whether the network utility has a
functional or operational need to be

located in or traverse the proposed
location;

(c) the need for utility connections across
or through such areas to enable an
effective and efficient network;

(d) whether there are any practicable
alternative locations, routes, or designs
which would avoid, or reduce adverse
effects on the values of those places,
while having regard to Policy 3.2 (a) -
(c):

(e) the extent of existing adverse effects
and potential cumulative adverse
effects;

amended to refer to ‘no practicable alternative location’. Itis
considered that this goes some way to address the concerns of the
submitter.

The submission requests a complete change in focus/intent of
Policy 3.2, which is not supported.

The recommended amendments to Objective 3, and in conjunction
with Objective 1 and associated policies, address the issues raised in
this submission. The objective does not seek to avoid any
development in significant areas and is already enabling in intent.

FS1/011 by Forest and Bird is accepted and FS4/002 by
Horizons is accepted and FS5/022 is accepted and FS13/013 by
Powerco is rejected.
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(f) _how the proposed network utility
contributes to the strategic form or
function of the Manawatu;

(g) the type, scale and extent of adverse
effects on the identified values of the
area;

(h) whether adverse effects on the
identified values of the area must be
avoided pursuant to any national policy
statement, national environmental
standard, or regional policy statement.

Further Submission by Forest and Bird
(FS1/011) opposing this submission.

Further Submission by Horizons (FS4/002)
opposing this submission.

Further Submission by Heritage NZ
(FS5/022) opposing this submission.

Further Submission by Powerco (FS§13/013)
supporting in part this submission.

87

3A3
Objectives and
Policies (Policy
3.2)

Chorus New Zealand
Limited - S18/013

Support in part

The wider community
benefits of and the technical
requirement or functional
need to locate
telecommunications and
radiocommunications
infrastructure in areas of
significant heritage and
landscape value needs to be
reflected in Policy 3.2.

Amend Policy 3.2 as follows:

Consider the following matters where new
network utilities or major upgrades to
network utilities are proposed within areas
of significant heritage and landscape value
in Appendix 1A (Wetlands, Lakes, River and
their Margins), 1B (Significant Areas of
Indigenous Forest/Vegetation (excluding
Reserves)), 1C Outstanding Natural

Features), 1D (Trees with Heritage Value)
and 1F (Sites with Heritage Value):

(a) the economic, cultural and social
benefits derived from the network
utility and the adverse effects of not
providing the network utility;

(b) whether the network utility has a
functional or operational need to be
located in or traverse the proposed
location;

(c) the need for utility connections across
or through such areas to enable an
effective and efficient network;

(d) whether there are any practicable
alternative locations, routes, or designs
which would avoid, or reduce adverse
effects on the values of those places,
while having regard to Policy 3.2 (a) -

)

As a result of other submissions, Policy 3.2 is proposed to be
amended to refer to ‘no practicable alternative location’. Itis
considered that this goes some way to address the concerns of the
submitter.

The submission requests a complete change in focus/intent of
Policy 3.2 which is not supported.

The recommended amendments to Objective 3, and in conjunction
with Objective 1 and associated policies, address the issues raised in
this submission. The objective does not seek to avoid any
development in significant areas and is already enabling in intent.

Recommend that submission S18/013 by Chorus is rejected and
FS1/001 is accepted and FS4/003 by Horizons is accepted and
FS5/003 by Heritage NZ is accepted and FS10/002 by
Horticulture NZ is rejected and FS13/012 by Powerco is
rejected.
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(e) the extent of existing adverse effects
and potential cumulative adverse
effects;

(f) _how the proposed network utility
contributes to the strategic form or
function of the Manawatu;

(g) the type, scale and extent of adverse
effects on the identified values of the
area;

(h) whether adverse effects on the
identified values of the area must be
avoided pursuant to any national policy
statement, national environmental
standard, or regional policy statement.

Further Submission by Forest and Bird
(FS1/001) opposing this submission.

Further Submission by Horizons (F$4/003)
opposing this submission.

Further Submission by Heritage NZ
(FS5/003) opposing this submission.
Further Submission by Horticulture NZ
(FS10/002) supporting this submission.

Further Submission by Powerco (FS§13/012)
supporting in part this submission.

88

3A3
Objectives and
Policies

First Gas (formerly
Vector Gas) Ltd -
S20/017

Not stated

The District Plan is required
to 'recognise and provide for’
regionally and nationally
significant infrastructure and
on that basis a policy under
Objective 3 should be
provided with considers their
locational, operational and
technical constraints.

New Policy 3X

Consider the location, technical and
operational requirements of regionally and
nationally significant infrastructure and the
contribution they make to the functioning
and well-being of the community and

beyond when assessing their location
design and appearance.

Further Submission by Heritage NZ
(FS5/013) opposing this submission.

The matters of concern raised by the submitter are already covered
by recommended changes to Objective 1 and its policies. There is
also a recommended change to Policy 3.2 which introduces
reference to ‘no practicable alternative location’. Therefore it is
considered unnecessary to add an additional policy as requested.

Recommend that submission S20/017 by First Gas is rejected
and FS5/013 by Heritage NZ is accepted.

89

3A.4 Rules

Federated Farmers -
S1/007

Not stated

As many utilities are
constructed over private land
they can have a major effect
during construction and
upgrading and can
perpetually restrict use and
enjoyment of that land. The
ability to participate in a
resource consent process for
an activity that will occur on
their land will be vital for
landowners and will ensure
that there will be
consideration of the extent to
which the adverse effects can
be avoided, remedied or
mitigated. We are concerned
that a permitted activity
status will not consider
adverse effects on landowners
and is not reliant on any
standards of consultation.

That the following activities listed in 3A.4.1
are made discretionary activities.

A, the operation, maintenance, minor
upgrading or repair of utilities existing
as at (notification date)

B, construction, operation, and upgrading
of roads and railway lines within the
exiting road reserve or railway corridor

C, radiocommunication and/or
telecommunication facilities, cables and
lines, including those underground

G, the construction, maintenance and
upgrading of any new electricity lines
and
associated transformers up to and
including 110kv.

K, railway crossing warning devices and
barrier arms.

Further Submission by Transpower
(FS7/027) opposing this submission.

Further Submission by Horticulture NZ
(FS10/024) supporting in part this
submission.

The list of permitted activities has been retained from the current
District Plan where they have worked successfully for many years.
Many of the activities listed are also covered by existing
designations.

Requiring these activities as a discretionary activity does not
necessarily mean any greater consultation with landowners, than if
they remain permitted (as currently the case). Land access
agreements are still required and these rules would not change that
approach.

Recommend that submission S1/007 by Federated Farmers is
rejected and FS7/027 by Transpower is accepted and FS10/024
by Horticulture NZ is rejected and FS11/015 by First Gas is
accepted and FS13/016 by Powerco is accepted.
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Further Submission by First Gas (FS11/015)
opposing this submission.

Further Submission by Powerco (F§13/016)
opposing this submission.

90

3A.4 Rules

Federated Farmers -
S1/008

Not stated

Federated Farmers has
worked in conjunction with
Transpower (and other
relevant organisations) to
come to agreement on what
activities are appropriate to
be considered permitted
activities within the National
Grid Yard. To provide
certainty to the user
Federated Farmers propose
that the District Plan includes
provisions to enable the
following activities.

That the following activities are among
those considered permitted activities within
the District Plan Network Utility provisions:

Under the National Grid Conductors (wire):

In all zones, the following buildings and
structures more than 12m from a National
Grid Structure foundation or stay wire:

(a) Fences less than 2.5m high

(b) Uninhabitable farm buildings and
structures for farming activities,
excluding milking sheds (accessory
structures are permitted) and buildings
and structures for intensive rural
production activities.

* Activities around National Grid support
structures:

Buildings and structures within 12m from
a National Grid support structure:

(a) Fences less than 2.5m in height and
more than 5m from the nearest support
structures.

Further Submission by Forest and Bird
(FS$1/004) supporting this submission.

Further Submission by Transpower
(FS7/028) opposing this submission.

Further Submission by Horticulture NZ
(FS10/025) supporting this submission.

The intent of the Rules in section 3A.4 of the District Wide Rules are
to manage network utilities, not enable all landuse activities. Rules
managing land use activities, as sought by the submitter, would be
included in the zone rules, such as the rural zone. This is currently
what occurs now, and no change to this approach was signalled as
part of this plan change. On that basis it is considered inappropriate
to include these provisions in the Network Utility Rules.

Recommend that submission S1/008 by Federated Farmers is
rejected and FS1/004 by Forest and Bird is rejected and
FS7/028 by Transpower is accepted and FS10/025 by
Horticulture NZ is rejected.

91

3A.4 Rules

Heritage New
Zealand Pouhere
Taonga - S3/013

Support in part

Support subject to new
guidance. To assist applicants
in assessing if their
development could adversely
affect areas or sites on the
New Zealand Heritage List /
Rarangi Korero, consultation
with HNZPT should be
encouraged.

Add a new guidance note as follows:

Early consultation with Heritage New
Zealand Pouhere Taonga is encouraged
where a development may adversely affect
an item listed on the New Zealand Heritage
List/ Rarangi Korero. Works that may or
will modify or destroy an archaeological site
also require an Archaeological Authority
under the Heritage New Zealand Pouhere
Taonga Act (2014). It is an offence to modify
or destroy an archaeological site or
demolish/destroy a whole building if the

person knows or reasonably suspects it to
be an archaeological site. An archaeological

site is any place, including any building or
structure (or part of), that:

e  was associated with human activity or
the site of the wreck of a vessel that

occurred before 1990; and

e provides or may provide, through
archaeological investigation, evidence
relating to the history of New Zealand.

The reference requested by the submitter would provide additional
certainty for plan users.

Recommend that submission S3/013 by Heritage NZ is accepted
and a new guidance note included under Rule 3A.4.1 as follows:

Early consultation with Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga
is encouraged where a development may adversely affect an
item listed on the New Zealand Heritage List/Rarangi Korero.
Works near or within areas of historic heritage may also require
an Archaeological Authority under the Heritage New Zealand
Pouhere Taonga Act (2014). It is an offence to modify or destroy
an archaeological site or demolish/destroy a whole building if
the person knows or reasonably suspects it to be an
archaeological site. An archaeological site is any place, including
any building or structure (or part of), that:

e  was associated with human activity or the site of the

wreck of a vessel that occurred before 1900; and

e provides or may provide, through archaeological
investigation, evidence relating to the history of New
Zealand.

92

3A.4 Rules

Transpower New
Zealand Limited -
S$11/032

Support

Generally support the whole

permitted activity framework.

While compliance with the
Electricity (Hazards from

Transpower generally supports the
permitted activity rule framework for
network utilities as notified, subject to

For many network utilities the trimming and removal of vegetation
is an important maintenance activity. While this is considered to be
maintenance and permitted under Rule 3A.4.1.a, a specific rule
would avoid any confusion and uncertainty.

Recommend that submission S11/032 by Transpower is
accepted and a new clause added to Rule 3A.4.1 as follows:
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Trees) Regulations 2003 is including a new permitted activity rule as The trimming and removal of any vegetation that is required to
required, the rule framework follows: maintain safe separation distances or the ongoing efficient
for n.ejcwork utilit.ies doesnot | Trimmin and removal of any vegetation operation of the telecommunication or electricity line.
specifically permit the works that is required to maintain safe separation
necessary to ensure distances or the ongoing efficient operation
compliance. Transpower of the line.
otherwise supports permitted | —
activities listed in 3A.4.1(a)-
(o) and seeks that they be
retained.
93 3A.4 Rules Powerco - S16/030 Not stated Supports inclusion of a new Add a new permitted activity rule as follows: | For many network utilities the trimming and removal of vegetation Recommend that submission S16/030 by Powerco is accepted
permitted activity rule. Trimmine and removal of any vesetation is an important maintenance activity. While this is considered to be | and a new clause added to Rule 3A.4.1 as follows:
that is required to maintain safe separation mamtenan_ce and perml_tted under Rule.3A.4.1.a, a specific rule The trimming and removal of any vegetation that is required to
distances or the ongoing efficient operation | Would avoid any confusion and uncertainty. maintain safe separation distances or the ongoing efficient
of the line. operation of the telecommunication or electricity line.
94 3A.4 Rules Spark - S17/013 Not stated There is no clarity in this Amend the introduction to 3A.4 Rules as The submission seeks that all relevant rules for utilities are moved Recommend that submission S17/013 by Spark is rejected.
introduction as to whether the | follows: to a standalone chapter within the District Plan. The intention of
Districtlwic;e rgleils{ovzri‘ide t.he Rules in this chapter apply District-wide PPC55 was for the relevant provisions in the zone rules to also
zone rules for bulk and location o - : apply. For example, compliance with the noise levels in each zone,
type provisions. The current ’;‘hizine bla S.f d: bt]:VCtrll‘ieséiﬁ(t)ihaesaiﬁiles restrictions of activities in the National Grid Yard in the Residential
wording creates confusion. The ]0 o-abp Vl ° e] ° ;% s ar it | Zone and Flood Channel Zone and provisions in the Heritage
mtr(?d.uctlon to 3A.4 ?ho?ﬂd . o . Chapter. In the event that the zone rules were more restrictive, then
explicitly state that district wide M%mﬁHﬁW ; THeE those . intended t 1
. . provisions were intended to apply.
provisions override the zone and-provisions-of the applicable zone.
provisions in order to eliminate To enable a standalone network utilities chapter, additional matters
confusion for plan users. would need to be included into the provisions of Chapter 3A. This is
considered to be beyond the scope of the current plan change as
notified.
Submission S3/007 proposed changes that provide additional
clarity that the zone rules do apply. The recommendation to accept
these changes should go some way to addressing the concerns
raised in the submission.
94 3A.4 Rules First Gas (formerly Oppose Strong preference is that the Provide for stand-alone network utilities The submission seeks that all relevant rules for utilities are moved Recommend that submission S20/018 by First Gas is rejected.

Vector Gas) Ltd -
S20/018

rules in the chapter to be
stand-alone for network
utilities.

rules.

to a standalone chapter within the District Plan. The intention of
PPC55 was for the relevant provisions in the zone rules to also
apply. For example, compliance with the noise levels in each zone,
restrictions of activities in the National Grid Yard in the Residential
Zone and Flood Channel Zone and provisions in the Heritage
Chapter. In the event that the zone rules were more restrictive, then
those provisions were intended to apply.

To enable a standalone network utilities chapter, additional matters
would need to be included into the provisions of Chapter 3A. This is
considered to be beyond the scope of the current plan change as
notified.

Submission S3/007 proposed changes that provide additional
clarity that the zone rules do apply. The recommendation to accept
these changes should go some way to addressing the concerns
raised in the submission.
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94 3A.4 Rules Powerco - S16/022 Not stated Amend introductory text to Amend introductory text to provide clarity The submission seeks that all relevant rules for utilities are moved Recommend that submission S16/022 by Powerco is rejected.
delete reference to the zone on how the rules are read alongside the rest | to a standalone chapter within the District Plan. The intention of
rules. of the Plan and specifically remove the PPC55 was for the relevant provisions in the zone rules to also
reference to the need to comply with zone apply. For example, compliance with the noise levels in each zone,
rules as follows: restrictions of activities in the National Grid Yard in the Residential
Rules in this chapter apply District-wide and Zone and Flood Channel Zone and provisions in the Heritggt_a
the chapter needs to be read in conjunction Chapter. In. the event tl}at the zone rules were more restrictive, then
with the District Plan maps and the relevant those provisions were intended to apply.
appendices and-provisions-ef the-applicable | To enable a standalone network utilities chapter, additional matters
ZOne: would need to be included into the provisions of Chapter 3A. This is
considered to be beyond the scope of the current plan change as
notified.
Submission S3/007 proposed changes that provide additional
clarity that the zone rules do apply. The recommendation to accept
these changes should go some way to addressing the concerns
raised in the submission.
94 3A.4 Rules Chorus New Zealand | Not stated There is no clarity in this Amend the introduction to 3A.4 Rules as The submission seeks that all relevant rules for utilities are moved Recommend that submission S18/014 by Chorus is rejected.
Limited - S18/014 introduction as to whether follows: to a standalone chapter within the District Plan. The intention of
the Di.strict wide rules Rules in this chapter apply District-wide. PPC55 was for the relevan.t provis_ions in th(_e zone rul_es to also
override the zone rules for The zone based obiectives, policies and rules apply. For example, compliance with the noise levels in each zone,
bulk and location type do not apply to network utilities. 1] restrictions of activities in the National Grid Yard in the Residential
provisions. The current haot 1s tol 1 ; : ith | Zone and Flood Channel Zone and provisions in the Heritage
wording creates confusion. the District Plan-maps, relevant appendices Chapter. In the event that the zone rules were more restrictive, then
The introduction to 3A.4 1 . £l : licabl those provisions were intended to apply.
s}_lou.ld exphatly s_ta.te that To enable a standalone network utilities chapter, additional matters
dlsm(_:t wide provisions would need to be included into the provisions of Chapter 3A. This is
f)VGI‘I'lde the zone provisions considered to be beyond the scope of the current plan change as
in order to eliminate notified.
confusion for plan users.
Submission S3/007 proposed changes that provide additional
clarity that the zone rules do apply. The recommendation to accept
these changes should go some way to addressing the concerns
raised in the submission.
95 3A4.1 KiwiRail Holdings Support Support the operation, Retain as notified. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S2/009 by KiwiRail is accepted.
Permitted Limited (KiwiRail) - maintenance, minor
Activities (a) S2/009 upgrading and repair of
existing network utilities
being identified as a
permitted activity.
96 3A4.1 First Gas (formerly Support in part | Supportive of the provision Amend 3A.4.1 a.: Iii?:i?::ﬁ?g (())ffi?lef‘tt"‘;lvsotl;ll(l(:ltﬁlrlzlel:solrsj;lnlsﬂlzgrzzirnvflﬁirzl?;rtgzs made Recommend that submission S20/019 by First Gas is accepted
gizssét::(a) \Slsgt/oorl((})as) Ltd mzircl?eir;ibcleesntl}ilsoorperatlon, The operation., maintenapce, replacement to the objectives and policies the submission is supported. A and Rule 3{\.4.1a 1s. amended as follows: - |
; ’ X minor upgrading or repair of network definition for replacement is also recommended under S16,/001 to The operation, maintenance, replacement, minor upgrading or
upgrading or repalr of utilities existing as it [add decision date] or ensure clarity for plan users repair of network utilities existing as it [add decision date] or
netwolrk utilities lawfully which have been lawfully established. ' which have been lawfully established.
established at the time of
PC55 decision date. Requests
clarity that 'replacement’ is
also provided for.
97 3A4.1 Powerco - S16/024 Not stated Support in principle but seeks | Amend Rule 3A.4.1(a) as follows: Inclusion of the date was to recognise that some network utilities Recommend that submission 16/024 by Powerco is accepted in
Permitted the date is deleted from rule have been established as permitted activities in the past. To avoid part and Rule 3A.4.1a is amended as follows:

Activities (a)

as not required. If a new
facility is established then it
should be able to be operated,
maintained, and
repaired/minor upgraded as a
permitted activity. Also
question whether the
inclusion of repair is required
as it is assumed, consistent
with the policy approach, that
these would fall to be

The operation, maintenance, replacement
minor upgrading or repair of network
utilities. exdstinoasattadd-decisiondatelor
sebiel-bavebeeplaeille polalliched.

any confusion in the future then the reference to ‘existing as at the
date of decision’ would clearly protect the infrastructure and the
interests of the network utility operators. A definition for
replacement is also recommended under S16/001 to ensure clarity
for plan users.

The operation, maintenance, replacement, minor upgrading or
repair of network utilities existing as it [add decision date] or
which have been lawfully established.
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considered as maintenance
works.
98 3A4.1 KiwiRail Holdings Support Support that the construction, | Retain as notified. Support is noted. A change is recommended through another Recommend that submission S2/010 by KiwiRail is accepted.
Permitted Limited (KiwiRail) - operation, maintenance, submission but this does not change the intention of the provision.
Activities (b) S2/010 realignment and upgrading of
roads and railway lines within
the road reserve or railway
corridor is provided for.
98 3A4.1 NZ Transport Support Support permitted activity Retain as notified. Support is noted. A change is recommended through another Recommend that submission S7/011 by NZ Transport Agency is
Permitted Agency - S7/011 status for the construction, submission but this does not change the intention of the provision. accepted.
Activities (b) operation, maintenance,
realignment and upgrading of
roads within the road reserve.
99 3A4.1 Horticulture New Not stated Considers that some network | Amend 3A.4.1b. by deleting the word The rule enables the construction of roads and railway lines within Recommend that submission S23/004 by Horticulture NZ is
Permitted Zealand - S23/004 utility activities can be 'construction’ the road reserve or rail corridor. These terms essentially relate to rejected.
Activities (b) unqle_rt.aken as permitted b. Construction, operation, maintenance, land owrlled by Council or desigrllated .by.NZTA or KiwiRail. Itis
a_ct1v1t1es, but where there are minor upgrading or repair of network appropriate to enable construction within these areas.
likely to be effects on utilities existing as at [add decision
landowners the.n consent date] or which have been lawfully
should be required so the established.
adverse effects can be
considered. Further Submission by Forest and Bird
(FS1/007) supporting this submission.
100 | 3A4.1 Powerco - S16/025 Not stated Support in principle however | Amend Rule 3A.4.1(c) as follows: The concerns of the submitter are supported. The way the submitter | Recommend that submission S16/025 by Powerco is accepted
Per_m.it_ted Rul.e 3A.4.1(c).per.mits Radiocommunication and /or has ipterpreted the rule tQ imply ur.ldergro_und waters are not and Rule 3A.4.1.c is amended as follows:
Activities (c) radlocommu.mca.mon ar.u.i(or telecommunication facilities, cables and provided for was not the intention in drafting the rule. Radiocommunication and/or telecommunication facilities,
telecommur.ucatlf)n fac1.11t1es, lines. includi ] i L cables and lines. includingt} ] L
cables and lines, including
those underground, provided
that they comply with the
standards of Rule 3A.4.2. As
drafted the inclusion of
'including those underground’
could be read to imply that
underground works are not
necessarily provided for in
respect of other utilities.
101 | 3A4.1 Powerco - S16/027 Support Retain Rule 3A.4.1(c). Support is noted. Changes have been recommended in response to Recommend that submission S16/027 by Powerco is accepted.
Permitted other submissions, but these have not changed the overall intent of
Activities (c) the Rule.
102 | 3A4.1 Spark - S17/014 Supportin part | Provision should be amended | Amend Rule 3A 4.1.c as follows: Changes as requested by the submitter would provide clarity to plan | Recommend that submission S17/014 by Spark is accepted and
Permitted to provide clarity and ensure users. Rule 3A.4.1.a permits all existing network utilities including Rule 3A.4.1.c is amended as follows:

Activities (c)

all construction, operation,
maintenance and upgrading of
telecommunication and
radiocommunication facilities
is permitted, subject to
compliance with the relevant
standards.

c. The construction, operation,

maintenance and upgrading of
radiocommunication and/or

telecommunication facilities, cables and
lines, including those underground.

Radiocommunication and telecommunication facilities. The
addition to Rule 3A.4.1.c provides for new facilities, provided that
they comply with the performance standards in Rule 3A.4.2. This is
considered appropriate. Changes are also recommended in
response to another submission for clarification.

The construction, operation, maintenance and minor upgrading
of radiocommunication and/or telecommunication facilities,

cables and lines;ineluding these-underground.
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102 | 3A4.1 Chorus New Zealand | Supportin part | Provision should be amended | Amend Rule 3A 4.1.c as follows: Changes as requested by the submitter would provide clarity to plan | Recommend that submission S18/015 by Chorus is accepted
Per.m.it.ted Limited - S18/015 to provide cl;rity and ensure . The construction, operation, users. Rule 3A:4.1:a permits all existing ne_twork }1_ti_lities including and Rule 3A.4.1.c is amended as follows:

Activities (c) all gonstructlon, operatlop, maintenance and uperading of Rad}qcommunlcatlon and tele.commumcatlon.f_aghtles. 'I_‘he The construction. operation. maintenance and minor uperadin
malntenancg anq upgrading of radiocommunication and/or addition to Rul_e 3A.4.1.c provides for new fac1_11t1es, provided th.at. of radiocommunication and/or telecommunication facilities,
tele.commumc.atlo.n and . telecommunication facilities, cables and they .comply with th.e performance standards in Rule 3A.4.L2. This is cables and lines,including those underground.
.radloco.mmumca.tlon facilities lines, including those underground. considered appropriate. Cllqarllges are als.o.rec.ommended in
is permitted, subject to response to another submission for clarification.
compliance with the relevant
standards.

103 | 3A4.1 Powerco - S16/028 Support Retain Rule 3A.4.1(f). Support is noted. Recommend that submission S16,/028 by Powerco is accepted.
Permitted
Activities (f)

104 | 3A4.1 First Gas (formerly Oppose Is of the opinion that there is Amend 3A.4.1f: The existing proposed provisions were intended to cover liquid Recommend that submission S20/020 by First Gas is rejected.
Per_m.it_ted Vector Gas) Ltd - limited diffe.ren.ce as to Pipes for the distribution and {butnot petrol'eum. Retain.inglrefe.renc'e to na.tural or.manufac'tured gas, and
Activities (f) S20/020 whethe.r apipe s .for o transmission} of natural or manufactured relzfer.rmg only to dlStrllbllltlon, is .con51stent with all nelghbou.rl.ng

.tr:fmsmlssmn or dlstrlbutlop * | gas and liquid petroleum at a gauge districts thereby providing consistency for plan users and utility
}t is the gauge pressure which pressure not exceeding 2000kPa including operators.

is the k?y determinant. New any necessary ancillary equipment such as

and major upgljade_s of household connections and compressor

transmission pipelines should stations.

be provided for as a permitted

activity up to 2,000kPa.

105 | 3A4.1 Powerco - S16/026 Not stated Notes that electricity Amend Rule 3A.4.1(g) as follows: Replacement of network utilities is an important part of the Recommend that submission S16/026 by Powerco is accepted
Per_m.it.ted networks are made up o.fa The construction, operation, maintenance, maintenance of infrastructure. For c.ons.istency, not.in.g changes in part apd FS10/026 by Horticulture NZ is rejected and Rule
Activities (g) number Qf component pieces, | Lo jacement and upgrading of any new recorrllm.ended to b.e made to the ob‘]ectlves and P.ollmes, the 3A.4.1.gis amended as follows:

e JUSt, lines, transformers electricity lines up to and including 110kV sub.m.15.51on regarding refer.ence to ‘replacement’is supported. A The construction, operation, maintenance, replacement and
anq switchgear, which for.m and associated equipment such as definition fc_)r replacement is recommended under S16/001 to upgrading of any new electricity lines up to and including
?)r;rlzl(t)?gt}rlael ::tw(?:ke)ézl:ljlze transformers and switchgear. ensure clarity for plan users. 110kV and associated transformers and switchgear.
more general eferenceto | Further Submission by Hortieulure Nz |/ (EBE B LSRR B B S e i the

proylde for this other o (F$10/026) opposing in part this submission. permitted activity. Use of associated ‘equipment’ is too broad and

egulpmel_lt rather than listing considered to be too uncertain for plan users.

different items. Also seeks

inclusion of repair if it is to be

retained in Rule 3A.4.1(a).

Alternatively Rule 3A.4.1(g)

could just relate to

construction and rely on Rule

3A.4.1(a) to capture

operation, maintenance,

minor upgrading and repair of

network utilities (assuming

the date is also deleted as

sought).

106 | 3A4.1 Horticulture New Not stated Considers that some network | Amend 3A.4.1 g. by deleting the word In the future there may be a need to expand electricity lines in the Recommend that submission S23/005 by Horticulture NZ is
Permitted Zealand - S23/005 utility activities can be 'construction’ District to cope with growth and development. To restrict the rejected and FS1/008 by Forest and Bird is rejected.
Activities (g) undertaken as permitted ; . construction of new lines is considered unnecessary. Network

o g. The eenstruetion-operation, - . ! "
a.ct1V1t1es, but where there are maintenance and upgrading of any new utility operators are still required to consult with and seek access
likely to be effects on electricity lines up to and including from landowners.
landowners the.n consent 110KkV and associated transformers and
should be required so the switchgear.
adverse effects can be
considered. Further Submission by Forest and Bird
(FS1/008) supporting this submission.

107 | 3A4.1 Manawatu- Neither support | Definition of network utilities | That clause (h) of Rule 3A 4.1 be deleted and | In response to another submission the definition of network utilities | Recommend that submission S5/047 by Horizons is accepted

Permitted Whanganui Regional | nor oppose includes all infrastructure that new permitted activity rules be inserted | has been amended to include those facilities and assets listed in One | and FS7/022 by Transpower is rejected recognising the

Activities (h)

Council (Horizons) -
S5/047

listed in Policy 3-1(a) of the
One Plan, but not the facilities
and assets listed in Policy 3-1
(b). This means that solid
waste facilities, existing flood

to provide for these facilities and assets
within the relevant zone chapters

OR

That the definition of network utilities be
amended so that it includes not only

Plan Policy 3-1.b. Existing network utilities are permitted under
Rule 3A.4.1.a.

changes recommended to the definitions.
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protection schemes, and NZ infrastructure but also the facilities and
Defence Force facilities are assets listed in One Plan Policy 3-1(b).
E?Stczn;iiifgégzreifhi policy Further Submission by Transpower
framework and Rule 3A.4.1. It (FS7/022) opposing in part this submission.
is not clear whether some
permitted activities provided
for by Rule 3A.4.1 are
included in the District Plan
definition of network utilities,
and they may therefore not be
supported by the objectives
and policies in Section 3A.

108 | 3A4.1 KiwiRail Holdings Support That railway crossing warning | Retain as notified. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S2/011 by KiwiRail is accepted.
Permitted Limited (KiwiRail) - devices and barrier arms are
Activities (j) S2/011 also specifically provided for

as permitted activities is
supported by KiwiRail.

109 | 3A4.1 KiwiRail Holdings Support That Railway crossing Retain as notified. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S2/026 by KiwiRail is accepted.
Permitted Limited (KiwiRail) - warning devices and barrier
Activities (k) S2/026 arms are also specifically

provided for as permitted
activities is supported.

110 | 3A4.1 Powerco - S16/029 Support Retain Rule 3A.4.1(n). Support is noted. Recommend that submission S16/029 by Powerco is accepted.
Permitted
Activities (n)

111 | 3A4.1 Transpower New Support Supports the guidance notes Support/retain. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S11/033 by Transpower is
Permitted Zealand Limited - and seeks that they are accepted.

Activities S$11/033 retained as notified.
(Guidance
Note 1)

112 | 3A4.1 Spark - S17/015 Not stated The statement makes it sound | Amend the guidance note by improving The addition of a reference that the provisions of the National Recommend that submission S17/015 by Spark is accepted and
Permitted like both the District Plan clarity that NES provisions override District | Environmental Standards override the District Plan would add Guidance Note 1 is amended as follows:

Actiyities prov?sions and the NES Plan provisions if ther.e is a conflict between | clarity for plan users. The provisions of the National Environmental Standard for

(Guidance provisions may apply,. _ them. [A_lso note thgt if the seconq Telecommunications Facilities (2008) apply and resource

Note 1) whert.aas th_e N.ES provisions generation NESTF is made operative before consent may be required under those Standards. In the event of
overll"u.ie DlStr‘lCF Pl.an Draft Plan Change 55., then the reference to a conflict between them the provisions of the National
provisions. Clarity is needed. the NESTF (2008) will need to be amended.] Environmental Standard override the District Plan.

112 | 3A4.1 Chorus New Zealand | Not stated The statement makes it sound | Amend the guidance note by improving The addition of a reference that the provisions of the National Recommend that submission S18/016 by Chorus is accepted
Permitted Limited - S18/016 like both the District Plan clarity that NES provisions override District | Environmental Standards override the District Plan would add and Guidance Note 1 is amended as follows:

Actiyities prov?s?ons and the NES Plan provisions if thel.“e is a conflict between | clarity for plan users. The provisions of the National Environmental Standard for

(Guidance provisions may apply,. _ them. [Also note th.at if the seconq Telecommunications Facilities (2008) apply and resource

Note 1) whert.aas th_e N.ES provisions generation NESTF is made operative before consent may be required under those Standards. In the event of
overll"u.ie DlStr‘lCF Pl.an Draft Plan Change 55., then the reference to a conflict between them the provisions of the National
provisions. Clarity is needed. the NESTF (2008) will need to be amended.] Environmental Standard override the District Plan.

113 | 3A4.1 Manawatu- Not stated Support guidance note Amend the second guidance note under Rule | The changes requested are designed to assist plan users on where Recommend that submission S5/042 by Horizons is accepted
Permitted Whanganui Regional advising plan users that 3A 4.1 as follows: the One Plan may also apply and are supported. and FS13/017 by Powerco is rejected and Guidance Note 2 is
Actiyities Council (Horizons) - earthworks are also regu'lated Water takes, diversion and earthworks are amended as follows:

(Guidance $5/042 by the One Plan. In addition to also regulated by the Manawatu-Wanganui Water takes, diversion and earthworks are also regulated by the
Note 2) earthworks there may be Regional Council and a resource consent Manawatu-Wanganui Regional Council and a resource consent
othe:'r consents requlreq f.ro'm may be required under the rules of the One may be required under the rules of the One Plan.
Horizons for certain activities Plan.
such as diversion of flood
waters for new roads or land Further Submission by Powerco (FS13/017)
drainage activities. opposing in part this submission.

114 | 3A4.1 Transpower New Support Supports the guidance notes Support/retain. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S11/034 by Transpower is
Permitted Zealand Limited - and seeks that they are accepted.

Activities S11/034 retained as notified.
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(Guidance
Note 2)

115 | 3A4.1 Transpower New Support Supports the guidance notes Support/retain. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S11/035 by Transpower is
Permitted Zealand Limited - and seeks that they are accepted.

Activities S§11/035 retained as notified.
(Guidance
Note 3)

116 | 3A4.1 Transpower New Support Supports the guidance notes Support/retain. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S11/036 by Transpower is
Permitted Zealand Limited - and seeks that they are accepted.

Activities S$11/036 retained as notified.
(Guidance
Note 4)

117 | 3A4.1 Powerco - S16/031 Not stated Vegetation and planting Amend Guidance Note 4 as follows: Changes requested provide greater clarity and are supported. Recommend that submission S16/031 by Powerco is accepted
Permitted around any electricity line, Vegetation and planting around and Guidance Note 4 amended as follows:

ACtl_VltleS not just tra;lsmp}s]lo}:l lines, Fransmission all Electricity Lines (including Vegetation and planting around Fransmissien all Electricity
(Guidance r];ust comp {lWIt dt 1? the National Grid) shall comply with the Lines (including the National Grid) shall comply with the
Note 4) ectricity ( azards from Electricity (Hazards from Trees) Electricity (Hazards from Trees) Regulations 2003.

Trees) Regulations 2003. As Regulations 2003

drafted the note could imply '

that compliance is only

required in respect of the

National Grid. Support

inclusion of a more generic

guidance note.

118 | 3A4.1 Transpower New Support Supports the guidance notes Support/retain. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S11/037 by Transpower is
Permitted Zealand Limited - and seeks that they are accepted.

Activities S$11/037 retained as notified.
(Guidance
Note 5)

119 | 3A4.1 Powerco - S16/032 Support Support but seeks minor Amend Guidance Note 5 as follows: Compliance with the New Zealand Electrical Code of Practice for Recommend that submission S16/032 by Powerco is accepted
Permitted amendment to ensure Plan The New Zealand Electrical Code of Practice Electrical Safe Distances (NZECP34:2001) is mandatory. The and FS7/023 by Transpower is accepted and Guidance Note 5 is
Activities users appreciate that the New for Electrical Safe Distances requested changes reflect this, adds clarity for plan users and are amended as follows:

(Guidance Zeala.nd Electrlcal.COde of (NZECP34:2001) contains restrictions on supported. The New Zealand Electrical Code of Practice for Electrical Safe
Note 5) Practlce for Electrlcal. Safe the location of structures and activities in Distances (NZECP34:2001) contains restrictions on the location
Distances (NZECP 34:2001). relation to the lines, and must be complied of structures and activities in relation to the lines, and must be
with. complied with.
Further Submission by Transpower
(FS7/023) supporting this submission.

120 | 3A4.2 Powerco - S16/023 Not stated Amend introductory text to Amend the introductory text to section Reference to zones was to provide clarity to plan users that the Recommend that submission 16/023 by Powerco is rejected.
Standards for delete reference to the zone 3A.4.2 as follows: rules apply to all zones, unlike some other parts of the District Wide
Permitted rules. Eorall the- The permitted activities Rules. The reference remains appropriate.

Activities specified in Rule 3A.4.1 above must comply
with the following standards:

121 | 3A4.2 Powerco - S16/033 Not stated Standard applies a permitted Amend Rule 3A4.2(a) as follows: In response to another submission, the definition of ‘minor Recommend that submission S16/033 by Powerco is rejected.
Standards for threshold dependant on New-Unless otherwise specifically provided upgrading’ has been amended to include reference to the need to
Permitted which zone the utility is achieve compliance with NZECP34:2001. In response to other

Activities (a - i)

constructed and whether the
utility is new or existing.
However definition of minor
upgrading only provides for
increasing the carrying
capacity or efficiency of an
existing utility. Increasing the
height, to achieve compliance
with NZECP34:2001 may not
be regarded as improving the
carrying capacity or efficiency

for, network utilities, with the exception of
and minor upgrading must not exceed a
maximum height of:

(i) 9m within the Residential or Village
Zone, or

(i) 20m in all other zones.

submissions, the permitted activity height limits have also been
increased in all zones except the Residential and Village zones. On
that basis the changes requested are unnecessary.
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and therefore not comply with
the permitted activity rules.

122

3A4.2
Standards for
Permitted
Activities (a - i)

Spark - S17/016

Not stated

9m height for masts is
appropriate in the Residential
and Village Zones. Spark and
Chorus seek a mast height of
25m in the Rural 1 and Rural
2 Zones. The greater the
height of a mast the greater
the area of coverage, and
therefore lessens the need for
multiple masts. A 22m height
limit should be afforded to all
other zones. The guidance
note should allow for an
additional 3m of height for
antennas, and ancillary
equipment to antennas only,
with lightning rods being
excluded. The rules should
follow the direction given in
the Objectives and Policies
which encourage co-location.
Co-location of two or more
providers on one mast can
occur, but requires vertical
separation between each
company's antennas to avoid
interference. Additional
height should be afforded to
encourage operators to locate
on a single mast.

Amend Rule 3A.4.2.a as follows:

a. New network utilities must not exceed a
maximum height of

i.  9m within the Residential or Village
Zone, or

ii. 25m within the Rural 1 and Rural 2
Zones, or

iii. 20w 22m for all other zones.

Given the District comprises of 96% Rural Zone, it would be
appropriate to enable slightly higher network utilities, particularly
to enable co-location of infrastructure. The height limit for all other
zones requested by the submitter is supported.

Recommend that submission S17/016 by Spark is accepted and
Rule 3A.4.2.a is amended as follows:

New network utilities and minor upgrading must not exceed a
maximum height of

i.  9m within the Residential or Village Zone, or

ii.  25m within the Rural Zone, or

iii. 20m 22m for all other zones.

122

3A4.2
Standards for
Permitted
Activities (a-1)

Chorus New Zealand
Limited - S18/017

Not stated

9m height for masts is
appropriate in the Residential
and Village Zones. Spark and
Chorus seek a mast height of
25m in the Rural 1 and Rural
2 Zones. The greater the
height of a mast the greater
the area of coverage, and
therefore lessens the need for
multiple masts. A 22m height
limit should be afforded to all
other zones. The guidance
note should allow for an
additional 3m of height for
antennas, and ancillary
equipment to antennas only,
with lightning rods being
excluded. The rules should
follow the direction given in
the Objectives and Policies
which encourage co-location.
Co-location of two or more
providers on one mast can
occur, but requires vertical
separation between each
company's antennas to avoid
interference. Additional
height should be afforded to
encourage operators to locate
on a single mast.

Amend Rule 3A.4.2.a as follows:

a. New network utilities must not exceed a
maximum height of

i.  9m within the Residential or Village
Zone, or

ii. 25m within the Rural 1 and Rural 2
Zones, or

iii. 20m 22m for all other zones.

Given the District comprises of 96% Rural Zone, it would be
appropriate to enable slightly higher network utilities, particularly
to enable co-location of infrastructure. The height limit for all other
zones requested by the submitter is supported.

Recommend that submission S18/017 by Chorus is accepted
and Rule 3A.4.2.a is amended as follows:

New network utilities and minor upgrading must not exceed a
maximum height of

i.  9m within the Residential or Village Zone, or
ii.  25m within the Rural Zone, or
20m 22m for all other zones.

iil.

Page 46 of 102




No: | Provision Submission point Support/oppose | Reasons Decision requested Officer Comment Officer Recommendation
123 | 3A4.2 Spark - S17/017 Not stated 9m height for masts is Amend the Guidance Note as follows: Support the request to exclude lightning rods from the height limit. Recommend that submission S17/017 by Spark is accepted and
Standards for appropriate in the Residential | .41 ce Note: Antennas (including an These are typically small and play a vital role in service security and | the Guidance Note is amended as follows:
Permitted and Village Zones. Spark and ancillary equipment) erlightningreds that functioning. Other changes requested reflect the previous Guidance Note: Antennas (including any ancillary equipment)
Activities Chorus seek a mast height of do not extend 3m above the height of the submissions regarding height in the Rural zone and have already orlightning rods that do not extend 3m above the height of the
(Guidance 25m in the Rural 1 and Rural building or mast are excluded from the 9m, been addressed. building or mast are excluded from the 9m, 22m or 25m e+20m
Note) 2 anes. The greater the 22m or 25m er20m-limit above. The mast limits above. The mast heights provided in i, ii and iii above can
height of a mast the greater heights provided in i, ii and iii above can be be increased by 5m if the mast is used by more than one
the area of coverage, and increased by 5m if the mast is used by more telecommunications provider. Lightning rods may exceed the
there.fore lessens the neec.i for | than one telecommunications provider. maximum height. Refer also to Clause f relating to transmission
rflu!tlple masts. A 22m height Lightning rods may exceed the maximum line requirements.
limit should be aff01."ded toall height. Refer also to Clause f relating to
other zones. The guidance transmission line requirements.
note should allow for an
additional 3m of height for
antennas, and ancillary
equipment to antennas only,
with lightning rods being
excluded. The rules should
follow the direction given in
the Objectives and Policies
which encourage co-location.
Co-location of two or more
providers on one mast can
occur, but requires vertical
separation between each
company's antennas to avoid
interference. Additional
height should be afforded to
encourage operators to locate
on a single mast.
123 | 3A4.2 Chorus New Zealand | Not stated 9m height for masts is Amend the Guidance Note as follows: Support the request to exclude lightning rods from the height limit. Recommend that submission S18/018 by Chorus is accepted
Standards for Limited - S18/018 appropriate in the Residential Guidance Note: Antennas (including an These are typically small and play a vital role in service security and | and the Guidance Note is amended as follows:
Permitted and Village Zones. Spark and ancillary equipment) ordightningreds that functioning. Other changes requested reflect the previous Guidance Note: Antennas (including any ancillary equipment)
Activities Chorus seek a mast height of do not extend 3m above the height of the submissions regarding height in the Rural zone and have already erlightning rods that do not extend 3m above the height of the
(Guidance 25m in the Rural 1 and Rural building or mast are excluded from the 9m, been addressed. building or mast are excluded from the 9m, 22m or 25m e+ 20m
Note) 2 Z_ones. The greater the 22m or 25m e¥20 limit above. The mast limits above. The mast heights provided in i, ii and iii above can
height of a mast the greater heights provided in i, ii and iii above can be be increased by 5m if the mast is used by more than one
the area of coverage, and increased by 5m if the mast is used by more telecommunications provider. Lightning rods may exceed the
thergfore lessens the nee(_i for than one telecommunications provider. maximum height. Refer also to Clause f relating to transmission
rpu!tlple masts. A 22m height Lightning rods may exceed the maximum line requirements.
limit should be affor.ded toall height. Refer also to Clause f relating to
other zones. The guidance transmission line requirements.
note should allow for an
additional 3m of height for
antennas, and ancillary
equipment to antennas only,
with lightning rods being
excluded. The rules should
follow the direction given in
the Objectives and Policies
which encourage co-location.
Co-location of two or more
providers on one mast can
occur, but requires vertical
separation between each
company's antennas to avoid
interference. Additional
height should be afforded to
encourage operators to locate
on a single mast.
124 | 3A4.2 Spark - S17/018 Not stated It is agreed that setback Amend Rule 3A.4.2b as follows: This provision has been retained from the existing District Plan. The | Recommend that submission S17/018 by Spark is rejected.

Standards for

should apply for masts higher
than the permitted activity

Any mast with a height of more than 9m
must netbelocated-within20m-oefcomply

intent is to minimise high masts near residential or village areas.
The use of a distance rather than a complicated equation provides
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Permitted standard in Residential and with a maximum height in relation to more certainty for plan users. On that basis the requested changes
Activities (b) Village. This setback should boundary of 3m and 45 degree when are not supported.
not apply to roads. adjoining any site zoned Residential or
Village.
124 | 3A4.2 Chorus New Zealand | Not stated It is agreed that setback Amend Rule 3A.4.2b as follows: This provision has been retained from the existing District Plan. The | Recommend that submission S18/019 by Chorus is rejected.
Stand'ards for Limited - S18/019 should apply f(.)r masts' h.igher Any mast with a height of more than 9m intent is to mipimise high masts near resi.dential or Vi!lage areas.
Permitted than the permitted activity must netbel L within 20m-of compl The use of a distance rather than a complicated equation provides
Activities (b) standard in Residential and with a maximum height in relation to more certainty for plan users. On that basis the requested changes
Village. This setback should boundary of 3m and 45 degree when are not supported.
not apply to roads. adjoining any site zoned Residential or
Village.
125 | 3A4.2 Spark - S17/019 Not stated Standard should be deleted. Delete Rule 3A.4.2.c in its entirety. This provisions has been retained from the existing District Plan Recommend that submission S17/019 by Spark is rejected.
Standards for Roads are an appropriate and is intended to provide safety for road users relating to setting a
Permitted location for all network safety clear zone on the road reserve. The clear zone is a mandatory
Activities (c) utilities, including masts and NZTA requirement for new infrastructure where a potentially
this is reflected in Policy 1.2. significant hazard may be imposed on road users.
Requiring masts to be setback
20m from the roads in the
Rural or Flood Channel zones
does not appear to control
any actual or potential effects.
The NESTF amendments
provide for
telecommunications to be in
natural hazards as the utility
is responsible for ensuring
that the network continues to
function.
125 | 3A4.2 Chorus New Zealand | Not stated Standard should be deleted. Delete Rule 3A.4.2.c in its entirety. This provisions has been retained from the existing District Plan Recommend that submission S17/019 by Chorus is rejected.
Standards for Limited - S18/020 Roads are an appropriate and is intended to provide safety for road users relating to setting a
Permitted location for all network safety clear zone on the road reserve. The clear zone is a mandatory
Activities (c) utilities, including masts and NZTA requirement for new infrastructure where a potentially
this is reflected in Policy 1.2. significant hazard may be imposed on road users.
Requiring masts to be setback
20m from the roads in the
Rural or Flood Channel zones
does not appear to control
any actual or potential effects.
The NESTF amendments
provide for
telecommunications to be in
natural hazards as the utility
is responsible for ensuring
that the network continues to
function.
126 | 3A4.2 Spark - S17/020 Not stated A 5m setback for masts in all Amend Rule 3A.4.2.d as follows: This provision has been retained from the existing District Plan. Recommend that submission S17/020 by Spark is rejected.
Stand'ards for zones is unnecessary. Masts No mast; building or structure may be The intent was to enable some separ_ation distanc.e to the sitel _
Per.mllt_ted are Sll.m structures that do not located closer than 5m to any site boundary. boundary to ensure effects are contained on the site of the utility.
Activities (d) give rise to bulk and . This 5m yard does not apply to utility It is noted that the submitter has sought a change to Rule 3A.4.2.b
fio'mmanc'e effect's particularly buildings with a floor area of less than which is not supported.
in industrial, business and 10m2, or to overhead lines and cables.
rural areas. Masts are exempt from complying with this
standard (compliance with 3A.4.2b is
required).
126 | 3A4.2 Chorus New Zealand | Not stated A 5m setback for masts in all Amend Rule 3A.4.2.d as follows: This provision has been retained from the existing District Plan. Recommend that submission S18/021 by Chorus is rejected.
Stand'ards for Limited - S18/021 zones is unnecessary. Masts No mast; building or structure may be The intent was to enable some separfition distancle to the sitel _
Permitted are slim structures that do not boundary to ensure effects are contained on the site of the utility.

Activities (d)

give rise to bulk and
dominance effects particularly

located closer than 5m to any site boundary.

This 5m yard does not apply to utility
buildings with a floor area of less than
10m2, or to overhead lines and cables.

It is noted that the submitter has sought a change to Rule 3A.4.2.b
which is not supported.
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in industrial, business and Masts are exempt from complying with this
rural areas. standard (compliance with 3A.4.2b is
required).

127 | 3A4.2 Spark - S17/021 Not stated Telecommunication cabinets Amend Rule 3A.4.2.e as follows: This provision has been retained from the existing District Plan and | Recommend that submission S17/021 by Spark is rejected.
Stand'ards for have small footprints and the Telecommunication cabinets must not recognise§ that the District .has a numbclsr of ﬂ.ood ponding areas and
Per_m.lt_ted 10m? sta'nda.rd shlould be exceed 10m2 in area in all zones, can experience some flood issues. The 1nt.er1t10n.0fthe smaller
Activities (e) applied district wide, Flood-Cl 17 1 bi I cabinet size is to ensure buildings (including cabinets) do not

including the Flood Channel | Sm displace flood flows and impact on the overall drainage of the areas.
Zone. Reducing to 5m? has no The extent of the flood hazard in the District is currently being
obvious benefit. The size is reviewed and forms part of the Rural Zone Plan Changes expected to
unlikely to significantly be notified in 2017.

impede or alter flood flows

and the risk of damage from

flooding is on the owner of the

cabinet.

127 | 3A4.2 Chorus New Zealand | Not stated Telecommunication cabinets Amend Rule 3A.4.2.e as follows: This provision has been retained from the existing District Plan and | Recommend that submission S18/022 by Chorus is rejected.
Stand.ards for Limited - S18/022 have small footprints and the Telecommunication cabinets must not recognise§ that the District .has a numb.er of ﬂiood ponding areas and
Per_m.lt_ted 10m.2 sta.nda.rd should be exceed 10m2 in area in all zones, can experience some flood issues. The mt.entlon .of the smaller
Activities (e) applied district wide, FloodC} 17 ) bi ¢ cabinet size is to ensure buildings (including cabinets) do not

including the Flood Channel | Sm2i displace flood flows and impact on the overall drainage of the areas.
Zone. Reducing to 5m2 has no The extent of the flood hazard in the District is currently being
obvious benefit. The size is reviewed and forms part of the Rural Zone Plan Changes expected to
unlikely to significantly be notified in 2017.

impede or alter flood flows

and the risk of damage from

flooding is on the owner of the

cabinet.

128 | 3A4.2 Powerco - S16/034 Not stated Standard applies a permitted Amend Rule 3A.4.2 (f) as follows: Through other submissions the definition of ‘minor upgrading’ is Recommend that submission S16/034 by Powerco is accepted
Stand.ards for thr«lsshold dependgpt on Poles or towers associated with electricity recommended to be.amendgd to reflect increases in height in part and Rule 3A.4.2.f is amended as follows:

Per_m.lt_ted . which zone the utility is transmission and distribution must not, necessary for compliance v‘{lth NZECP34:2001. In response to other Poles or towers associated with electricity transmission and
Activities (f - i) C(E_rll.sttn_mted and W_}liFher the with the exception of minor upgrading of .SmeISSl(;)I.lS,t;he ovelrall heltghztsfor nltzv.v netwp(jrk u(tjllfltleslha:‘ bfj‘fn distribution must not exceed a height of:

utility is new or existing. : . increased in the rural zone to 25m. It is considered for electricity

However definition of minor poles or towers, exceed a height of: lines that the higher limit should also apply. L. 12min the Residential and Inner Business Zones, or

upgrading only provides for i.  12min the Residential and Inner i,  2025m in all other zones.

increasing the carrying Business Zones, or

capacity or efficiency of an ii. 20m in all other zones.

existing utility. Increasing the

height, to achieve compliance

with NZECP34:2001 may not

be regarded as improving the

carrying capacity or efficiency

and therefore not comply with

the permitted activity rules.

129 | 3A4.2 Transpower New Oppose Amend Rule 3A.4.2 (g) as follows: The changes requested provide additional clarity for plan users, and | Recommend that submission S11/038 by Transpower is
Stand.ards for Zealand Limited - Buildings and structures within an ensures the correct title of the NZECP is used. accepteq and FS10/027 by Horticulture NZ is accepted and Rule
Per_m.lt_ted . S11/038 electricity transmission corridor, including 3A.4.2.g is amended as follows:

Activities (g -1) the National Grid Yard must: Buildings and structures within an electricity transmission
i.  Comply with the New Zealand Electrical corridor, including the National Grid Yard must:
Code of Practice for Electrical Safe i.  Comply with the New Zealand Electrical Code of Practice
Distances 2001 (NZECP34:2001) (Note: for Electrical Safe Distances 2001 (NZECP34:2001) (Note:
compliance with the permitted activity compliance with the permitted activity standards of the
standards of the Plan does not ensure Plan does not ensure compliance with NZECP34:2001); and
compliance with NZECP34:2001); and ii. Notexceed a maximum height of 2.5m and an area of
ii. Notexceed a maximum height of 2.5m 10m2.
and an area of 10m2.
Further Submission by Horticulture NZ
(FS10/027) supporting this submission.

130 | 3A4.2 Horticulture New Not stated A number of standards Amend 3A.4.2 g. as follows: In response to another submission clarification has been Recommend that submission S23/006 by Horticulture NZ is

Standards for Zealand - S23/006 include 'within an electricity recommended to provide plan users greater clarity for how the rejected and FS7/024 by Transpower is rejected, noting that

transmission corridor' but the

NZECP applies.

changes are recommended under other submissions.
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Permitted term 'electricity transmission | g. Buildings and structures within an
Activities (g - i) corridor’ is not defined. It electricity transmission corridor,
needs to be clear where the including the National Grid Yard must:
standards will appl}f'. Standard i.  Comply with the New Zealand
g) does not need to, include Code of Practice for Electrical Safe
reference fo a corridor as the Distances 2001 (NZECP34:2001),
distances in NZECP34:2001 and ..
will apply.
Further Submission by Transpower
(FS7/024) supporting in part this submission.
131 | 3A4.2 Powerco - S16/035 Not stated Standard restricts the Amend Rule 3A.4.2 (g)(ii) as follows: The exclusion requested by the submitter is broad and could Recommend that submission S16/035 by Powerco is rejected
Stand_ards for maximum height.of _buildings Buildings and structures within an under_mine_ the operation of the National Griq. The prov}sions and FS7/025 is accepted.
Per}tl}t.ted and St.I‘L.lCtllI‘eS w1‘Fhlp an electricity transmission corridor, including cqnta'lned in the propqsed rule reflect the existing rule in the
Activities (g - electricity transmission the National Grid Yard must: District Plan that was introduced through Plan Change 45. Other
ii) corridor. The definition of zone based exclusions remain in the Residential Zone provisions. It
structure captures electricity | () Comply with the New Zealand Code of is unclear what structures would be place into the National Grid
poles and towers. As drafted, Practice for Electrical Safe Distances Yard that need exemption.
the standard does not provide 2001 (NZECP34:2001), and
for electricity poles or towers | (ii) With the exception of poles or towers
to exceed the maximum associated with the electricity
height of 2.5m within an transmission or distribution, not exceed
electricity transmission a maximum height of 2.5m and an area
corridor. The inclusion of of 10m2.
electr1c.1ty 1r.1frastructure Further Submission by Transpower
would, ironically, preclude a FS7/025 ing this submissi
number of minor changes to (FS7/025) opposing this submission.
existing National Grid lines
and Powerco line connections.
132 | 3A4.2 Spark - S17/022 Not stated The District Plan does not Delete Rule 3A.4.2h in its entirety. The standards referred to in the Rule still apply. While there is Recommend that submission S17/022 by Spark is rejected.
Standards for need to control reference to compliance with the NZ standard NZS2772.1:1999
Permitted radiofrequency levels. These Radiofrequency Fields this may change in the future. Inclusion in
Activities (h - are appropriately controlled the rule provides plan users with greater clarity and certainty.
i) on a nationwide basis through
NESTF and override such
provisions in District Plans.
132 | 3A4.2 Chorus New Zealand | Not stated The District Plan does not Delete Rule 3A.4.2h in its entirety. The standards referred to in the Rule still apply. While there is Recommend that submission S18/023 by Chorus is rejected.
Standards for Limited - S18/023 need to control reference to compliance with the NZ standard NZS2772.1:1999
Permitted radiofrequency levels. These Radiofrequency Fields this may change in the future. Inclusion in
Activities (h - are appropriately controlled the rule provides plan users with greater clarity and certainty.
i) on a nationwide basis through
NESTF and override such
provisions in District Plans.
133 | 3A4.2 Chorus New Zealand | Not stated Existing standards only limit Amend Rule 3A.4.2.i as follows: The requested changes provide greater clarity and recognise the Recommend that submission S18/024 by Chorus is accepted
itand_zi:ds for Limited - S18/024 di;h antinnas, not any Ogt[})le i, No antenna will exceed a-di £ changing approaches to telecommunications. and Rule 3A.4.2.i is amended as follows:
Aig‘l,]ilti:s (M ;)eleecrofr?rnel?r?iiz:ytigisolll)s:ratois. i. 2.5 metres in diameter, or a face area of No antenna will exceed a-diameter-of:
Amendments are proposed to 1.5m? in the Residential Zone, or i. 2.5 metres in diameter, or a face area of 1.5m? in the
set standards for the full ii. 5m in diameter, or a face area of 2.5m? Residential Zone, or
range of antenna types. in all other zones. ii. 5 metres in diameter, or a face area of 2.5mZ2in all other
zones.
133 | 3A4.2 Spark - S17/023 Not stated Existing standards only limit Amend Rule 3A.4.2.i as follows: The requested changes provide greater clarity and recognise the Recommend that submission S17/023 by Spark is accepted and
Stand'ards for dish antennas, not any of the i No dish antenna will exceed adiameter | changingapproaches to telecommunications. Rule 3A.4.2.i is amended as follows:
Permitted other antenna types used by

Activities (i)

telecommunication operators.
Amendments are proposed to
set standards for the full
range of antenna types.

ii.

of:

2.5 metres in diameter, or a face area of
1.5m?in the Residential Zone, or

5m in diameter, or a face area of 2.5m?
in all other zones.

No antenna will exceed a-diameter-of:

i. 2.5 metres in diameter, or a face area of 1.5m?2 in the
Residential Zone, or

ii. 5 metres in diameter, or a face area of 2.5m2in all other
Zones.
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134 | 3A4.2 First Gas (formerly Supportin part | In certain circumstances it Amend 3A.4.2j: There are instances where vegetation near network utilities is not Recommend that submission S20/021 by First Gas is accepted
Standards for Vector Gas) Ltd - may not be appropriate to Where network utilities are located recommended. The Electricity (Hazards from Trees) Regulations and FS13/018 by Powerco is accepted and Rule 3A.4.2j as
Permitted S20/021 replace vegetation above a gas underground, any disturbance of the ground 2003 also apply. Changes requested are supported. follows:
Activities (j) _transmlsswn. pipelineifthere | g .r2ce and any vegetation (apart from Where network utilities are located underground, any
is the pgtentlal that the ) vegetation compromising the operational disturbance of the ground surface and any vegetation (apart
Vegetatlon. coulq COmpromise | jnieority of the network utility) must be from vegetation compromising the operational integrity of the
the opera'\tlonal integrity of reinstated or replaced upon completion of network utility) must be reinstated or replaced upon
the pipeline (e.g. root growth). | v, works within the first available planting completion of the works within the first available planting
season. season.
Further Submission by Powerco (FS13/018)
supporting this submission.
135 | 3A4.2 Spark - S17/024 Not stated Compliance with the National | Delete Rule 3A.4.2.k in its entirety. The intention of this provision is to provide plan users with clarity Recommend that submission S17/024 by Spark is rejected.
Standards for Code of Practice for utility around requirements, just in the same way reference has been made
Permitted operators access to transport to other Codes of Practice. Deletion of the Rule is not supported.
Activities (k) corridors 2011 is a matter
which is controlled by
Councils through Corridor
Access Requests. Cross
referencing in the District
Plan is unnecessary.
135 | 3A4.2 Chorus New Zealand | Not stated Compliance with the National | Delete Rule 3A.4.2.k in its entirety. The intention of this provision is to provide plan users with clarity Recommend that submission S18/025 by Chorus is rejected and
Standards for Limited - S18/025 Code of Practice for utility Further Submission by Powerco (FS13/019) around requirements, just in the same way reference has been made | FS13/019 by Powerco is rejected.
Permitted operators access to transport supporting this submission. to other Codes of Practice. Deletion of the Rule is not supported.
Activities (k) corridors 2011 is a matter
which is controlled by
Councils through Corridor
Access Requests. Cross
referencing in the District
Plan is unnecessary.
136 | 3A4.2 Heritage New Supportin part | Support with amendment. Amend Rule 3A.4.2.] as follows: A number of submissions are concerned with whether this standard | Recommend that submission S3/012 by Heritage NZ is accepted
Standards for Zealand Pouhere Support as effective trigger Works associated with any network utility, is certain enough for a permitted activity. The intention of this in partand FS13/021 by Powerco is accepted and Rule 3A.4.2.1
Permitted Taonga - S3/012 for making activities a standard was to restrict network utilities within a few areas is amended as follows:

Activities (1)

restricted discretionary
activity. However 'significant’
is unnecessary as areas, sites,
objectives and buildings are
already deemed significant by
inclusion in appendices, and
its inclusion could create the
impression that an additional
assessment of significance of
the sites in the appendices is
needed. The phrase 'must not
result in adverse effects on
the values or characteristics
for any significant historic
built of natural heritage' is
complicated. Reference to
natural, cultural and historical
heritage values would suffice.
To facilitate protection of
buildings and objects with
heritage value, reference to
Appendix 1E should be
included. Also refer to 'the
items scheduled in the
appendices' to ensure the rule
does not accidentally cover a
wider area than the items
scheduled in the appendices.

except within an existing road carriageway,
must not result in adverse effects on the
natural, cultural or historical heritage values
] stics £ i b .

i i ified-of the
items scheduled in Appendix 1A (Wetlands,
Lakes, Rivers and their Margins), 1B
(Significant Areas of Indigenous
Forest/Vegetation (excluding Reserves), 1C
(Outstanding Natural Features), 1D (Trees
with Heritage Value), 1E (Buildings and
Objects with Heritage Value) and 1F (Sites
with Heritage Value) unless there is no
alternative location.

Further Submission by Powerco (FS§13/021)
supporting in part this submission.

specifically scheduled in the District Plan to protect the values
and/or characteristics of those areas.

To provide the certainty requested by the various submitters on this
provision, it would be simpler to have the provision written in such
a way that the permitted activities do not occur within the areas
scheduled in the relevant Appendices. In this instance, works in an
Outstanding Natural Feature or Landscape is captured under Rule
3A.4.5, while works in the other areas listed would default to a
restricted discretionary status.

On that basis a change is recommended so that network utilities do
not occur in the areas identified in the various relevant appendices.
This change is considered to give effect to the provisions of the One
Plan, in particular Policy 6-6.

As stated elsewhere, the Outstanding Natural Features and
Landscapes (Appendix 1C) has been recently reviewed and new
areas identified (although not yet notified). However the other
areas scheduled within the various Appendices are yet to be
reviewed.

The recommended changes to this standard are a combination of all
submissions received.

Works associated with any network utility, except within an
existing road carriageway, must not be located within the areas
scheduled mustnoetresultinadverseeffectson-the values or

characteristies for ane stanifeanthistorte builesrantural
heritage speeified-in Appendix 1A (Wetlands, Lakes, Rivers and
their Margins), 1B (Significant Areas of Indigenous

Forest/Vegetation (excluding Reserves), 1C (Outstanding
Natural Features), 1D (Trees with Heritage Value), 1E

(Buildings and Objects with Heritage Value) and 1F (Sites with

Heritage Value) of this Plan.
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137 | 3A4.2 Transpower New Oppose Standard is subjective in the Delete Rule 3A 4.2.1. The intention of this standard was to restrict network utilities Recommend that submission S11/039 by Transpower is
Stand_ards for Zealand Limited - context of 'must not result in Further Submission by Horizons (FS4/020) within a few areas specifical.ly §cheduled in the District to protect rejeFted and .FS4/020 by Horizons is accepted and FS5/028 by
Permitted S$11/039 adverse effects on the values opposing this submission the values and/or characteristics of those areas. To delete the Heritage NZ is accepted.

Activities (1) or characteristics' and o . provision would mean that the District Plan was not giving effect to
therefore not appropriate asa | Further S“bm’”’f’” by .Herztag.e NZ the provisions of the One Plan, in particular Policy 6-6.
permitted activity standard. (FS5/028) opposing this submission.

138 | 3A4.2 Powerco - S16/036 Not stated Rule is inappropriate as it Amend Rule 3A4.2 (1) as follows: A number of submissions are concerned with whether this standard | Recommend that submission S16/036 by Powerco is accepted
Standards for lacks clarity and certainty, is Waorks-associated-with-any New network is certain enough for a permitted activity. The intention of this in part and FS1/0010 by Forest and Bird is rejected and
Per.m.it'ted n_ot rfadily enfo;ceabllg and utilities, except within an existing road stanq?rdl;/vas }t10 reftri§t nﬁtwo_rk ytilitlies within a fevl\: arezlas FS4/016 by Horizons is rej.ected and FS5/019 by Heritage NZ is
Activities (1) simply ripeats t e policy carriageway, are not located within those specifically sc ed'u (::‘d in the District Plan to protect the values accepted and Rule 3A.4.2.1 is amended as follows:

1nt(.3nt. The Oper.atlon, areas scheduled mustnotresultinadverse | and/or characteristics of those areas. Works associated with any network utility, except within an
mamtgr'lance, nlnnor effects-on-thevalues-or-characteristiesfor To provide the certainty requested by the various submitters on this | existing road carriageway, must not be located within the areas
upgra 1;1g, rlep acerrient or ignifi i i i provision, it would be simpler to have the provision written in such scheduled mustnotresultinadverse-effectsonthe values or
r?pa}lrlq uFl 1t;1es or (g)catlon heritage-speeified in Appendix 1A a way that the permitted activities do not occur within the areas characteristies-for-any-signiticanthistoric buttornatural
0 _ﬁtl 1ties mlt 1€ rc()ia TESEIVE | (Wetlands, Lakes, Rivers and their Margins), | scheduled in the relevant Appendices. In this instance, works in an heritage-speeified-in Appendix 1A (Wetlands, Lakes, Rivers and
V‘?f notresult in adverse 1B (Significant Areas of Indigenous Outstanding Natural Feature or Landscape is captured under Rule their Margins), 1B (Significant Areas of Indigenous
effects. Adny n;:lw assets Forest/Vegetation (excluding Reserves), 1C 3A.4.5, while works in the other areas listed would default to a Forest/Vegetation (excluding Reserves), 1C (Outstanding
proposi hm t edse area rfrflaytor (Outstanding Natural Features), 1D (Trees restricted discretionary status. Natural Features), 1D (Trees with Heritage Value), 1E
may not have adverse effects. . . : . g ] . : ) )
As such this standard could be w1tl.1 Herltaglge Vallfle})l.an? 1F (Sites with On that basis a change is recommended so that network utilities do ( Bullldlngs alnd Obf]e}cl‘Fs V\;lth Heritage Value) and 1F (Sites with
amended. New network Heritage Value] of this Plan. not occur in the areas identified in the various relevant appendices. Heritage Value] of this Plan.
utilities in those areas stated Further Submission by Forest and Bird This change is considered to give effect to the provisions of the One
would then require restricted | (FS1/0010) opposing this submission. Plan, in particular Policy 6-6.
discretionary activity consent. | Further Submission by Horizons (FS4/016) As stated elsewhere, the Outstanding Natural Features and
opposing in part this submission. Landscapes (Appendix 1C) has been recently reviewed and new
Further Submission by Heritage NZ areas identified (al.th(.)ugh not yet notified). . However the other
(FS5/019) supporting in part this submission. areas scheduled within the various Appendices are yet to be
reviewed.
The recommended changes to this standard are a combination of all
submissions received.

139 | 3A4.2 Spark - S17/025 Not stated This standard is open to Rewrite Rule 3A.4.2.1 to avoid use of the A number of submissions are concerned with whether this standard | Recommend that submission S17/025 by Spark is accepted in
Standards for interpretation. Clarity needs term adverse effects on, in or around and is certain enough for a permitted activity. The intention of this part and FS5/023 by Heritage NZ is accepted and FS13/020 by
Permitted to be provided by the Council | provide absolute clarity as to what can occur | standard was to restrict network utilities within a few areas Powerco is accepted and Rule 3A.4.2.] is amended as follows:
Activities (1) ias t(; wfhat is an appl;oEriate as a permitted activity. specifically sched.ult.ed in the District Plan to protect the values Works associated with any network utility, except within an

evelo [_)rotec.t.lon ofthe Further Submission by Heritage NZ and/or characteristics of those areas. existing road carriageway, must not be located within the areas
gl_?ft.ter]st, ;dentglef_.;t v:cfoulfd be (FS5/023) supporting in part this submission. | To provide the certainty requested by the various submitters on this | scheduled mustnetresultinadverse-effects-onthe values or
ifficult for a Certificate o finm . - . . ok i P :
Compliance to be issued Further Submission by Powerco (FS13/020) provision, it would b.e 51mp1<.er.t(.) have the provision ertten in such eha%aeteﬂsﬂes—fe{kaﬂy—sqg-mﬁea&t—hqste%bwke%al
X supporting this submission a way that the permitted activities do not occur within the areas heritage-speecified-in Appendix 1A (Wetlands, Lakes, Rivers and
un.der the current wording of ' scheduled in the relevant Appendices. In this instance, works in an their Margins), 1B (Significant Areas of Indigenous
this standard. Outstanding Natural Feature or Landscape is captured under Rule Forest/Vegetation (excluding Reserves), 1C (Outstanding
3A.4.5, while works in the other areas listed would default to a Natural Features), 1D (Trees with Heritage Value), 1E
restricted discretionary status. Buildings and Objects with Heritage Value) and 1F (Sites with
On that basis a change is recommended so that network utilities do Heritage Value) of this Plan.
not occur in the areas identified in the various relevant appendices.
This change is considered to give effect to the provisions of the One
Plan, in particular Policy 6-6.
As stated elsewhere, the Outstanding Natural Features and
Landscapes (Appendix 1C) has been recently reviewed and new
areas identified (although not yet notified). However the other
areas scheduled within the various Appendices are yet to be
reviewed.
The recommended changes to this standard are a combination of all
submissions received.

139 | 3A4.2 Chorus New Zealand | Not stated This standard is open to Rewrite Rule 3A.4.2.1 to avoid use of the A number of submissions are concerned with whether this standard | Recommend that submission S18/026 by Chorus is accepted in
Standards for Limited - S18/026 interpretation. Clarity needs term adverse effects on, in or around and is certain enough for a permitted activity. The intention of this partand FS1/002 by Forest and Bird is rejected and FS5/004
Permitted to be provided by the Council | provide absolute clarity as to what can occur | standard was to restrict network utilities within a few areas by Heritage NZ is accepted and Rule 3A.4.2.1 is amended as

Activities (1)

as to what is an appropriate
level of protection of the
matters identified. It would be
difficult for a Certificate of

as a permitted activity.

Further Submission by Forest and Bird
(FS1/002) opposing this submission.

specifically scheduled in the District Plan to protect the values
and/or characteristics of those areas.

To provide the certainty requested by the various submitters on this
provision, it would be simpler to have the provision written in such

follows:

Works associated with any network utility, except within an
existing road carriageway, must not be located within the areas
scheduled mustnoetresultinadverseeffectsonthe values or
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Compliance to be issued Further Submission by Heritage NZ a way that the permitted activities do not occur within the areas characteristiesfor-any-signiticanthistoric buttornatural
under the current wording of | (FS5/004) supporting in part this submission. | scheduled in the relevant Appendices. In this instance, works in an heritage-speeified-in Appendix 1A (Wetlands, Lakes, Rivers and
this standard. Outstanding Natural Feature or Landscape is captured under Rule their Margins), 1B (Significant Areas of Indigenous
3A.4.5, while works in the other areas listed would default to a Forest/Vegetation (excluding Reserves), 1C (Outstanding
restricted discretionary status. Natural Features), 1D (Trees with Heritage Value), 1E
On that basis a change is recommended so that network utilities do Bu1.1d1n sand Ob eCFS with Heritage Value) and 1F (Sites with
not occur in the areas identified in the various relevant appendices. Heritage Value) of this Plan.
This change is considered to give effect to the provisions of the One
Plan, in particular Policy 6-6.
As stated elsewhere, the Outstanding Natural Features and
Landscapes (Appendix 1C) has been recently reviewed and new
areas identified (although not yet notified). However the other
areas scheduled within the various Appendices are yet to be
reviewed.
The recommended changes to this standard are a combination of all
submissions received.

140 | 3A4.2 First Gas (formerly Oppose Considers it is inappropriate Amend 3A.4.2.1: A number of submissions are concerned with whether this standard | Recommend that submission S20/022 by First Gas is accepted
Stand_ards for Vector Gas) Ltd - for a permitted act.ivit)./ Works associated with any network utility, is certain enough for a permitted acfci_v%ty. Tbe .intention of this in part a.nd FS5/014 by Heritage NZ is accepted and Rule
Permitted S20/022 standard to be subjective. The except within an existing road carriageway standard was to restrict network utilities within a few areas 3A.4.2.1is amended as follows:

Activities (1) stanldard needs to provide must not result in adverse effects on the specifically sched.ulf.ad in the District Plan to protect the values Works associated with any network utility, except within an
clarity. values or characteristic for any significant and/or characteristics of those areas. existing road carriageway, must not be located within the areas

historic built or natural heritage on a site or | To provide the certainty requested by the various submitters on this | scheduled mustnotresultinadverse-effects-on-the values or
in an area specified in Appendix 1A provision, it would be simpler to have the provision written in such | eharacteristicsforanysignificanthistoricbuilt-ornatural
(Wetlands, Lakes, Rivers and their Margins), | a way that the permitted activities do not occur within the areas heritage-speeified-in Appendix 1A (Wetlands, Lakes, Rivers and
1B (Significant Areas of Indigenous Forest scheduled in the relevant Appendices. In this instance, works in an their Margins), 1B (Significant Areas of Indigenous
Vegetation (excluding Reserves), 1C Outstanding Natural Feature or Landscape is captured under Rule Forest/Vegetation (excluding Reserves), 1C (Outstanding
(Outstanding Natural Features), 1D (Trees 3A.4.5, while works in the other areas listed would default to a Natural Features), 1D (Trees with Heritage Value), 1E
with Heritage Value) and 1F (Sites with restricted discretionary status. (Buildings and Objects with Heritage Value) and 1F (Sites with
Heritage Value) of this Plan. On that basis a change is recommended so that network utilities do Heritage Value) of this Plan.
Further Submission by Heritage NZ not occur in the areas identified in the various relevant appendices.
(FS5/014) supporting in part this submission. | This change is considered to give effect to the provisions of the One

Plan, in particular Policy 6-6.

As stated elsewhere, the Outstanding Natural Features and

Landscapes (Appendix 1C) has been recently reviewed and new

areas identified (although not yet notified). However the other

areas scheduled within the various Appendices are yet to be

reviewed.

The recommended changes to this standard are a combination of all

submissions received.

141 | 3A4.2 KiwiRail Holdings Support Support including the Retain as notified. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S2/012 by KiwiRail is accepted.
Standards for Limited (KiwiRail) - requirement for level
Permitted S2/012 crossings to be kept clear of

Activities (0)

buildings and obstructions as
required by Appendix 3B.5.
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142 | 3A4.2 Powerco - S16/037 Not stated Consider this is reasonable for | Amend Rule 3A.4.2(q) as follows: The proposed provisions in Chapter 3C states that sounds generated | Recommend that submission S16/037 by Powerco is accepted
Stand_ards for activities Fhat are not All activities, except construction activities, by construction, maintenance and derqolition activit%es are .covered in part and Rule 3A.4.2.q is amended as follows:

Per.mllt.ted constructl.on related. o must be managed so that no vibration is by reference to NZS6803:1999 Acoustics ~Construction Noise. All activities that result in vibration must be managed in

Activities (q) Construction rglated activities | giccernjble beyond site boundaries. With regards to vibration issues, New Zealand did have a vibration accordance with the NZ Transport Agency State Highway
should be requlreq to meeta standard however this was replaced in 2003 by an informative only | Construction and Maintenance Noise and Vibration Guide
r?levalnt construction standard. The British Standard BS52280-2:2009 did become a (August 2013) to manage se-thatre vibration is-diseernible
vibration standard. replacement standard for the old NZ Standard, however is beyond the site boundaries.

considered to be on the ‘generous’ side. The standard that has been
used for assessing structural damage has been the German Standard
DIN 4150-3:1999. Since that time, it is understood that the NZ
Transport Agency has combined guidance from both the British
Standard BS52280-2:2009 and the German Standard DIN 4150-
3:1993 into a new construction vibration criteria. The NZ Transport
Agency standard is considered to represent best practice in New
Zealand in the absence of any NZ Standard.

To provide greater certainty for plan users, the provisions of the NZ
Transport Agency State Highway Construction and Maintenance
Noise and Vibration Guide dated August 2013, could be included in
this standard.

143 | 3A4.2 Spark - S17/026 Not stated No actual standard is Delete Rule 3A.4.2.q in its entirety, or The proposed provisions in Chapter 3C states that sounds generated | Recommend that submission S17/026 by Spark is accepted in
Standards for provided in 3A.4.2q. To rewrite it to determine what level of by construction, maintenance and demolition activities are covered | partand FS13/023 by Powerco is accepted and Rule 3A.4.2.q is
Permitted require activities to ensure vibration is appropriate, measured at the by reference to NZS6803:1999 Acoustics —Construction Noise. amended as follows:

Activities (q) that no ylbratlon s ,Slt_e bou?da,ry'_ rath.er than being a s_ub]ectlve With regards to vibration issues, New Zealand did have a vibration All activities that result in vibration must be managed in
dlscermble beyond Slte_ . discernible’ vibration beyond the site standard however this was replaced in 2003 by an informative only | accordance with the NZ Transport Agency State Highway
boundaries is too restrictive, boundary. standard. The British Standard BS52280-2:2009 did become a Construction and Maintenance Noise and Vibration Guide
and s.hould be redraftgc.i t.o Further Submission by Powerco (FS§13/023) replacement standard for the old NZ Standard, however is (August 2013) to manage se-thatne vibration is-discernible
provide absolute .speC}f1c1.ty as supporting this submission. considered to be on the ‘generous’ side. The standard that has been | beyond the site boundaries.
to what l.evel of V1brat1.on 1S used for assessing structural damage has been the German Standard
appropriate as a permitted DIN 4150-3:1999. Since that time, it is understood that the NZ
standard at tbe,SIte boundary. Transport Agency has combined guidance from both the British
[t would be difficult fora Standard BS52280-2:2009 and the German Standard DIN 4150-

Cer.tlflcate of Compliance to 3:1993 into a new construction vibration criteria. The NZ Transport
be 1ss.ued und.er the current Agency standard is considered to represent best practice in New
wording of this standard. Zealand in the absence of any NZ Standard.
In response to other submissions on the Temporary Activities
chapter, there is a recommendation to include as a guidance note in
the Plan that best practice is to use an NZ Transport Agency guide.
This is seen as a pragmatic solution in the absence of an applicable
New Zealand Standard.
To provide greater certainty for plan users, the provisions of the NZ
Transport Agency State Highway Construction and Maintenance
Noise and Vibration Guide dated August 2013, could be included in
this standard.

143 | 3A4.2 Chorus New Zealand | Not stated No actual standard is Delete Rule 3A.4.2.q in its entirety, or The proposed provisions in Chapter 3C states that sounds generated | Recommend that submission S18/027 is accepted in part and
Standards for Limited - S18/027 provided in 3A.4.2q. To rewrite it to determine what level of by construction, maintenance and demolition activities are covered | FS13/022 by Powerco is accepted and Rule 3A.4.2.q is amended
Permitted require activities to ensure vibration is appropriate, measured at the by reference to NZS6803:1999 Acoustics -Construction Noise. as follows:

Activities (q)

that no vibration is
discernible beyond site
boundaries is too restrictive,
and should be redrafted to
provide absolute specificity as
to what level of vibration is
appropriate as a permitted
standard at the site boundary.
It would be difficult for a
Certificate of Compliance to
be issued under the current
wording of this standard.

site boundary, rather than being a subjective
'discernible’ vibration beyond the site
boundary.

Further Submission by Powerco (FS§13/022)
supporting this submission.

With regards to vibration issues, New Zealand did have a vibration
standard however this was replaced in 2003 by an informative only
standard. The British Standard BS52280-2:2009 did become a
replacement standard for the old NZ Standard, however is
considered to be on the ‘generous’ side. The standard that has been
used for assessing structural damage has been the German Standard
DIN 4150-3:1999. Since that time, it is understood that the NZ
Transport Agency has combined guidance from both the British
Standard BS52280-2:2009 and the German Standard DIN 4150-
3:1993 into a new construction vibration criteria. The NZ Transport
Agency standard is considered to represent best practice in New
Zealand in the absence of any NZ Standard.

All activities that result in vibration must be managed in
accordance with the NZ Transport Agency State Highway
Construction and Maintenance Noise and Vibration Guide
(August 2013) to manage se-thatre vibration is-diseernible
beyond the site boundaries.
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In response to other submissions on the Temporary Activities
chapter, there is a recommendation to include as a guidance note in
the Plan that best practice is to use an NZ Transport Agency guide.
This is seen as a pragmatic solution in the absence of an applicable
New Zealand Standard.
To provide greater certainty for plan users, the provisions of the NZ
Transport Agency State Highway Construction and Maintenance
Noise and Vibration Guide dated August 2013, could be included in
this standard.

144 | 3A4.2 Horticulture New Not stated The Guidance note relatingto | Amend 3A.4.2 Guidance Note 1) The requested addition to the guidance note adds clarity for plan Recommend that submission S23/007 by Horticulture NZ is
Stand_ards for Zealand - S23/007 vegetation also dpes not need Vegetation planted within an electricity users. accepte'd and FS7/026 by Transpower is accepted and Guidance
Permitted to refer to a corridor as the adjacent to transmission corridor, including Note 1 is amended as follows:

ACtl_VltleS distances in Fhe Ha'zard from the National Grid Yard and distribution lines Vegetation planted within an electricity transmission corridor,
(Guidance Tree regulations will apply. should be selected and managed to ensure including the National Grid Yard and distribution lines should
Note 1) that it will not result in that vegetation be selected and managed to ensure that it will not result in that
breaching the Electricity (Hazards from vegetation breaching the Electricity (Hazards from Trees)
Trees) Regulations 2003. Regulations 2003.
Further Submission by Transpower
(FS7/026) supporting this submission.

145 | 3A4.2 Spark - S17/027 Not stated This is not necessary. There Delete guidance note 4 in its entirety. The intention of including this guidance note was to advise plan Recommend that submission S17/027 by Spark is rejected.
Standards for are multiple approvals users who may not be familiar with the fact that other approvals
Permitted required under different may be required. While network utility operators are familiar with
Activities statutes to establish most the various requirements, the wider community may not. The
(Guidance network utilities, and a guidance note provides additional information for plan users and is
Note 4) guidance note stating that recommended to be retained.

approval under the RMA does
not equate to compliance with
a code of practice is not
necessary and inefficient.

145 | 3A4.2 Chorus New Zealand | Not stated This is not necessary. There Delete guidance note 4 in its entirety. The intention of including this guidance note was to advise plan Recommend that submission S18/028 by Chorus is rejected.
Standards for Limited - S18/028 are multiple approvals users who may not be familiar with the fact that other approvals
Permitted required under different may be required. While network utility operators are familiar with
Activities statutes to establish most the various requirements, the wider community may not. The
(Guidance network utilities, and a guidance note provides additional information for plan users and is
Note 4) guidance note stating that recommended to be retained.

approval under the RMA does
not equate to compliance with
a code of practice is not
necessary and inefficient.

146 | 3A4.3 Powerco - $16/038 Not stated The matters of discretion are Amend the matters of discretion in Rule The wording used was the same as that in the Business Zone, Recommend that submission S16/038 by Powerco is accepted
Restricted drafted too broadly and 3A.4.3 as follows: introduced through Plan Change 46. The drafting of the Industrial and the introduction to the rule as follows:

Discretionary mCIUd? arange of matters For these activities, the Council has Zone .has .also us.ed a slightly different wording. Tl}e req.uested For these activities, the Council has restricted its discretion to
(a) that will not be relevant to wording is considered to be clear and reflects the intention by

every situation. It needs to be
clear that discretion will only
be restricted to effects that
are relevant to the standard
that is not being met.

restricted its discretion to considering the
following matters, only to the extent that

they are relevant to the standard that is not
met:

Council.

It is noted that the wording of the Restricted Discretionary Rules in
the other parts of Chapter should also be amended for consistency.
If the panel are in agreement then a consequential change could be
made to Rule 16.4.3.

To ensure consistency between all chapters, it is likely that a plan
change will need to be made to change this statement across the
plan at the conclusion of the sectional district plan review.

considering the following matters, only to the extent that they
are relevant to the standard that is not met:

Consequential changes are made to Rule 3B.4.6 as follows:

For these activities, the Council has restricted its discretion to
considering the following matters, only to the extent that they
are relevant to the standard that is not met:

Consequential changes are made to Rules 3D.4.3 and 3G.4.3 as
follows:

For this activity, the Council has restricted is discretion to
considering the following matters, only to the extent that they
are relevant to the standard that is not met:
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147 | 3A4.3 Horticulture New Not stated Horticulture NZ considers Amend Rule 3A.4.3 by adding an addition The suggested matter raised by the submitter is vague and would Recommend that submission S23/008 by Horticulture NZ is
Restricted Zealand - S23/008 that potential reverse bullet point not assist decision makers when considering any resource consent rejected.

Discretionary sensitivity effects should also -potential reverse sensitivity effects application.
(a) be considered.

Further Submission by Powerco (FS13/024)

opposing this submission.

148 | 3A4.3 Transpower New Support Transpower supports the Amend Rule 3A 4.3.i as follows: This change is consistent with other recommendations in response Recommend that submission S11/040 by Transpower is
Rflestrlc'.ced Zealand Limited - res.tr}cted dlsc?etlo}rllary The proposed benefits of the network utility to submissions. accepted and Rule 3A. 4.3.i is amended as follows:
Dlsgretlonary $11/040 aCthlty}:tat,il_s_ ort OSEI proposal to the wider community and The proposed benefits of the network utility proposal to the
(a-1) networ Ut,l 1ties no't.a eto beyond. wider community and beyond.

meet permitted activity

standards. Transpower also Further 'Submf'ssion b)'/ Ppwerco (FS$13/026)
generally supports the supporting this submission.
assessment criteria against

which restricted discretionary

activities will be assessed but

seeks amendments to

properly recognise the policy

considerations for new

National Grid infrastructure

as set out in the NPSET.

148 | 3A4.3 Powerco - S16/039 Not stated Amend to recognise that Amend Rule 3A.4.3 (i) as follows: This change is consistent with other recommendations in response Recommend that submission S16/039 by Powerco is accepted
RflestricFed bgnefits can accrue to the The proposed benefits of the network utility to submissions. and Rule 3A.4.3.i is amended as follows:

D1sc.ret10nary wider community and proposal to the wider community and The proposed benefits of the network utility proposal to the
@-9 beyond. beyond. wider community and beyond.

149 | 3A4.3 Powerco - S16/040 Not stated Insert significant before Amend Rule 3A.4.3 (ii) as follows: The Act refers to adverse effects. In considering an application Recommend that submission S16/040 by Powerco is rejected
Restricted adverse effects to ensure that whether the activity will result in any where the activity does not meet the permitted activity and FS10/028 by Horticulture NZ is accepted.
Disc.r_etionary less than minor or minor significant adverse effects on amenity values performgnce standards consideration of all effects is considered
(a-ii) adve.rse effects are not of neighbouring properties or the character appropriate.

Cf)ns.u.iered alongside of the zone in which the activity is proposed.
significant adverse effects.

Significant adverse effects Further Submissio.n by I-I.orticull,iur.e NZ
should be the main concern of | (FS10/028) opposing this submission.

the Council determining

whether to grant resource

consents.

150 | 3A4.3 Horticulture New Not stated Horticulture NZ considers Amend Rule 3A.4.3 ii) by adding There are no permitted activity standards that would require land Recommend that submission S23/009 by Horticulture NZ is
Restricted Zealand - S23/009 that potential reverse ii whether the activity will result in uses to be considered in the way sought by the submitter. On that rejected and FS13/025 by Powerco is accepted.
Discretionary sensitivity effects should also any adverse effects on amenity basis the change is not supported.

(a-ii) be considered. values or land uses of
neighbouring properties or the
character of the zone in which the
activity is proposed.

Further Submission by Powerco (FS§13/025)
opposing this submission.

151 | 3A43 Powerco - S16/041 Not stated Clause should refer to all Amend Rule 3A.4.3(iv) as follows: The District Plan does not distinguish between lineal and non-lineal | Recommend that submission S16/041 by Powerco is rejected.
Restricted utilities except lineal utilities. except in relation to lineal utilities, the utilities. An easy to understand and useable plan is intended for
Discretionary Lineal utilities effects cannot degree to which the non-complian'ce can be plan users. This suggested amendment unnecessarily complicates
(a-iv) be internalised to the site (i.e. mitigated to ensure the effects are the District Plan in a manner which is not supported by any

one site). internalised to the site objectives and policies.

152 | 3A43 Powerco - S16/042 Not stated Possible should be replaced Amend Rule 3A.4.3 (v) as follows: Policy 1.2 uses the term ‘possible’. For consistency it is considered Recommend that submission S16/042 by Powerco is rejected.
E?Stri?ed ;/vith prsctilc);lblel. . The degree to which co-location has been that this provision should also retain the use of ‘possible’.

1scretionary mpracticable placemen considered and is pessible-practicable.

(a-v) could be entirely possible at a

large cost to the utility
provider although not entirely
practical i.e. a proposal could
require significantly more line
and towers to travers a longer
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alternative route than a more
practical shorter route. It is
more appropriate for the
practical route options to be
assessed against each other
and not all possible but
impracticable routes.

153 | 3A4.3 Powerco - S16/043 Not stated Not all proposals will have an | Amend Rule 3A.4.3(vi) as follows: Reference in this chapter of the District Plan is to the scheduled Recommend that submission S16/043 by Powerco is accepted
Restricted impact on the identified Whether the activity impacts on the heritage values and areas in the relevant Appendices. The and Rule 3A.4.3.vi is amended as follows:

Discretionary heritage values of the District, identified heritage values of the District and, requested changes reflect this approach. To avoid any confusion,

(a-vi) however if the proposal does msuch impacts are remedied or and to ensure consistency with other parts of the Chapter, the list of | Whether the activity impacts on the scheduled heritage values
impact on built heritage there mitigated. - relevant appendices in the District Plan have been included in this of the Distrietin Appendix 1A (Wetlands, Lakes, Rivers and
should be an assessment to clause of Rule 3A.4.3(vi). their Margins), 1B (Significant Areas of Indigenous
both the remedy and/or Forest/Vegetation (excluding Reserves)), 1C (Outstanding
mitigation of these effects. Natural Features), 1D (Trees with Heritage Value), 1E
Criteria should refer to the (Buildings and Objects with Heritage Value) and 1F (Sites with
effects on the identified Heritage Value) of this Plan and, if so, how such impacts are
heritage values. remedied or mitigated.

154 | 3A4.3 Transpower New Support Transpower supports the Amend Rule 3A.4.3.vii as follows: Most of the changes requested are consistent with the policy Recommend that submission S11/041 by Transpower is
Restricted Zealand Limited - restricted discretionary The degree to which the proposed location, guidance provided for in Policy 1.3 and are supported. accepted in part and Rule 3A.4.3.vii is amended as follows:
Dlscr.e:tlonary $11/041 activity stat.u.s.for those site or route is better than alternative However reference to ‘alternative locations’ is an essential part of The degree to which the-prepesedlocation, site-orrouteis
(a - vii) network ut.111t1es nqt .able to locations, sites, or routes have been the assessment criteria and the deletion of this word is not better-than alternative locations, sites, or routes_have been

meet permitted activity assessed and any operational, locational or supported. assessed and any operational, locational or technical
standards. Transpower also technical constraints. constraints considered.
generally supports the

assessment criteria against

which restricted discretionary

activities will be assessed but

seeks amendments to

properly recognise the policy

considerations for new

National Grid infrastructure

as set out in the NPSET.

154 | 3A4.3 Powerco - S16/044 Not stated Amend the requirement in Amend Rule 3A.4.3 (vii) as follows: Most of the changes requested are consistent with the policy Recommend that submission S16/044 by Powerco is accepted
Restricted this clause to the degree to The degree to which the-proposedlocation; guidance provided for in Policy 1.3 and are supported. in part and Rule 3A.4.3.vii is amended as follows:
Dlscr.e:.tlonary V‘(hwh alternative locations, site orrouteis betterthan alternative However reference to ‘alternative locations’ is an essential part of The degree to which the-prepesedlocation; site-orroute-is
(a - viii) 51tes,_ or routes have been locations, sites, or routes have been the assessment criteria and the deletion of this word is not better-than alternative locations, sites, or routes_ have been

con51.d.ered rather than assessed and any operational, locational or supported. assessed and any operational, locational or technical
requiring the route to be. technical constraints considered. constraints considered.

'better' than the alternatives,

having regard to operational,

locational or technical

constraints.

154 | 3A4.3 First Gas (formerly Supportin part | Supports the activity status Amend 3A.4.3a.vii: The intent of the provision is to assess the alternatives considered. Recommend that submission S20/023 by First Gas is accepted
Restricted Vector Gas) Ltd - for network utilities not able The degree to which the proposed location, Note changes to the rule have been recommended from other in part and FS5/015 by Heritage NZ is accepted and Rule
Discretionary S20/023 to meet permitted activity site or route is better than alternative submissions. 3A.4.3.a.vii is amended as follows:

(@) standards but seeks an locations, sites or routes have been assessed The degree to which the-prepesedlocation; site-orroute-is
anllenfim(.e_nts to ass.essment and whether a proposal represents the best better-than alternative locations, sites, or routes_have been
lC)relstfrl?a‘éltli.c?l;feno()téioonnoii the practicable option. assessed and any operational, locational or technical
consilfiered approgriate in Further Submission by Heritage NZ constraints considered.
that it is a recognised (and (FS5/015) supporting in part this submission.
defined) term in the RMA, and
considers a range of factors in
determining what is most
appropriate.

155 | 3A4.4 Transpower New Oppose Transpower considers that Amend Rule 3A 4.4 as follows: A review of the Outstanding Natural Features and Landscapes has Recommend that submission S11/042 by Transpower is
Discretionary Zealand Limited - nationally significant occurred as part of the Rural Zone Review, with new areas proposed | rejected and FS4/021 by Horizons is noted and FS13/027 by

S11/042

infrastructure should be
classified as a Discretionary
Activity (not Non-Complying)

3A.4.4 i. Any network utility not otherwise
specified as Permitted, Restricted
Discretionary or Non-Complying Activity
shall be a Discretionary Activity.

(although the plan change is yet to be notified). Council’s landscape
expert considers that the Non-Complying Activity status provides a
clear signal as to the protection of important Outstanding Natural

Powerco is rejected.
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in an outstanding natural 3A.4.4 ii. Nationally significant Features and Landscapes, and indicates where new or expanded
feature or landscape because infrastructure located within an infrastructure is not anticipated in the District.
of the constraints on that Outstanding Natural Feature or Landscape In considering the potential areas of Outstanding Natural Features
infrastructure (locational, in Appendix 1Cis a Discretionary Activity. and Landscapes there are few areas where existing infrastructure is
\t/sgﬁr;lsci}ll2%%25;:::?&13::5 Further Submission by Horizons (F$4/021) located within the scheduled areas.
to the community and beyond. ZEZ;}:IZ;;‘;: porting nor opposing this Cou'nlcil’s landscgpe expert considers that the Non-COmplying
NPSET Policy 8, which ’ Activity status signals to plan users that development in
provides a framework for Further Submission by Powerco (FS13/027) Outstanding Natural Features and Landscapes is not anticipated. Mr
National Grid activities in supporting in part this submission. Hudson considers that the Non-Complying Activity status provides a
rural environments, clear signal as to the protection of important Outstanding Natural
specifically includes the Features and Landscapes, and indicates where new or expanded
words 'seek to avoid adverse infrastructure is not anticipated in the District. This is considered to
effects on outstanding natural be consistent with the intent of the NPSET Policy 8. The Non-
landscapes'. The words 'seek Complying status is also seen to implement the provisions of the
to' are not a bottom line One Plan.
requirement (i.e. must avoid
which would necessitate a
Non-Complying activity
status) and render a
Discretionary activity status
appropriate.
156 | 3A4.4 Powerco - S16/045 Not stated Retain the Discretionary Activity Rule, Council’s landscape expert considers that there is little difference in | Recommend that submission S16/045 by Powerco is rejected.
Discretionary which will ensure that lineal visual presence of linear and non-linear infrastructure when
network utilities located within an considering Outstanding Natural Features and Landscapes. Other
Outstanding Natural Landscape in Appendix sub.m.issions by the submitter seek to change the Non-Complying
1C require discretionary activity consent. Activity rule and are not supported.
157 | 3A.4.5 Non- Transpower New Oppose Transpower considers that Amend Rule 3A.4.5 as follows: A review of the Outstanding Natural Features and Landscapes has Recommend that submission S11/043 by Transpower is
Complying Zealand Limited - nationally significant Any network utility which is not nationally occurred as part of the Rural Zone Review, with new areas proposed | rejected and FS4/022 by Horizons is noted and FS13/028 by
S11/043 infrastructure should be sienificant infrastructure located within an (although the plan change is yet to be notified). Council’s landscape Powerco is rejected.
classified as a Discretionary Outstanding Natural Feature or Landscape expert considers that the Non-Complying Activity status provides a
Activity (not Non-Complying) in Appendix 1C is a Non-Complying Activity. clear signal as to the protection of important Outstanding Natural
in an outstanding natural Features and Landscapes, and indicates where new or expanded
feature or landscape because F“f“the’" Submi&?ion by HO’“"ZO'”S (F$4/022) infrastructure is not anticipated in the District.
_Of the constraints on that nelljthe?r s'upportmg nor opposing this In considering the potential areas of Outstanding Natural Features
mfras.tructure (locatllonal, submisston. and Landscapes there are few areas where existing infrastructure is
technical and op(?ra'.clona!) as Further Submission by Powerco (FS13/028) located within the scheduled areas.
well as the benefits it delivers | supporting in part this submission. o . .
to the community and beyond. Council’s landscape expert considers that the Non-Complying
NPSET Policy 8, which Activity status signals to plan users that development in
provides a framework for Outstanding Natural Features and Landscapes is not anticipated. Mr
National Grid activities in Hudson considers that the Non-Complying Activity status provides a
rural environments clear signal as to the protection of important Outstanding Natural
specifically include; the Features and Landscapes, and indicates where new or expanded
words 'seek to avoid adverse infrastructure is not anticipated in the District. This is considered to
effects on outstanding natural be consistent with the intent of the NPSET Policy 8. The Non-
landscapes'. The words 'seek Complying status is also seen to implement the provisions of the
to' are not a bottom line One Plan.
requirement (i.e. must avoid
which would necessitate a
Non-Complying activity
status) and render a
Discretionary activity status
appropriate.
158 | 3A.4.5 Non- Powerco - S16/046 Not stated When a new line is proposed, | Amend Rule 3A.4.5 as follows: Council’s landscape expert considers that there is little difference in | Recommend that submission S16/046 by Powerco is rejected.
Complying it is the careful and robust the visual presence of linear and non-linear infrastructure when

route selection process that
determines the best route in
environmental and
development cost terms. That
route selection process is the
key means by which the
potentially significant adverse

Any new non-lineal network utility located
within an Outstanding Natural Landscape in
Appendix 1C is a Non-Complying Activity.

considering Outstanding Natural Features and Landscapes. Mr
Hudson considers that the Non-Complying Activity status provides a
clear signal as to the protection of important Outstanding Natural
Features and Landscapes, and indicates where new or expanded
infrastructure is not anticipated in the District. The Non-Complying
status is also seen to implement the provisions of the One Plan.
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effects of transmission lines
can be addressed. The
construction or upgrading of
any lineal network utilities
should be discretionary only.
The construction or
upgrading of any non-lineal
network utilities within an
Outstanding Natural Feature
or Landscape in Appendix 1C
should be a non-complying
activity - given the key
difference that the utility in
question is not 'lineal'.
159 | 3A.4.5 Non- First Gas (formerly Support Considers appropriate to Amend 3A.4.5: A review of the Outstanding Natural Features and Landscapes has Recommend that submission S20/024 by First Gas is rejected.
Complying Vector Gas) Ltd - acknowledge that regionally Any network utility which is not regionally occurred as part of the Rural Zone Review, with new areas proposed
S20/024 and nationally significant or nationally sienificant infrastructure (although the plan change is yet to be notified). Council’s landscape
infrastructure often has located within an Outstanding Natural expert considers that the Non-Complying Activity status provides a
!ocatlonal constraints. Such Feature or Landscape in Appendix 1C is a clear signal as to the protectlop of.lmportant Outstanding Natural
infrastructure needs to be Non-Complying Activity. Features and Landscapes, and indicates where new or expanded
recognised and provided for infrastructure is not anticipated in the District.
and app_ortlom_ng aNon ) In considering the potential areas of Outstanding Natural Features
Complylng Ac.t1V1t.y status s and Landscapes there are few areas where existing infrastructure is
not er_1ab11ng_1n th1§ regard. A located within the scheduled areas.
Restricted Discretionary
Activity Status (noting that Council’s landscape expert considers that the Non-Complying
First Gas would also be Activity status signals to plan users that development in
comfortable with a fully Outstanding Natural Features and Landscapes is not anticipated. Mr
Discretionary Activity status) Hudson considers that the Non-Complying Activity status provides a
is considered more clear signal as to the protection of important Outstanding Natural
appropriate. Features and Landscapes, and indicates where new or expanded
infrastructure is not anticipated in the District. This is considered to
be consistent with the intent of the NPSET Policy 8. The Non-
Complying status is also seen to implement the provisions of the
One Plan.
Chapter 3B Transport
160 | 3B Transport Overseers Feilding Neither support | Grassed area in Hobson Street | Seek that Council create a basic car park to This submission is beyond the scope of the Plan Change. The Recommend that submission S14/001 by Overseers Baptist
Baptist Church - nor oppose is currently earmarked as the rear of the Church property. Some submitter raises matters more relevant to Council’s operational Church is rejected.
S14/001 future event space for drainage would be necessary and surfacing arm. The submitter should make a submission to the Long Term

recreational activity. This area
should be an adaptable space
that provides for future
events for recreational
activities and serves as a car
park for everyday use.
Currently vehicle parking on
Stafford, Manchester and
Bowen is at a premium
through the week. Already
noticing a marked increase in
car park demand and expect
this to increase further. This is
affecting weekly groups at the
church. Future increase in
demand is likely given library
building extension and
Makino Pool expansion. Town
specials like the Christmas
Parade, ANZAC dawn service
also impact on parking.

similar to parking in Denbigh Street. This
appears to be a win-win, enabling customers
to have access to the various businesses in
the vicinity, enabling week day parking for
activities at our premises and also providing
an extensive green space for wider
community events.

Plan/Annual Plan process to enable this request to be considered by
Council.
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161 | 3B.1 NZ Transport Not stated The Transport Agency Change 'NZTA' to the "NZ Transport This is a minor change and ensures consistency for how the NZ Recommend that submission S7/012 by NZ Transport Agency is
Introduction Agency - S7/012 requests that 'NZTA' is Agency". Transport Agency prefers to be referenced. accepted and that references throughout the District Wide
changed to the 'NZ Transport Rules Chapter to NZTA be replaced with NZ Transport Agency.
Agency' to provide clarity to
plan users.
162 | 3B.2 Resource | KiwiRail Holdings Support Support recognising there are | Retain as notified. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S2/013 by KiwiRail is accepted.
Management Limited (KiwiRail) - potential effects on the safety
Issues (Issue S2/013 and efficiency of transport
1) network that can arise from
inappropriately located or
designed development.
Transport network as
identified includes both road
and rail, with passengers,
train drivers and trains
themselves, including the
movement of freight, all
susceptible to safety and
efficiency effects as a result of
inappropriate land use and
development.
163 | 3B.3 KiwiRail Holdings Support The safe and efficient Retain as notified. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S2/014 by KiwiRail is accepted.
Objectives and | Limited (KiwiRail) - operation of the rail network
Policies S2/014 can be compromised as a
(Objective 1) result of inappropriate
development. Support that
objective specifically relates
to road and rail.
163 | 3B.3 NZ Transport Support Support Objective 1 which Retain as notified. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S7/013 by NZ Transport Agency is
Objectives and | Agency-S7/013 ensures an integrated accepted.
Policies planning approach to
(Objective 1) maintaining and enhancing
the safe, efficient and
integrated operation of the
transport network within the
district through protecting the
roading network from
adverse effects from land use.
164 | 3B.3 KiwiRail Holdings Support Support the requirement for Retain as notified. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S2/015 by KiwiRail is accepted.
Objectives and | Limited (KiwiRail) - managing adverse effects on
Policies (Policy | S2/015 rail network from
1.1-2a) encroachment into the
sightlines at level crossings.
164 | 3B.3 NZ Transport Support Support all of Policy 1.1 under | Retain all of Policy 1.1 under Objective 1 as Support is noted. Recommend that submission S7/014 by NZ Transport Agency is
Objectives and | Agency -S7/014 Objective 1. notified. accepted.
Policies (Policy
1.1-2a)
165 | 3B.3 NZ Transport Support Support all of Policy 1.2 under | Retain all of Policy 1.2 under Objective 1 as Support is noted. Recommend that submission S7/015 by NZ Transport Agency is
Objectives and | Agency - S7/015 Objective 1. notified. accepted.
Policies (Policy
1.2-a)
166 | 3B.3 KiwiRail Holdings Support Support including the Retain as notified. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S2/016 by KiwiRail is accepted.

Objectives and
Policies (Policy
1.3)

Limited (KiwiRail) -
S2/016

requirement for level
crossings to be kept clear of
buildings and obstructions as
required by Appendix 3B.5.
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166 | 3B.3 NZ Transport Support Support Policy 1.3 which Retain as notified. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S7/016 by NZ Transport Agency is
Objectives and | Agency - S7/016 ensures an integrated accepted.
Policies (Policy planning approach to
1.3) maintaining and enhancing
the safe, efficient and
integrated operation of the
transport network within the
district through protecting the
roading network from
adverse effects from land use.
167 | 3B.3 NZ Transport Support Support Objective 2 which Retain as notified. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S7/017 by NZ Transport Agency is
Objectives and | Agency - S7/017 ensures an integrated accepted.
Policies planning approach to
(Objective 2) maintaining and enhancing
the safe, efficient and
integrated operation of the
transport network within the
district through protecting the
roading network from
adverse effects from land use.
167 | 3B.3 Manawatu- Support Support intent. Retain as drafted in PPC55. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S5/022 by Horizons is accepted.
Objectives and | Whanganui Regional
Policies Council (Horizons) -
(Objective 2) S5/022
168 | 3B.3 NZ Transport Support Support Policy 2.1 which Retain as notified. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S7/018 by NZ Transport Agency is
Objectives and | Agency -S7/018 ensures an integrated accepted.
Policies (Policy planning approach to
2.1) maintaining and enhancing
the safe, efficient and
integrated operation of the
transport network within the
district through protecting the
roading network from
adverse effects from land use.
168 | 3B.3 Manawatu- Support Support intent. Retain as drafted in PPC55. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S5/023 by Horizons is accepted.
Objectives and | Whanganui Regional
Policies (Policy | Council (Horizons) -
2.1) S5/023
169 | 3B.3 NZ Transport Support Support Policy 2.2 which Retain as notified. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S7/019 by NZ Transport Agency is
Objectives and | Agency -S7/019 ensures an integrated accepted.
Policies (Policy planning approach to
2.2) maintaining and enhancing
the safe, efficient and
integrated operation of the
transport network within the
district through protecting the
roading network from
adverse effects from land use.
169 | 3B.3 First Gas (formerly Support Supports the wording in 2.2 in | Retain Policy 2.2 Support is noted. Recommend that submission S20/013 by First Gas is accepted.
Objectives and | Vector Gas) Ltd - that it protects essential
Policies (Policy | S20/013 infrastructure from third
2.2) party activities which may
compromise its safe, efficient
and effective functioning.
170 | 3B.3 NZ Transport Support Support Policy 2.3 which Retain as notified. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S7/020 by NZ Transport Agency is

Objectives and
Policies (Policy
2.3)

Agency -S7/020

ensures an integrated
planning approach to
maintaining and enhancing
the safe, efficient and

accepted.
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integrated operation of the
transport network within the
district through protecting the
roading network from
adverse effects from land use.

171

3B.3
Objectives and
Policies (Policy
2.4)

NZ Transport
Agency - S7/021

Support

Support Policy 2.4 which
ensures an integrated
planning approach to
maintaining and enhancing
the safe, efficient and
integrated operation of the
transport network within the
district through protecting the
roading network from
adverse effects from land use.

Retain as notified.

Support is noted.

Recommend that submission S7/021 by NZ Transport Agency is
accepted.

172

3B.3
Objectives and
Policies (Policy
2.4)

Z Energy Ltd, BP Oil
NZ Ltd, Mobil Oil NZ
Ltd - S21/003

Not stated

As drafted the policy is not
clear as to what specifically it
is trying to
achieve/implement and/or
when corridor management
would be implemented and in
what form. Policy is unhelpful
and appears to be written as a
method. Either delete the
policy or rewrite it to be clear
that the intent is to ensure
that nothing in the corridors
detracts from the availability
of the corridor or the services
provided to the customers
using it.

Delete Policy 2.4 or rewrite as follows:

nelud . ot 5
To ensure that activities within [insert the
types of roads e.g. strategic, collector] road

corridors are managed so as not to detract
from the availability or services provided to

people using that corridor.

Reference to corridor management was a term reflecting Council’s
approach to managing the transport network. Of particular concern
to Council was ensuring roads are managed and constructed fit for
use. There are a number of wide roads within the residential areas
that need careful management to ensure safety for road users. This
policy also links to the provisions contained in Appendix 3B.2
(which were introduced into the District Plan under Plan Change
45). Changing the Policy as proposed by the submitter changes the
intent of the policy and is therefore not supported.

Recommend that submission S21/003 by the Oil Companies is
rejected.

173

3B.3
Objectives and
Policies (Policy
2.5)

NZ Transport
Agency - S7/022

Support

Support Policy 2.5 which
ensures an integrated
planning approach to
maintaining and enhancing
the safe, efficient and
integrated operation of the
transport network within the
district through protecting the
roading network from
adverse effects from land use.

Retain as notified.

Support is noted.

Recommend that submission S7/022 by NZ Transport Agency is
accepted.

174

3B.3
Objectives and
Policies
(Objective 3)

NZ Transport
Agency - S7/023

Support

Support Objective 3 which
ensures an integrated
planning approach to
maintaining and enhancing
the safe, efficient and
integrated operation of the
transport network within the
district through protecting the
roading network from
adverse effects from land use.

Retain as notified.

Support is noted.

Recommend that submission S7/023 by NZ Transport Agency is
accepted.

175

3B.3
Objectives and
Policies (Policy
3.1)

NZ Transport
Agency - S7/024

Support

Support Policy 3.1 which
ensures an integrated
planning approach to
maintaining and enhancing
the safe, efficient and
integrated operation of the
transport network within the
district through protecting the
roading network from
adverse effects from land use.

Retain as notified.

Support is noted.

Recommend that submission S7/024 by NZ Transport Agency is
accepted.
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176 | 3B.3 NZ Transport Support Support Policy 3.2 which Retain as notified. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S7/025 by NZ Transport Agency is
Objectives and | Agency - S7/025 ensures an integrated accepted.
Policies (Policy planning approach to
3.2) maintaining and enhancing
the safe, efficient and
integrated operation of the
transport network within the
district through protecting the
roading network from
adverse effects from land use.
177 | 3B.3 NZ Transport Support Support Policy 3.3 which Retain as notified. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S7/026 by NZ Transport Agency is
Objectives and | Agency - S7/026 ensures an integrated accepted.
Policies (Policy planning approach to
3.3) maintaining and enhancing
the safe, efficient and
integrated operation of the
transport network within the
district through protecting the
roading network from
adverse effects from land use.
178 | 3B.3 NZ Transport Support Support Policy 3.4 which Retain as notified. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S7/027 by NZ Transport Agency is
Objectives and | Agency - S7/027 ensures an integrated accepted.
Policies (Policy planning approach to
3.4) maintaining and enhancing
the safe, efficient and
integrated operation of the
transport network within the
district through protecting the
roading network from
adverse effects from land use.
179 | 3B.3 NZ Transport Support Support Policy 3.5 which Retain as notified. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S7/028 by NZ Transport Agency is
Objectives and | Agency - S7/028 ensures an integrated accepted.
Policies (Policy planning approach to
3.5) maintaining and enhancing
the safe, efficient and
integrated operation of the
transport network within the
district through protecting the
roading network from
adverse effects from land use.
180 | 3B.3 NZ Transport Support Support Policy 3.6 which Retain as notified. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S7/029 by NZ Transport Agency is
Objectives and | Agency - S7/029 ensures an integrated accepted.
Policies (Policy planning approach to
3.6) maintaining and enhancing
the safe, efficient and
integrated operation of the
transport network within the
district through protecting the
roading network from
adverse effects from land use.
180 | 3B.4.3 Access _ | KiwiRail Holdings Support Support requirement for new | Retain as notified. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S2/017 by KiwiRail is accepted.
Standards for Limited (KiwiRail) - vehicle crossings to be
Permitted S2/017 setback 30m from level
Activities (d) crossings.
181 | 3B.4.3 Access _ | KiwiRail Holdings Support Support that existing vehicle Retain as notified. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S2/018 by KiwiRail is accepted.
Standards for Limited (KiwiRail) - crossings within 30m of a
Permitted S2/018 level crossing be maintained

Activities (e)

to ensure safety is not
compromised and that this is
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linked to the Appendix in the
Transport Chapter.

182 | 3B.4.3 Access _ | Z Energy Ltd, BP Oil | Not stated Standard restricts vehicle Amend Rule 3B.4.3 (h) as follows: The provisions are included for all zones to ensure appropriate Recommend that submission S21/004 by the Oil Companies is
Standards for NZ Ltd, Mobil Oil NZ crossing movements per day Vehicle crossing movements, excluding in accesses are provided for the projected uses on the site and the rejected.
Permitted Ltd - S21/004 as a permitted activity and industrial and business zones, must not surrounding environment. For example, where a heavy vehicle
Activities (h) applies to all zones. A exceed 100 car equivalent movements per access is required rather than a standard access design. These types

restriction on industrial and day and the car equivalent movements must of requirements are intended to apply irrespective of zone. It is not
business zones is not be calculated in accordance with Appendix the intention of the rule to restrict high movement generating
supported and there should 3B.4. businesses. In the Manawatu District, the Inner Business Zone still
be an exclusion clause for enables dwellings and visitor accommodation. This reflects the
these zones. It is assumed that provincial nature of the District and the enabling approach of the
industrial and business zones District Plan.

have been located in areas Excluding the industrial and business zones from standards

wher.e there.: 1S 10 ne(?d to regarding vehicle crossing movements is therefore not supported.
restrict vehicle crossing

movements to this degree.

183 | 3B.4.5 Car Heritage New Oppose in part | Incentives are powerful way Amend Rule 3B.4.5.e as follows: Rule 3B.4.5.b provides an exclusion for car parking within the town | Recommend that submission S3/014 by Heritage NZ is rejected.
Parking _ Zealand Pouhere to encourage adaptive reuse Where a change of use occurs requiring a centre where many of the heritage buildings are located. The
Standards for Taonga - S3/014 of buildings of cultural and higher number of car parks or where the recommended changes are considered unnecessary given the
Permitted historical heritage value. floor area of an existing building is exclusion in Rule 3B.4.5.b. In reference to Appendix 1E, there are
Activities (e) Exempting heritage buildings increased. excluding a change of use of a few commercial buildings where the parking requirements would

from parking requirements is building with heritage value scheduled in determine a decision regarding reuse.
one.such lnFentlve. Meetmg Appendix 1E, additional car parking must be
onsite parklpg requ1rement.s provided to achieve the requirements of

can be prohibitively expensive Table 3B.1 Car Parking Standards.

for heritage buildings due to

lot size and building layout

and can affect their values.

Buildings contained in

Appendix 1E should be

exempt from the change of

use parking requirement.

184 | 3B4.6 KiwiRail Holdings Support Where there is non- Retain as notified. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S2/019 by KiwiRail is accepted.
Assessment Limited (KiwiRail) - compliance with Appendix
Criteria S2/019 3B.5 standards or the setback

of a vehicle crossing from a
level crossing, consent is
required as a restricted
discretionary activity. The
proposed assessment criteria
at the first bullet point
includes consideration to the
safe and efficient operation of
the transport network. This
will enable a consideration of
the proposal on the safety and
efficient of the rail network.

185 | 3B.4.6 Z Energy Ltd, BP Oil | Not stated Clause (vi) of the assessment Amend Rule 3B.4.6 (vi) as follows: The intent of the provision was to encourage access onto roads, Recommend that submission S21/005 by the Oil Companies is
Restricted NZ Ltd, Mobil Oil NZ criteria should be amended to whether access to a Major Arterial Road or other than Major or Minor Arterial Roads to ensure the roading rejected.
Discretionary Ltd - S21/005 better demonstrate the intent Minor Arterial Road will generate adverse network operates efficiently and safely. In relation to Major and

Activities (a -
vi)

of the clause, which is to
assess whether there are
adverse effects associated
with accessing a major or
minor arterial road that
would require an alternative
practicable legal access to be
adopted. At present the
criteria infers that access off
the secondary road should be
utilised irrespective of
whether there are adverse

effects on the flow of traffic and, if so, if
there is a reasonable practicable alternative
for legal access to a road other than a Major
Arterial Road or Minor Arterial Road.

Minor Arterial Roads, it is to ensure they continue to function for
the purpose of through traffic movement.

The changes suggested by the submitter are not in keeping with the
purpose and intent of this provision.
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effects associated with access
to a major urban road.
186 | Appendix 3B.1 | NZ Transport Support Support all of Appendix 3B.1 Retain as notified. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S7/032 by NZ Transport Agency is
Roading Agency - S7/032 which outlines the Roading accepted.
Hierarchy Hierarchy for the District.
(Diagram 1)
186 | Appendix 3B.1 | Manawatu- Support Support all of Appendix 3B.1 Retain as drafted in PPC55. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S5/021 by Horizons is accepted.
Roading Whanganui Regional showing the roading
Hierarchy Council (Horizons) - hierarchy as illustrated.
(Diagram 1) S5/021
187 | Appendix 3B.5 | KiwiRail Holdings Support Support inclusion of the Retain as notified. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S2/020 by KiwiRail is accepted.
Limited (KiwiRail) - provisions in relation to the
S2/020 protection of sightlines and
level crossings.
Chapter 3C Noise
188 | 3C Noise NZ Transport Not stated Requests that noise reverse Include a new provision as follows: A discussion has occurred with NZ Transport Agency regarding this | Recommend that submission S7/033 by NZ Transport Agency is

Agency - S7/033

sensitivity provisions are
included in the Noise section
of the District Plan. This
provision would apply where
the State Highway speed
environment is 70km or
greater.

The Transport Agency policy
has two main elements:
setbacks and acoustic
treatment of buildings, which
are addressed in a Buffer Area
and Effects Area respectively.
These two areas are defined
by distances from the edge of
the carriageway. Acoustic
treatment of buildings in the
Effects Area addresses sleep
disturbance and indoor
amenity, whereas setbacks in
the Buffer Area are essential
to also address outdoor
amenity, and other potential
effects such as vibration and
air quality. Both the Buffer
Area and the Effects Area
depend on the noise level
from the road, with the
dominant factors being the
traffic flow, vehicle speed,
percentage of heavy vehicles
and road surface. For roads in
this district with a posted
speed limit greater or equal to
70 km/h the Transport
Agency policy specifies an 80
metre Effects Area. This
distance has been determined
to generally result in an
acceptable level of indoor
amenity by maintaining the
a€ satisfactory€™ internal
sounds levels as
recommended by the joint
Australian Standard and New

1.

New buildings or alterations to existing
buildings containing noise sensitive
activities must be at least 40m from the
edge of the state highway carriageway
and there is an existing solid and
continuous building, fence, wall or
landform that blocks the line of sight
from all parts of all windows and doors
to the new or altered habitable spaces
to any part of the road surface of the
state highway. This exclude unaltered
existing spaces.

New buildings or alterations to existing
buildings containing noise sensitive
activities, in or partly in the state
highway buffer area must be designed,
constructed and maintained to achieve
road traffic vibration levels complying
with class C of NS 8176E:2005.

New buildings or alterations to existing
buildings containing noise sensitive
activities, in or partly in the state
highway buffer area or effects area
must be designed, constructed and
maintained to achieve the indoor design
noise level from road traffic in table
within submission.

If windows must be closed to achieve
the design noise levels, the building
must be designed, constructed and
maintained with a ventilation and
cooling system. For habitable spaces a
ventilation cooling system must achieve
the following:

a. Ventilation must be provided to
meet clause G4 of the New Zealand
Building Code. At the same time, the
sound of the system must not
exceed 30 dBLAeq(30s) when
measured 1m away from any grille
or diffuser.

b. The occupant must be able to
control the ventilation rate in

submission. The residential area of Feilding has small area of 70km
along Kimbolton Road and is already largely developed. There is a
70km speed restriction in Cheltenham which also has limited
development potential. On that basis it is considered unnecessary to
impose the provisions as requested District Wide.

The proposed setbacks and buffers are considered by Council’s
acoustic advisor to be more appropriate within the Rural Zone of
the District.

Council has prepared a Memorandum of Understanding with the NZ
Transport Agency to reflect the discussions in relation to this
submission; essentially recording that no changes are required to
the District Wide rules in respect of the submission as the
provisions will be considered as part of the Rural Zone.

rejected and FS9/013 by Federated Farmers is accepted.
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Zealand Standard AS/NZS increments up to a high air flow
2107 . In this Standard, the setting that provides at least 6 air
recommended internal sound changes per hour. At the same time,
levels vary for type of the sound of the system must not
occupancy and activity. For exceed 35 dB LAeq(30s) when
residential buildings near measured 1m away from any grille
major roads, the or diffuser.
recommended sound levgls c. The system must provide cooling
are 30 dB LAeq for sleeping that is controllable by the occupant
a_re_as and 35 dB LAe‘! for and can maintain the temperature
l“{mg areas. For consistency at no greater than 25 degrees. At the
with NZS 680,6’ t.he Transport same time, the sound of the system
Agency submission has o must not exceed 35 dB LAeq(30s)
sllghtly.relaxed these criteria when measured 1m away from any
for habitable spaces to be 40 grille or diffuser.
dB LAeq(24h). The Effects
Area is usually contained 5. Adesign report prepared by a suitably
partly within the road reserve qualified and experienced acoustics
as it is measured from the specialist must be submitted to the
edge of the nearest traffic [council officer] demonstrating noise
lane, rather than the edge of and vibration compliance prior to the
the carriageway. These Effects construction or
Areas to adequately control alteration of any building containing a
reverse sensitivity effects as noise sensitive activity in or partly
per the Transport Agency in the state highway buffer area or
policy. Also recommend that effects area. The design must take into
the provisions are applied to account the future permitted use of the
Kairanga Bunnythorpe Road state highway; for existing roads this is
and Ashhurst Road as these achieved by the addition of 3 dB to
are identified in the Joint existing measured or predicted noise
Transportation Study as key levels.
freight corridors. See the full submission for the complete

request.
Further Submission by Federated Farmers
(FS9/013) opposing this submission.

189 | 3C Noise New Zealand Oppose in part Due to the broad and varied Adopt the noise provisions as requested by As noted in response to earlier submissions, Plan Change 55 does Recommend that submission S8/009 by NZ Defence Force is
Defence Force - nature of temporary military NZDF. See permitted activity noise not seek to review or change the existing provisions relating to rejected and FS3/007 by NZ Defence Force is rejected.
S8/009 training activities they can be | standards attached to the original temporary military training activities. The provisions for temporary

undertaken in any zone. Seek | submission. military activities will be reviewed as part of the Rural Zone Plan
_specific n_oise provisi_ons to be Further Submission by NZ Defence Force Changtla (and othe.r zones when.reviewed.). Any noise provis_ions will
1n_clufied in all zones 1_n_the (FS3/007) supporting this submission. be reviewed and incorporated into the District Plan at that time.
District Plan. As activities are
uniquely military in nature, it
is appropriate to have specific
provisions to address their
effects. Malcolm Hunt and
Associates have developed a
set of noise standards specific
to these activities to replace
those currently in the District
Plan. For weapons firing and
explosives, the noise
provisions work by using
separation distances from
sensitive receivers.
190 | 3C.1 Federated Farmers - | Not stated Federated Farmers That the following paragraph is added to It is recognised that there can be issues between rural and rural Recommend that submission S1/009 by Federated Farmers is
Introduction S1/009 understands that in the 3C.1 Introduction lifestyle uses of land. The introduction has been recommended to accepted in part and FS10/029 by Horticulture NZ is accepted

interface between zones and
different land uses there can
be different amenity
expectations that can give rise
to complaints. Intentions of
Chapter would be aided with

With the recent trend towards country
living, traditional agriculture and
horticulture activities may be subject to an
increasing number of complaints in respect
of the effects of their day to day activities.
The effects of these activities often cannot

change as a result of the submission by Horticulture NZ (S23/010).

The request by the submitter in relation to activities locating
adjacent to an existing activity is considered unnecessary. The
review of the Rural Zone includes set back distances between

in part and FS13/033 by Powerco is rejected, noting the
changes recommended by submission S23/010.
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a detailed explanation of the be readily avoided, remedied or mitigated activities, which addresses the concerns raised here. The Rural
reverse sensitivity issue. by the person undertaking the activity Zone review is expected to be notified in 2017.

without causing significant adverse
economic effects. Those activities that locate
adjacent to an existing rural activity, should
take steps to mitigate the effects that the
existing rural activity may have upon them.
Further Submission by Horticulture NZ
(FS10/029) supporting this submission.
Further Submission by Powerco (FS13/033)
opposing in part this submission.

190 | 3C.1 Horticulture New Not stated There is a recognition of a Amend 3C.1 Introduction para 3 by The proposed wording covers the same issues and intent of Recommend that submission S23/010 by Horticulture NZ is

Introduction Zealand - S23/010 growing trend towards including the following: proposed paragraph 3, but in a clear way, so they are supported. accepted and FS9/014 by Federated Farmers is accepted and
country living and potential Rural production activities are the that the third paragraph in the introduction is deleted and
COI’lﬂ.ICtT regarding ng(lise. predominant activities in the rural area of replaced with:
I-Lortlflu turedNZ con51b ers the district. There is pressure for increased Rural production activities are the predominant activities in the
: ?lt : e}\l/vm? mg_ CAIBELLEr rural lifestyle living which can seek different rural area of the district. There is pressure for increased rural
reflect the situation. expectations for the rural area. This can lead lifestyle living which can seek different expectations for the
to complaints about the noise generated by rural area. This can lead to complaints about the noise
rural production activities as part of day to generated by rural production activities as part of day to day
day activities. activities.
Further Submission by Federated Farmers
(FS9/014) supporting this submission.

191 | 3C.2 Resource | Horticulture New Not stated There should be a specific Add a new issue in 3C.2: There can be an issue between rural and rural lifestyle living due to | Recommend that submission S23/011 by Horticulture NZ is
Management Zealand - S23/011 recognition of potential There is potential for reverse sensitivity different expectations of the amenity of a zone. The provisions in accepted in part and FS9/015 by Federated Farmers in
Issues (Issue reverse sensitivity as a complaints due to different expectations of the noise chapter are clear with regards to the noise levels accepted in part and a new issue added to Section 3C.2 as
1) resource management issue. the amenity of the zone. cgnsidered ‘Fo be appropriatfa. Issues surrounding set back follows:

Further Submission by Federated Farmers distances will be addressed in the Rural Zone review. Rural and rural lifestyle uses can have different amenity
(FS9/015) supporting this submission expectations which can result in complaints.

192 | 3C.2 Resource | Federated Farmers- | Support Support the identified Support is noted. Recommend that submission S1/010 by Federated Farmers is
Management S§1/010 Resource Management Issues, accepted.

Issues (Issue in particular 4. We appreciate
4) recognition that noise is often
anormal feature of activities
consistent to the rural zone.

193 | 3C.3 Objectives | Horticulture New Not stated There should be a policy that Add an additional policy: Noise limits in the Rural Zone have been provided in the Noise Recommend that submission S23/012 by Horticulture NZ is
and Policies Zealand - S23/012 ensures that noise generated To provide for noise associated with rural section of Chapter 3. The chapter does not stop any activity, it accepted and FS9/016 by Federated Farmers is accepted and a
(Objective 1) by rural production activities production activities in the rural zone merely identifies a noise limit or level that is considered new Policy added as follows:

is ac.cepted as paf't of.the rural appropriate for alll zones. ."I.‘here is a provisions }mder Ryle 3C4.2d To provide for noise associated with rural production activities
environment. This will for rural production activities, except for intensive farming, to not in the rural zone
provide a policy framework Further Submission by Federated Farmers be controlled by the noise limits in Table 3C.1. The suggested policy :
for the exemption for rural (FS9/016) supporting this submission. provides a policy framework for this.
production activities from the
noise limits.
194 | 3C.3 Objectives | Z Energy Ltd, BP Oil | Supportin part | Support insofar as seek to Amend Policy 1.1 as follows: The intent of Policy 1.1 is to assist decision making; not set out what | Recommend that submission S21/006 by the Oil Companies is

and Policies
(Policy 1.1)

NZ Ltd, Mobil Oil NZ
Ltd - S21/006

ensure adverse noise effects
do not affect night time
sleeping levels. However it
needs to be clear, in
accordance with the policy
approach in the Industrial
Zone, that there will be higher
noise levels in some zones
and in those zones, noise level
standards will not be set to
protect noise sensitive
activities. Industries can
operate during night time
hours (in some cases 24 hours

To ensure noise level standards protect
dwellings and other noise sensitive
activities from unreasonable noise levels
where sensitive activities are permitted, and
otherwise to require noise sensitive
activities to avoid locating in zones where
higher noise levels are anticipated unless
they provide adequate noise attenuation.

can occur as a permitted activity. The permitted activity rules of all
zones set out what is considered to be appropriate activities; not
policies within the noise chapter. The zone provisions are the
appropriate place to consider activities that are appropriate in
specific areas and where sensitive activities should or should not
occur.

rejected.
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a day) and at higher level than
would otherwise be allowed
in zones where noise sensitive
activities are anticipated.
Amendment to Policy 1.1 is
sought to clarify that noise
sensitive activities should not
expect noise levels in
industrial zones to protect
night time sleeping hours
from adverse noise effects.

195 | 3C4.1 Federated Farmers - | Not stated Note and appreciate that That the time period 10pm to 7am be The noise limits are designed to protect against sleep disturbance. Recommend that submission S1/011 by Federated Farmers is
Permitted S1/011 3C.4.1.C provides that rural amended 10pm to 5am and therefore the Changing the night-time hours to have only 7 hours of sleep rejected and FS10/030 by Horticulture NZ is rejected.
Activities production activities, except following time zone amended to start at 5am | protection is considered unacceptable by Council’s noise expert.

for intensive farming, are not | (5am to 7pm). Furthermore the limits form the permitted baseline against which
controlled by Rule 3C.4.1.B, Further Submission by Horticulture NZ all other acti\.fities that might establish in the' Rural Zone are .

b_ut seek am_endme_nt to t_he (FS10/030) supporting this submission. a§se§sed: This could range from c.ontractors depots to fact_orles to
times associated with noise distribution centres. Council’s noise expert considers the time of
levels provided for in Table 7am is a reasonable hour to protect the rural community against the
3C.1 to provide for those start-up of a noisy neighbouring activity.

activities considered intensive

farming activities. It is

common for intensive farming

activities to begin outside of

'normal business or activity

hours'. Federated Farmers

submits that the permitted

time period provided for in

Table 3C.1 be amended to

enable these activities.

196 | 3C4.1 New Zealand Oppose Table 3C.1 - this table states Retain the notional boundary as the The use of the notional boundary was discussed in the Noise Report | Recommend that submission S8/010 by NZ Defence Force is
Permitted Defence Force - that the potentially affected measurement requirement for measuring which formed part of the Section 32 report for PPC 55. Council’s rejected.
Activities S8/010 zone is to be measured atany | noise levels at the property boundary. noise expert considers that the use of the notional boundary does

point within the boundary of not protect land in a situation where an owner has the existing right
any other site in the zone. to build a new noise sensitive activity, such as a dwelling. To avoid
However the notional uncertainty the use of the neighbouring site boundary is

boundary is the generally recommended as the most readily understood criteria for plan
accepted approach to users.

applying the relevant noise

limits and there is no robust

rationale provided to deviate

from this.

197 | 3C4.2 Spark - S17/028 Not stated The residential /village zone Amend Table 3C.1 as follows: Council’s noise expert acknowledges that telecommunication Recommend that submission S17/028 by Spark is rejected.
Standards for 10pm-7am noise levels are Residential/Village cabinets do not need to meet the District Plan noise limits because
Permitted unnecessarily restrictive. The of the NESTF, reflecting their importance. The noise limits in the
Activities (b - NESTF has standards for 7am-10pm 45-dB-L-Aeq-{i5mins} 50dB Residential/Village Zone are deliberately strict, and reflect a very
Table 3C.1 _ cabinet noise which are LAeq (Smins) small part of the District. The strict noise limits are purposely
Noise levels - higher than the District Plan. 10pm-7am 35-¢B--Aeg{15mins} 40dB LAeq designed to provide for a quiet and peaceful community with noisy
Residential/Vil Given that the NESTF Smins activities encouraged to go elsewhere. On that basis the requested
lage) standard is deemed quiet change is not supported.

enough on a national basis for 10pm-7am 55-dB-LAmax 65dB LAmax
telecommunications cabinets,

it should be applied to all

noise emitting activities in

these zones.

197 | 3C4.2 Chorus New Zealand | Not stated The residential /village zone Amend Table 3C.1 as follows: Council’s noise expert acknowledges that telecommunication Recommend that submission S18/029 by Chorus is rejected.
Standards for Limited - S18/029 10pm-7am noise levels are Residential/Village cabinets do not need to meet the District Plan noise limits because
Permitted unnecessarily restrictive. The of the NESTF, reflecting their importance. The noise limits in the
Activities (b - NESTF has standards for 7am-10pm 45-dB-L-Aeq-{i5mins} 50dB Residential/Village Zone are deliberately strict, and reflect a very
Table 3C.1 _ cabinet noise which are LAeq (Smins) small part of the District. The strict noise limits are purposely

Noise levels -

higher than the District Plan.
Given that the NESTF

10pm-7am 35-dB-L-Aeq{15mins} 40dB
LAeq (5mins)

designed to provide for a quiet and peaceful community with noisy
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Residential /Vil standard is deemed quiet 10pm-7am 55-dBtAmax 65dB LAmax activities encouraged to go elsewhere. On that basis the requested
lage) enough on a national basis for change is not supported.

telecommunications cabinets,
it should be applied to all
noise emitting activities in
these zones.

198 | 3C4.2 Z Energy Ltd, BP Oil | Not stated Retain Rule 3C.4.2 (c). Retention is noted. Recommend that submission S21/007 by the Oil Companies is
Standards for NZ Ltd, Mobil Oil NZ accepted.

Permitted Ltd - S21/007
Activities (c)

199 | 3C4.2 KiwiRail Holdings Support Support that trains have been | Retain as notified. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S2/021 by KiwiRail is accepted.
Standards for Limited (KiwiRail) - exempted from compliance
Permitted S2/021 with the noise standards, this
Activities (d - reflecting the RMA provisions.

iii)

200 | 3C4.2 Horticulture New Not stated It is considered that the Amend 3C.4.2.d.iv) Council’s noise expert has noted that helicopter landing areas and Recommend that submission S23/013 by Horticulture NZ is
Stand_ards for Zealand - S23/013 wording would b_e .bfatter to Rural production activities, includin rural air.strips can cause a significant noise nuisance and are rejected and FS9/017 by Federated Farmers is rejected.
Permitted state that the activities are helicopter landing areas and rural airstrips appropriately controlled by reference to NZS 6805:1992 Airport
Activities (d - exempt from the are part of rural production activities Noise Management and Land Use Planning and NZS 6807:1994
iv) requirements. qutlculture NZ except for intensive farming. Noise Managelpent and Lgnd Use P_lannlng for Hehcoptgr Landing

also seeks that it is clear that o Areas. He considers the difference is between the occasional use of a

helicopter landing areas and Further Submzsszorg by Fe'derate('i F.armers paddock purely for agricultural use and the establishment of a rural

rural airstrips are part of (FS$9/017) supporting this submission. airstrip for regular use by aircraft and helicopters. The latter could

rural production activities have a significant impact on residential neighbours and the noise

and so included in exemption needs to be controlled. It is not appropriate to exempt these

iv). activities which should be assessed using the relevant New Zealand
Standard. On that basis the requested changes are not supported.

201 | 3C4.2 Horticulture New Not stated The Guidance Note 2 should Amend Guidance Notes 2) as follows: Council’s noise expert notes that rural production activities are not Recommend that submissions S23 /014 by Horticulture NZ is

Stand_ards for Zealand - S23/014 alsofclarify tlhat intermittent Noise from Helicopters using separate f:ontrol.led by the_;).istrict Pla}rll noisehrulgs_arfld this allready inF:ludes rejected.
Per_m.lt.ted usg or ru.ra _ productl_on helicopter landing areas that are not part of 1nt<_ar.m.1ttent us.e ifitcan be s oyvn that it ls_ or rural production
Actlyltles acthltle.s in included in the an airport will be assessed according to NZS ac_:thl‘_aes. He disagrees that. helicopter lgndlng areas and rural
(Guidance exemptions. 6807:1994 Noise Management and Land Use airstrips per se should be given exemption from the need to be
Note 2) Planning for Helicopter landing Areas but assessed using the relevant New Zealand Standards and therefore
intermittent use for rural production does not support the requested changes.
activities is exempt.
Chapter 3D Earthworks
202 | 3D Earthworks | First Gas (formerly Not stated Seeks an inclusion of a Add notification statement under the The proposed Guidance Note 4 for Rule 3D.4.2 already refers to Recommend that submission S20/029 by First Gas is accepted
Vector Gas) Ltd - notification statement where Guidance Notes: advising electricity owners of works within 20m of any electricity in part and Guidance Note 4 under rule 3D.4.2 is amended as
S20/029 earthwork_s are undertaken in Where earthworks are to be undertaken line. Itis appropr.iate to amend this guida.na.a note to also include follows:
close proximity to the gas within 20m of a high pressure gas reference to the high pressure gas transmission network. Where earthworks are to be undertaken within 20m of any
network. transmission pipeline, First Gas Ltd (the electricity line_ or high pressure gas transmission line, the
owner and operator of the high pressure gas owners of the electrical or gas network should be advised of the
transmission network) shall be deemed an intention to carry out the works not less than 5 working days
affected party. prior to their commencement.
203 | 3D Earthworks | Maree Docherty - Not stated Earthworks definition says to | I am mindful that Mayor Margaret Kouvelis Managing and controlling oil and gas exploration is currently Recommend that submission S19/001 by Maree Docherty is

$19/001

include 'more farm activities'
needs to be clarified with the
following in mind: [ am aware
the Manawatu region is
unlikely to be targeted by the
oil and gas industry for
hydraulic fracturing
(fracking). Concern is oil and
gas industry's need to dispose
of great quantity of
contaminated waste 1. liquid
pumped deep into ground 2.
solid waste is spread on the
land and called land farming

once said she envisioned the Manawatu as a
bread basket for our area. In this context,
contaminated waste and bread baskets do
not belong together. Given the evidence of
the cancerogenic compounds produced by
the oil and gas industry I propose that 'land
farming' (spreading of heavy waste by
products from oil and gas drilling) be listed
as a prohibited activity with either a
moratorium or discretionary notices in
order to protect the farming and
environment in the Manawatu District.

addressed by the catch-all rule in section A2 2.1 as a non-complying
activity. While there is little policy guidance surrounding
exploration, Council is intending to consider this activity and related
issues through the Rural Zone plan change, which is expected to be
notified in 2017.

rejected and FS8/001 by Jean Kahui is rejected.
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or buried in the ground (mix- | Further Submission by Jean Kahui (FS8/001)
bury-cover). Concern supporting this submission.
expressed over waste being
trucked to the Manawatu
District. Further discussion
contained in the original
submission.
204 | 3D.1 Federated Farmers - | Not stated Earthwork activities Council That the introduction for 3D.1 is amended to | The changes proposed by the submitter change the intent of the Recommend that submission S1/012 by Federated Farmers is
Introduction S§1/012 seeks to control are already read: chapter. The chapter has been developed so that additions for other | rejected and FS4/012 by Horizons is accepted and FS5/0010 by
controlled upder the One . _Earthworks are also undertaken in the zones can easily be inc.luded in this sectior.l thrqugh futull”e plzjm Heritage NZ is accepted and FS7/029 by Tra}nspgwer is
Plan..T.hese include extensive rural environment in conjunction with rural changes. Earthworks in the Rural Zone will be included in this accepted and F$10/03% by Horticulture NZ is rejected and
provisions to a(%dre'zss hazards, production activities. The objectives chapter through the Rural Zone Plan Change. FS11/016 by First Gas is accepted.
silt, scouring, .shppmg, dust policies and rules in this chapter apply The One Plan does not address all earthworks of concern in the
and reyegetatlon, as well as across the District except for the Rural District. The effects that Horizons is responsible for managing are
land disturbance near - zones. The Rural Zones are controlled by different from those effects the District Council manages. Therefore
wat.erbodles and ser.151t1ve provisions in the Manawatu Wanganui it is appropriate to retain earthwork provisions in the plan. The
environments. Consider that Regional Council One Plan, which allows provisions in this chapter, including the guidance notes, include
there. W‘?“ld be unne.cessary some land disturbance as permitted references to the need to also check the requirements of the One
duphcfitlon ‘?md costif the activities, but subject to performance Plan.
Council replicated those rules. standards covering slope angle, area,
sediment control methods and protection of
sensitive environments. Many land
disturbance and cultivation activities
require notification to the Regional Council
and/or resource consent. Landowners and
developers in the Rural Zones should
contact the Manawatu Wanganui Regional
Council before commencing earthworks.
Further Submission by Horizons (F54/012)
opposing this submission.
Further Submission by Heritage NZ
(FS5/0010) opposing this submission.
Further Submission by Transpower
(FS7/029) opposing this submission.
Further Submission by Horticulture NZ
(FS10/031) supporting this submission.
Further Submission by First Gas (FS11/016)
opposing this submission.
205 | 3D.1 Horticulture New Not stated Seeks recognition in the Plan Amend 3D.1 Introduction para 1 as follows: | While the disposal of unwanted organisms for biosecurity purposes | Recommend that submission S23/015 by Horticulture NZ is
Introduction Zealand - S23/015 fqr earth_works required for | Earthworks are also undertaken I n the is rare, it does occur in some situations. accepted and the introduction is amended as follows:
biosecurity purposes. rural environment in conjunction with rural Earthworks are also undertaken in the rural environment in
Unwanted organisms are production activities and for biosecurity conjunction with rural production activities and for biosecurity
where MPI or the Mlnlster has purposes to dispose of unwanted organisms. purposes to dispose of unwanted organisms.
declared an incursion and that
aresponse is required, which
may include burial of infected
material. Therefore there
should be recognition in the
Plan that earthworks to
dispose of such infected
material is a permitted
activity.
206 | 3D.2 Resource | Powerco-S16/047 Not stated There is a need to manage Insert a new issue as follows: The submission correctly acknowledges that earthworks in the Recommend that submission S16/047 by Powerco is accepted

Management
Issue (new
[ssue)

earthworks and development
of land in the immediate
vicinity of electricity utilities.
Safe separation distances
between earthworks and
network utility assets are
required to ensure public
safety and to preserve the

Earthworks can adversely affect the safe,
efficient and effective functioning of
network utilities.

vicinity of network utilities can have a potential effect on their
effective functioning. This should be recognised as an issue in the
Plan. Note as a result of another similar submission the wording
recommended is slightly different.

and a new issue added to Section 3D.2 as follows:

Earthworks can compromise the safe, efficient and effective
functioning of established network utilities including regionally
and nationally significant infrastructure.
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reliability of the electricity
supply system for all
consumers. It is therefore
appropriate to recognise this
as a resource management
issue.
206 | 3D.2 Resource | First Gas (formerly Not stated Seeks the addition of a new Add new issue: The submission correctly acknowledges that earthworks in the Recommend that submission S20/025 by First Gas is accepted
Management Vector Gas) Ltd - ishsue forghf‘: earﬁhworks Earthworks can compromise the safe, vif;ini?y off net\{vor.k utiliicli'es (}:lan ?(?\tf)e a poten.tia:jeffect on the.ir . and a new issue added to Section 3D.2 as follows:
Issue (new §20/025 ¢ a[;;cer, lf”}llg that efficient and effective functioning of el ective unCtlonlngl. Tf 1SS l?u } e,lremggls? as ar;llssue 1dn.t € Earthworks can compromise the safe, efficient and effective
[ssue) earthwor ks a;lve tof e established network utilities including Plan. Note as a.resll_l ;01 an_(fth er similar submission the wording functioning of established network utilities including regionally
compromise the sate, € 1cient | regionally and nationally infrastructure. recommended is slightly different. and nationally significant infrastructure.
and effective functioning of
established network utilities.
206 | 3D.2 Resource | Transpower New Oppose A new issue is sought in order | Add a new issue as follows: The submission correctly acknowledges that earthworks in the Recommend that submission S11/045 by Transpower is
Management Zealand Limited - to es};cablis}(lithat ea;fthworks Earthworks can adversely affect the safe, vif;ini?y off net\{vor.k utiliicli.es (}:lan il;l\tf)e a poten.tiaiieffect on the.ir . accepted and a new issue added to Section 3D.2 as follows:
Issue (new S11/045 can avlf a .I/.e.rse € gctls on efficient and effective functioning of el ective unctlomngl. Tf 1S$ }?u . e.lrecogglstls as ar;llssue 1(;1 the Earthworks can compromise the safe, efficient and effective
Issue) Fe}tl‘fo;thutl ll?es,t anda TO Iy etwork utilities. Plan. Note ;sda.resll.l ;:l a;ff’; er ilml ar submission the wording functioning of established network utilities including regionally
ight of the objective, policy recommended is slightly different. : s :
and rule framework Further Submission by Horticulture NZ and nationally significant infrastructure.
introduced by the plan change (FS$10/032) supporting in part this
to earthworks pertaining to submission.
the National Grid.
207 | 3D.2 Resource | Transpower New Oppose The wording of this issue is Potential adverse effects resulting from It is accepted that the wording of this issue is confusing. Recommend that submission S11/044 by Transpower is
Management Zealand Limited - not clear because it suggests earthworks do not detract from the amenity | Earthworks can reduce or effect the amenity values of areas within accepted and the issue amended as follows:
Issues (Issue S11/044 that adverse effects from values of the District. (Clarify) .the District. Changes are recommended to improve the clarity of this | pcontial adverse effects resulting from earthworks do-noet can
1 ?arthwork§ do nlot detr}?,Cth Further Submission by Horticulture NZ ISsue. detract from the amenity values of the District.
.rovm aimemty values walc (FS10/033) supporting in part this
isn't always the case. This submission.
wording may be an error.
208 | 3D.2 Resource | ZEnergy Ltd, BP Oil | Not stated Consider it appropriate to Amend issue 1 as follows: The Council is addressing the contaminated land issue through Plan | Recommend that submission S21/008 by the Oil Companies is
Management NZ Ltd, Mobil Oil NZ acknowledge safety risks Potential adverse effects resulting from Change 61 which was recently subject to clause 3 cons.u.ltati(_)n w%th rejected.
Issues (Issue Ltd - S21/008 earthworks generate. For earthworks do not detract from the amenity the community. It is unnecessary to repeat these provisions in this
1 examplt_a, ear(‘;hlwo(;ks on values of the District or generate adverse chapter.
contaminate and can effects on health and safety.
generate health risks for those
involved and those living in
close proximity to the area of
works.
209 | 3D.2 Resource | Manawatu- Support Support intent. Retain as drafted in PPC55. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S5/024 by Horizons is accepted.
Management Whanganui Regional
Issues (Issue Council (Horizons) -
2) S5/024
210 | 3D.2 Resource | Heritage New Support in part | Support with amendment. Amend Resource Management Issue 3 as In response to other previous submissions reference to heritage has | Recommend that submission S3/015 by Heritage NZ is accepted
Management Zealand Pouhere Support protection of natural, follows: been changed to ‘historic heritage’. This is consistent with the in part and FS10/034 by Horticulture NZ is accepted and the
Issues (Issue Taonga - S3/015 cultural and historical heritage Earthwork ltin ad (fects ON approach taken in the new Historic Heritage Chapter (chapter 4) issue is amended as follows:
lues f d ffects of arthworks can result in adverse effects ; b ; ; - : ;
3) erltlﬁxs/vor:l?sl 11:51;51;3 e ei 50 ) ] through tbe Sectlf)nal District Plan Rewew. Using historic heritage is Earthworks can result in adverse effects onf £
. ppor features-or-areas-of culturalhistoricalor also consistent with the terms used in the Resource Management b _— historic herit
absence of specific provisions landscape-significanee on natural, cultural Act. eultural-historical-or Jandseape significanee on historic heritage
relating to archaeology as thisis | or historic heritage values. values.
best managed through the L. i
authority process under the Further Submission l.)y I-{ortlcultu.re NZ
Heritage New Zealand Pouhere (FS10/034) supporting in part this
Taonga Act 2014. However submission.
current drafting is broad and
does not focus on the particular
values that can be adversely
affected e.g. historic heritage,
natural heritage and cultural
heritage.
211 | 3D.2 Resource | Manawatu- Support Support intent. Retain as drafted in PPC55. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S5/025 by Horizons is accepted.
Management Whanganui Regional
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Issues (Issue Council (Horizons) -

5) S§5/025

212 | 3D.3 Heritage New Support in part | Support with amendment. Amend Objective 1 as follows: In response to other submissions reference to heritage has been Recommend that submission S3/016 by Heritage NZ is accepted
Objectives and | Zealand Pouhere Term 'heritage' should be To ensure earthworks do not result in changed to ‘historic heritage’. This is consistent with the approach in part and the objective is amended as follows:

Poll_c1es_ Taonga - S3/016 more spelc1'f1c to types of adverse effects on the sisual ; takep in the: new Historic I-.Ierltage. Chapter '(chap'ter 4). through the To ensure earthworks do not result in adverse effects on the
(Objective 1) heritage it is applying to. landscape, natural heritage, historical Sectional District Plan Review. Using historic heritage is also visualamenity land heri lewral historic heritage
. y paliolUlbdl . . . 7 —g_
Amemty va'llues are .already heritage or cultural heritage values of the consistent with the terms used in the Resource Management Act. values of the area.
dealt with in Objective 2 and area
should be removed to avoid '
duplication.

213 | 3D.3 Manawatu- Support Support intent. Retain as drafted in PPC55. Support is noted. As a result of submission S3/016 there isa minor | Recommend that submission S5/026 by Horizons is accepted.
Objectives and | Whanganui Regional change recommended to the Objective, however it does not change
Policies Council (Horizons) - the intent.

(Objective 1) S5/026

213 | 3D.3 Heritage New Supportin part | Support with amendment. To | Move Policy 1.1 to Policy 2.1 as follows: In response to other submissions, there have been changes Recommend that submission S3/017 by Heritage NZ is rejected.

Obj_ec_tives ar_ld Zealand Pouhere accon_lm(.)date_ren.loval of 1 2.1 To mitigate any visual amenity effects recommended to Object_ives 1 and 2 and their associated policies.
Policies (Policy | Taonga-S3/017 amenity in Objective 1 this arising from earthworks. Plus consequential These changes are considered to address the concerns raised by the
1.1) policy shquld. be moved to changes to numbering, submitter.

under Objective 2.

214 | 3D.3 Heritage New Supportin part | Support with amendment. Use | Amend Policy 1.2 as follows: The changes sought by the submitter add some clarity to the Recommend that submission S3/018 by Heritage NZ is accepted
Objectives and | Zealand Pouhere of 'particularly’ is vague and To restrict earthworks within sites provisions. However reference to the ‘area or setting’ does in part and FS12/005 by the Oil Companies is rejected and
Policies (Policy | Taonga-S3/018 could give impression that not identified in this Plan as containing introduce a wider area of interpretation that reduces certainty for FS13/034 by Powerco is rejected and amend the policy as
1.2) all the items contained in the significant heritage values, particularly the plan user. follows:

appendices are significant. It these-identified-the area or setting of items To restrict earthworks within sites-identified-in-this Planas
should be removed. scheduled in Appendix 1A (Wetlands, Lakes, bt Fondh i 5 i
Earthworks also have the Rivers and their Margins), 1B (Significant identified-the area of items scheduled in Appendix 1A
1 ly aff ° S
po’_c;:qtla to adve.rse y affect Areas of Indigenous Forest/Vegetation (Wetlands, Lakes, Rivers and their Margins), 1B (Significant
bu}l dlnlgs a_nd ob]ects. (excluding Reserves), 1D (Trees with Areas of Indigenous Forest/Vegetation (excluding Reserves), 1D
scheduled in Appendlx 1E, Heritage Value), 1E (Buildings and Objects (Trees with Heritage Value), 1E (Buildings and Objects with
'and s'hould be included. Use of | ;p Heritage Value) and 1F (Sites with Heritage Value) and 1F (Sites with Heritage Value).
area’ should be changed as Heritage Value)
not all items are 'areas’ and '
should be referred to as Further Submission by the Oil Companies
'items'. (FS$12/005) opposing in part this submission.
Further Submission by Powerco (FS§13/034)
opposing in part this submission.

215 | 3D.3 Manawatu- Support Support intent. Retain as drafted in PPC55. Support is noted. As a result of submission S3/018 there is aminor | Recommend that submission S5/027 by Horizons is accepted.
Objectives and | Whanganui Regional change recommended to the policy, however it does not change the
Policies (Policy | Council (Horizons) - intent.

1.2) S5/027

216 | 3D.3 Heritage New Supportin part | Support with amendment. Amend Policy 1.3 as follows: Including reference to Appendix 1C is appropriate as it avoids any Recommend that submission S3/019 by Heritage NZ is

Objectives and | Zealand Pouhere Policy should reference the To restrict earthworks in Outstanding confusion as to the Outstanding Natural Features or Landscapes accepted.

Policies (Policy | Taonga - $3/019 specific appendix where the Natural Features or Landscapes, as covered by this provision. To restrict earthworks in Outstanding Natural Features or

1.3) areas are scheduled. identified Appendix 1C, except were Landscapes as scheduled in Appendix 1C, except where
earthworks are necessary to eliminate risk earthworks are necessary to eliminate risk to human health and
to human health and safety. safety.

217 | 3D.3 Manawatu- Support Support Intent. Retain as drafted in PPC55. Support is noted. As a result of submission S3/019 there is aminor | Recommend that submission S5/028 by Horizons is accepted.
Objectives and | Whanganui Regional change recommended to the policy, however it does not change the
Policies (Policy | Council (Horizons) - intent.

1.3) S5/028
218 | 3D.3 Z Energy Ltd, BP Oil | Not stated Policy sets a high threshold Amend Policy 1.3 as follows: Inclusion of ‘unacceptable’ to the policy adds confusion and creates Recommend that submissions $21/009 by the Oil Companies is

Objectives and
Policies (Policy
1.3)

NZ Ltd, Mobil Oil NZ
Ltd - $21/009

insofar as it provides for
earthworks to eliminate risks
to human health and safety
within Outstanding Natural
Features and Landscapes. It is
very difficult to eliminate risk.
More appropriate and

To restrict earthworks in Outstanding
Natural Features or Landscapes, except
where earthworks are necessary to
eliminate unacceptable risk to human health
and safety.

uncertainty for plan users. It is not clear who would decide if a risk
was unacceptable.

rejected.
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achievable to manage risk to
an acceptable level than
eliminate it.

218 | 3D.3 Powerco - S16/048 Not stated Policy sets a high threshold Amend Policy 1.3 as follows: Inclusion of ‘unacceptable’ to the policy adds confusion and creates Recommend that submission S16/048 by Powerco is rejected.
Objectives and insofar that it provides for To restrict earthworks in Outstanding uncertainty for plan users. It is not clear who would decide if a risk
Policies (Policy earthworks that can Natural Features or Landscapes, except was unacceptable.

1.3) }f hr;‘ilnat% I'lekS to h}lman where earthworks are necessary to
?alt andsa er' It 1S very eliminate unacceptable risk to human health
difficult to eliminate risk
o - and safety.
therefore it is considered
more appropriate and
achievable to manage risk to
an acceptable level rather
than eliminate it.

219 | 3D.3 Heritage New Supportin part | Support with amendment. Amend Policy 1.4 as follows: Having reviewed the content of Policy 1.2 and 1.4 in light of this Recommend that submission S3/020 by Heritage NZ is accepted
Obj.ec.tives ar.ld Zealand Pouhere Word 'intrinsic' not used in To avoid, remedy or mitigate the adverse subrr.lission, and with proposed changes to Policy 1.2, Policy 1.4 is in partin so far as Policy 1.4 is deleted given_ thg changes made
Policies (Policy | Taonga-S3/020 other parts of plan and should effects of earthworks on the natural considered to be redundant. The changes suggested by the under S3/018 and FS1/006 by Forest and Bird is accepted.
1.4) be removed for consistency historical and cultural heritage values of submitter would essentially result in policies 1.2 and 1.4 saying that

and to avoid complicated items scheduled in Appendix 1C same thing. On that basis it is recommended that Policy 1.4 be
judgements. Reference. to . (Outstanding Natural Features), 1B deleted.
cult.ural, natural and h.IStOI‘lC.al (Significant Areas of Indigenous
herllta}ge Vah,les O,f the 1tefms IS | Forest/Vegetation (excluding Reserves)), 1D
sufficient. Historical heritage (Trees with Heritage Value), Category A
values should be referenced. buildings and objects in Appendix 1E

(Buildings and Objects with Heritage Value)

and Category A sites or sites of significance

of Maori in Appendix 1F (Sites with heritage

value). which-could disturb ordestroy the

Further Submission by Forest and Bird

(FS$1/006) supporting this submission.

220 | 3D.3 Manawatu- Support Support intent. Retain as drafted in PPC55. Support is noted. However as a result of other submissions Recommend that submission S5/029 by Horizons is accepted in
Objectives and | Whanganui Regional addressed below changes are proposed to the Objective to provide part, recognising changes recommended by submissions
Policies Council (Horizons) - greater clarity for plan users. Reference to visual amenity is S16/049 by Powerco and S21/010 by the Oil Companies.
(Objective 2) S5/029 covered by the provisions in Objective 1 and associated policies. To

duplicate provisions in Objective 2 and its associated policies
creates confusion for plan users.

221 | 3D.3 Powerco - S16/049 Not stated Considered appropriate to Amend Objective 2 as follows: The submitter is correct that visual amenity is already covered in Recommend that submission S16/049 by Powerco is accepted
Objectives and remove visual amenity effects To ensure that earthworks are designed and Objective 1 and associated policies. To duplicate provisions in and FS10/035 by Horticulture NZ is accepted and Objective 2 is
Policies because these have already undertaken in a manner to minimise the risk Objective 2 and associated policies could create confusion for plan amended as follows:

(Objective 2) been addressed in Objective 1. | j¢1.14 instability and accelerated. erosion users. .Recommend that reference to visual amenity is removed from | 10 op<ure that earthworks are designed and undertaken in a
and-visualamenityeffeets Objective 2. manner to minimise the risk of land stability and accelerated
Further Submission by Horticulture NZ erosion andvisual amenity effects.
(FS$10/035) supporting in part this
submission.

221 | 3D.3 Z Energy Ltd, BP Oil | Not stated It is considered appropriate to | Amend Objective 2 as follows: The submitter is correct that visual amenity is already covered in Recommend that submission S21/010 by the Oil Companies is
Objectives and | NZ Ltd, Mobil Oil NZ remove visual amenity effects | ) o1 <re that earthworks are designed and Objective 1 and its associated policies. To duplicate provisions in accepted and Objective 2 is amended as follows:

Poll'c1es' Ltd - S21/010 as these effects }}ave a.lre:jldy undertaken in a manner to minimise the risk Objective 2 and its associated policies coul(.i create cor}fuslon for To ensure that earthworks are designed and undertaken in a
(Objective 2) been addr.essed n .O.bjectlve L | ofland instability and accelerated erosion. plan USErs. Recommend that reference to visual amenity is removed | 1., hor to minimise the risk of land stability and accelerated
and associated policies. ardeisanbamenibeellocks from Objective 2. erosion and-visual-amenity-effeets

222 | 3D.3 Manawatu- Support Support intent. Retain as drafted in PPC55. As a consequence of submission S16/049 and S21/010 removing Recommend that submission S5/030 by Horizons is accepted in
Objectives and | Whanganui Regional reference to visual amenity from Objective 2, as it is covered by part, recognising that Policy 2.1 is recommended to be moved to

Policies (Policy
2.1)

Council (Horizons) -
S5/030

Objective 1, Policy 2.1 also needs attention. The focus of Policy 2.1
is visual amenity and therefore should be moved to under Objective
1. This ensures all amenity provisions are under one Objective,
providing greater clarity and certainty to Plan users. The intent of
Policy 2.1 is however being retained.

under Objective 1.
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223 | 3D.3 Powerco - S16/050 Not stated Considered appropriate to Amend Policy 2.1 as follows: As a consequence of submission S16/049 and S21/010 removing Recommend that submission S16/050 by Powerco is accepted
Objectives and remove visual amenity effects To ensure that earthworks are appropriate reference to visual amenity from Objective 2, as it is covered by in part and that Policy 2.1 is moved to under Objective 1.
Policies (Policy because these have already for the site they are located on to avoid land Objective 1, Policy 2.1 also needs attention. The focus of Policy 2.1
2.1) been addressed in Objective 1. instability. and-visual-amenity-effects is visual amenity and therefore should be moved to under Objective

) L thesi 1. This ensures all amenity provisions are under one Objective,
' providing greater clarity and certainty to Plan users. The intent of
Policy 2.1 is however being retained.

223 | 3D.3 Z Energy Ltd, BP Oil | Not stated It is considered appropriate to | Amend Policy 2.1 as follows: As a consequence of submission S16/049 and S21/010 removing Recommend that submission S21/011 by the Oil Companies is
Objectives and | NZ Ltd, Mobil Oil NZ remove visual amenity effects To ensure the scale of earthworks is are reference to visual amenity from Objective 2, as it is covered by accepted in part and that Policy 2.1 is moved to under Objective
Policies (Policy | Ltd - S21/011 as these effects have already appropriate for the site they are located on Objective 1, Policy 2.1 also needs attention. The focus of Policy 2.1 1.

2.1) been addressed in Objective 1 to avoid land instability visual-amenity is visual amenity and therefore should be moved to under Objective
and associated policies. effeet on or beyond the site. 1. T}'.IIS. ensures all amfenlty provisions are under one Ob]eFtlve,
providing greater clarity and certainty to Plan users. The intent of
Policy 2.1 is however being retained.

224 | 3D.3 Manawatu- Support Support intent. Retain as drafted in PPC55. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S5/032 by Horizons is accepted.
Objectives and | Whanganui Regional
Policies (Policy | Council (Horizons) -

2.2) S5/032

225 | 3D.3 Manawatu- Support Support intent. Retain as drafted in PPC55. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S5/033 by Horizons is accepted.
Objectives and | Whanganui Regional
Policies (Policy | Council (Horizons) -

2.3) S5/033

226 | 3D.3 Manawatu- Support Support intent. Retain as drafted in PPC55. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S5/034 by Horizons is accepted.
Objectives and | Whanganui Regional
Policies (Policy | Council (Horizons) -

2.4) S5/034

227 | 3D.3 Powerco - S16/051 Not stated Dust can result in the build up | Amend Policy 2.4 as follows: The creation of a nuisance is often in the eye of the beholder. The Recommend that submission S16/051 by Powerco is rejected
Objectives and of material on electricity lines To ensure all adverse effects from addition of these words into the policy does not provide certainty and FS10/036 by Horticulture NZ is accepted.

Policies (Policy and their equipment earthworks including dust and sediment for plan users. The intent of the policy is that effects are managed
2.4) adversely impacting on the run-off are managed onsite to ensure that on the site on which they occur.

oper_atlon of the network. particulate matter does not cause nuisance
Particulate majcte.r can also or pollution or affect the safety or operation
corrot.ie. the ex.lstmg . of other activities.

electricity equipment which

can shorten its economic life Further Submission by Horticulture NZ
resulting in costly and (FS10/036) opposing in part this submission.
unplanned replacement.

228 | 3D.3 Manawatu- Supportin part | Support intent. Amend Policy 2.5 as follows: Support is noted. The additional wording ensure the policy reads Recommend that submission S5/035 by Horizons is accepted
Objectives and | Whanganui Regional To ensure that earthworks do not affect the | correctly. and the policy is amended as follows:

Policies (Policy | Council (Horizons) - functioning of known overland flow paths. To ensure that earthworks do not affect the functioning of
2.5) $5/035 known overland flow paths.

229 | 3D.3 Manawatu- Support Support intent. Retain as drafted in PPC55. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S5/036 by Horizons is accepted.
Objectives and | Whanganui Regional
Policies Council (Horizons) -

(Objective 3) S5/036

230 | 3D.3 Transpower New Support Generally support earthworks | Support Objective 3. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S11/046 by Transpower is
Objectives and | Zealand Limited - objectives and policies but accepted.

Policies S11/046 seek amendments to provide
(Objective 3) for recognition that

earthworks can compromise
access to the National Grid,
which can compromise its
ongoing operation,
maintenance and upgrading
(among other activities).
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230 | 3D.3 First Gas (formerly Support Supports the objective which Retain Objective 3 Support is noted. Recommend that submission S20/026 by First Gas is accepted.
Objectives and | Vector Gas) Ltd - seeks to protect First Gas'
Policies S20/026 assets from earthworks that
(Objective 3) could undermine its integrity.
231 | 3D.3 Manawatu- Support Support intent. Retain as drafted in PPC55. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S5/037 by Horizons is accepted.
Objectives and | Whanganui Regional
Policies (Policy | Council (Horizons) -
3.1) S5/037
232 | 3D.3 Transpower New Support Generally support earthworks | Amend Policy 3.1 as follows: The changes requested by the submitter add clarity and certainty Recommend that submission S11/047 by Transpower is
Obj.et.:tives ar.ld Zealand Limited - objectives and policies but:. To control earthworks within the National for plan users. Earthwor.ks that ch.ange or limit access to the . accgpted a_nd FS10/037 by Horticulture NZ is accepted and
Policies (Policy | S11/047 seek amen.d.ments to provide Grid Yard to ensure the continued safe, Natlona}l Grid would be inappropriate and cause national security of | Policy 3.1 is amended as follows:
31) for recognition that , effective and efficient access to and supply issues. To control earthworks within the National Grid Yard to ensure
earthworks can compromise operation, maintenance and upgrading of the continued safe, effective and efficient access to and
access to the Natlona.ll Grld' the National Grid. operation, maintenance and upgrading of the National Grid.
which can compromise its
ongoing operation, Further Submission by Horticulture NZ
maintenance and upgrading (FS10/037) supporting in part this
(among other activities). submission.
233 | 3D.3 Manawatu- Support Support intent. Retain as drafted in PPC55. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S5/038 by Horizons is accepted.
Objectives and | Whanganui Regional
Policies (Policy | Council (Horizons) -
3.2) S5/038
233 | 3D.3 First Gas (formerly Support Supports the policy which Retain Policy 3.2 Support is noted. Recommend that submission S20/027 by First Gas is accepted.
Objectives and | Vector Gas) Ltd - seeks to achieve objective 3
Policies (Policy | S20/027 by controlling earthworks
3.2) near First Gas's assets. The
wording includes reference to
operation, maintenance and
upgrading and this is
supported.
234 | 3D.4 Rules Federated Farmers - | Not stated References to the Rural Zone That the Rules are amended to delete The chapter has been structured so to provide guidance for Plan Recommend that submission S1/013 by Federated Farmers is
S1/013 are deleted from 3D.4 and reference to the Rural Zone. users when considering earthworks in all zones. Restrictions on rejected.
succeeding rules and Further Submission by Horizons (FS4/013) earthworks in the R}lral Z_one have not been proposed through this
performance standards to be su ting this submissi plan change, they will be introduced as part of the Rural Zone plan
X i ) pporting this submission. ’ . )
consistent with Regional change. While the Regional Council does manage the effects of some
Council control of the Rural Further Submission by Heritage NZ earthworks, the effects that the District Plan seeks to manage are
Zone earthworks. (FS5/011) opposing this submission. different. Therefore the provisions of this chapter remain
Further Submission by Transpower appropriate.
(FS7/030) opposing this submission.
Further Submission by Horticulture NZ
(FS10/038) supporting this submission.
235 | 3D.4 Rules Spark - S17/029 Not stated Submitted that the definition Amend Rule 3D.4.1 as follows (only if Earthworks in the Rural and Flood Channel Zones continue to be Recommend that submission S17/029 by Spark is rejected and

for earthworks excludes
earthworks associated with
the installation, maintenance
and upgrading of network
utilities. If this revised
definition is accepted, then no
changes are necessary to the
earthworks section. Plan
Change appropriately
provides for all earthworks as
a permitted activity in all
zones except Rural and Flood
Hazard under a.
Consequently, provision b is
not necessary and should be
removed from the rule
framework with control over
earthworks in the National

definition of earthworks is not amended as
submitted)

Thefolowing-earthworks are permitted

activities in the all zones, exeeptthe Rural
and-Fleed-Channelzones; provided that they

comply with the standards in Rule 3D.4.2
below.

managed under those respective existing provisions in the District
Plan. The intent is to include earthworks provisions relating to
these two zones in the chapter as part of the Rural Zone Plan
Change.

The provisions are specifically intended to protect the efficient and
effective operation of the National Grid. This is considered to be
appropriate and should not be removed from the Plan.

FS4/004 by Horizons is accepted and FS5/024 by Heritage NZ is
accepted and FS7/031 by Transpower is accepted.
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Grid Yard controlled in the [Consequential changes to the standard are
standards. Rule should be necessary.|
E’;pfe?ffgiﬁog fﬁ‘i‘éiiea;ltﬁ,onnff Further Submission by Horizons (FS4/004)
rural and flood hazard. Under opposing this submission.
the current drafting there are Further Submission by Heritage NZ
no provisions relating to (FS5/024) opposing this submission.
earthworks in these zones. Further Submission by Transpower
(FS7/031) opposing this submission.
235 | 3D.4 Rules Chorus New Zealand | Not stated Submitted that the definition Amend Rule 3D.4.1 as follows (only if Earthworks in the Rural and Flood Channel Zones continue to be Recommend that submission S18/030 by Chorus is rejected and
Limited - S18/030 for earthworks excludes definition of earthworks is not amended as managed under those respective existing provisions in the District FS4/005 by Horizons is accepted and FS5/005 by Heritage NZ is
earthworks associated with submitted) Plan. The intent is to include earthworks provisions relating to accepted and FS7/032 by Transpower is accepted.
the installat.ion, maintenance The-following-earthworks are permitted these two zones in the chapter as part of the Rural Zone Plan
and upgrading of network activities in the all zones, exeeptthe Rural Change.
ut11'1t1'e.s. If_thls revised and-Floed-Channelzones; provided that they | The provisions are specifically intended to protect the efficient and
definition is accepted, then no comply with the standards in Rule 3D.4.2 effective operation of the National Grid. This is considered to be
changes are necessary to the below. appropriate and should not be removed from the Plan.
earthworks section. Plan
Change appropriately a—earthworks
provides for all earthworks as | b— Anyearthworks withinthe National
a permitted activity in all Grid-Yard-undertaken
zones except Rural and Flood . .
Hazard under a. — Yot ’
Consequently, provision b is i—as-partofagricultural- or-domestic
not necessary and should be eultivation;or
removed from the rule iil—repair sealing or resealing of a road
framework with control over Mmﬂwem ’
earthworks in the National o
Grid Yard controlled in the [Consequential changes to the standard are
standards. Rule should be necessary.]
expanded to include all zones | Further Submission by Horizons (FS4,/005)
by removing the exception to | opposing this submission.
rural and flood h.azard. Under Further Submission by Heritage NZ
the current drafting there are . . o
. : (FS5/005) opposing this submission.
no provisions relating to
earthworks in these zones. Further Submission by Transpower
(FS7/032) opposing this submission.
236 | 3D.4 Rules Horticulture New Not stated The permitted activities apply | Amend Rule 3D.4.1 Earthworks in the Rural and Flood Channel Zones continue to be Recommend that submission S23/016 by Horticulture NZ is
Zealand - S23/016 in all zones, except the Rural Rules are Permitted Activities in all zones, managed under those respective existing provisions in the District rejected.
and Flood Channel zones. It is except the Rural and Flood Channel zones Plan. The intent is to include earthworks provisions relating to
unclear why the Rural Zone is provided that they comply with the these two zones in the chapter as part of the Rural Zone Plan
exclu(.ied but would standards in Rule 3D.4.2 below. Change.
effectively mean that there
are no permitted earthwork
activities in the Rural Zone.
237 | 3D.4 Rules Horticulture New Not stated Provision should be made for | Add a new provision 3D.4.1 b. iv. c) The Biosecurity Act operates same way as RMA emergency works in | Recommend that submission S23/018 by Horticulture NZ is
Zealand - S23/018 earthworks for biosecurity Earthworks for the purposes of disposal of the instance when an outbreak occurs and a quick burial is required. | accepted and a new clause included in Rule 3D.4.1 and a new
purposes material infected by unwanted oreanisms as | VVhile a reference could be made in the District Plan, the restrictions | guidance note as follows:
declared by the Minister under the on earthworks upder Fh? One Plan would still apply. A guidance c. __ Earthworks for the purposes of burying material infected
Biosecurity Act 1993. note that recognise this is recommended. by unwanted organisms as declared by the Minister under
There is limited horticultural production in the District now and the Biosecurity Act 1993.
anticipated in the future, meaning that there is a low likelihood of
this requirement being used.

3. The disposal of contaminated material, including
unwanted organisms, may trigger resource consent from
the Manawatu-Wanganui Regional Council under the rules
of the One Plan.

238 | 3D.4 Rules Horticulture New Not stated The permitted provision for Retain 3D.4.1b Support is noted. Recommend that submission S23/017 by Horticulture NZ is

Zealand - S23/017

earthworks in the National
Grid Yard are supported.

accepted.
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239 | 3D4.1 Transpower New Support in part | Support the permitted Amend Permitted Activity Rule 3D.4.1b(iv)b | Works must be more than 6m away from the visible edge of a tower | Recommend that submission S11/048 by Transpower is
Permitted Zealand Limited - activities listed in 3D.4.1 in as follows: support structure under section 2.2.3(a) of the NZECP. On that basis | accepted and Rule 3D.4.1.b(iv)b is amended as follows:
ACthltles (b- S11/048 pr1nc1pl.e _bUt seeks revisionto | , post hole for a farm fence or horticultural it is appropriate to make the change as requested. a post hole for a farm fence or horticultural structure and more
iv - b) ensure l_t Is not more structure and more than 5 6m from the than 5m 6m from the visible edge of a tower support structure

permissive than Clause 2.2.3 visible edge of a tower support structure foundation.
of NZECP34. foundation.

Further Submission by Horticulture NZ

(FS10/039) supporting in part this

submission.

240 | 3D.4.1 Manawatu- Support Guidance note will benefit That guidance note 1 under Rule 3D 4.1 be Changes suggested by the submitter add clarity and certainty for Recommend that submission S5/043 by Horizons is accepted
Permitted Whanganui Regional plan users by alerting them to | amended as follows: plan users. and guidance note 1 is amended as follows:

ACU,VItleS Council (Horizons) - check the rules of the One Water takes, diversions, discharges and Water takes, diversions, discharges and earthworks are also
(Guidance §5/043 Plan. earthworks are also regulated by the regulated by the Manawatu-Whanganui Regional Council and a
Note 1) Manawatu-Wanganui Regional Council and resource consent may be required under the rules of the
aresource consent may be required under Regional Plan.
the rules of the Regional Plan.
241 | 3D.4.1 Heritage New Supportin part | Support with amendment. Amend Guidance Note 2 as follows: Suggested wording provides additional clarity for plan users Recommend that submission S3/021 by Heritage NZ is accepted
Permitted Zealand Pouhere Additional information onthe | g bovoiks that may or will modify or relating to what is considered to be an archaeological site. and guidance note 2 is amended as follows:
Act1y1t1es Taonga - §3/021 teluthonty process should be destroy an archaeological site near or within Earthworks that may or will modify or destroy an
(Guidance 1n.cluded to aVO_ld areas of cultural and natural heritage values archaeological site near or within areas of cultural and natural
Note 2) misunderstandings. may also require an Archaeological heritage values may also require an Archaeological Authority
Authority under the Heritage New Zealand under the Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga Act (2104). It
Pouhere Taonga Act (2104). It is an offence is an offence to modify or destroy an archaeological site or
to modify or destroy an archaeological site demolish/destroy a whole building if the person knows or
or demolish/destroy a whole building if the reasonably suspects it to be an archaeological site. An
person knows or reasonably suspects it to archaeological site is any place, including any building or
be an archaeological site. An archaeological structure (or part of), that:
site is any place, including any building or . . . .
structure (or part of). that: e  was associated with human activity or the site of a wreck
of a vessel that occurred before 1900; and
e  was associated with human activity or . . .
the site of a wreck of a vessel that e  provides or may provide, through archaeological
e o ann investigation, evidence relating to the history of New
occurred before 1900; and
Zealand.
e  provides or may provide, through
archaeological investigation, evidence
relating to the history of New Zealand.

242 | 3D.4.2 Transpower New Support Support the standards for Retain Rule 3D.4.2 as notified. Support is noted. Other submissions seek changes to the provision, | Recommend that submission S11/049 by Transpower is
Standards for Zealand Limited - permitted activities listed in Further Submission by Horticulture NZ but retain the intent of the provision is retained. accepted and FS10/040 by Horticulture NZ is accepted,
Permitted S11/049 3D.4.2 and seeks they are (FS10,/040) supporting in part this recognising the changes proposed by S16/052 by Powerco and
Activities (a) retained. submission. S$21/012 by the 0Oil Companies.

243 | 3D.4.2 Powerco - S16/052 Not stated Standard should be deleted Delete Rule 3D.4.2 (a) and merge with Rule Guidance note 2 already contains reference to the requirements of Recommend that submission S16/052 by Powerco is accepted
Standards for and replaced with a reference | 3D.4.2 (b) as follows: the One Plan, including the Greater Wellington Regional Council’s in part and the rule amended as follows:

Per_m.lt_ted to erosion and sediment . Erosion and sediment control measures guidelines. This additional wording is considered unnecessary. Any sediment runoff from earthworks must be contained within
Activities (a) cqntrol measures complying complying with the Greater Wellington The proposed wording regarding the erosion and sediment control the subject site. All dust and sedimentation control measures
with a suitable reference Regional Council's Erosion and Sediment measures being maintained during the works, and only removed must be installed prior to earthworks commencing, maintained
docu.ment such as the Great.e:r Control Guidelines (Report June 2006) -Ary | once stabilisation occurs is supported. This provides additional during the construction works, and only removed once
Well}ngton Regl(_)nal Council's | oogiment runoff from-earthworks must be clarity and correctly identifies that these measures are required stabilisation occurs.
Ergsmp and Sediment Control containeduithin-thesubjeetsiteAdl-dust through the lifecycle of the works, not just before earthworks
Guidelines. Standard aldsedimentation-contrebmeasuresmust commence.
otherwise reads as an be installed prior to earthworks
absolute. Also concerned commencing, maintained during the works,
abou.t dust so seek a standard and only removed once stabilisation occurs.
relating to the control of dust.
Further Submission by Horticulture NZ
(FS10/041) opposing this submission.

243 | 3D.4.2 Z Energy Ltd, BP Oil | Support Standard (a) should be Delete Rule 3D.4.2 (a) and merge with (b) as | Guidance note 2 already contains reference to the requirements of Recommend that submission S21/012 by the Oil Companies is
Standards for NZ Ltd, Mobil Oil NZ deleted and replaced with follows: the One Plan, including the Greater Wellington Regional Council’s accepted in part and the rule amended as follows:

Permitted Ltd - S21/012 reference to erosion and guidelines. This additional wording is considered unnecessary.

Activities (a)

sediment control measures

Erosion and sediment control measures
complying with the Greater Wellington

Any sediment runoff from earthworks must be contained within
the subject site. All dust and sedimentation control measures
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complying with a suitable Regional Council's Erosion and Sediment The proposed wording regarding the erosion and sediment control must be installed prior to earthworks commencing, maintained
reference document Control Guidelines (Reprint 2006) Ay measures being maintained during the works, and only removed during the construction works, and only removed once
applicable to the Manawatu- sedimentrunoffHrom-earthworksmust-be once stabilisation occurs is supported. This provides additional stabilisation occurs.
Wanganui Region. Suggestion | eentainedwithinthesubjectsite-All-dust clarity and correctly identifies that these measures are required
is Greater Wellington ahdsedimentation-controbmeasures-must through the lifecycle of the works, not just before earthworks
Regional Council's Erosion be installed prior to earthworks commence.
and Sediment Control commencing, maintained during the
Guidelines (reprint 2006) as earthworks, and only removed once
this is incorporated by stabilisation occurs.
reference into the One Plan.
The standard otherwise reads
as an absolute standard,
which is inappropriate as long
as best practice is met, and
could be read to require all
runoff from earthworks to be
discharged to land rather than
to the reticulated network.
244 | 3D.4.2 Powerco - S16/053 Not stated As a consequence of changes As a consequence of changes to Rule 2D.4.2 This standard does not provide plan users with certainty or clarity Recommend that submission S16/053 by Powerco is rejected.
Standards for to Rule 3D.4.2 (a) inserta new | by the submitter, insert a new standard (b) on what is required in controlling dust. Determining whether a
Permitted rule to manage dust. to control dust as follows: nuisance exists is highly subjective. Inclusion of appropriate
Activities (b) Dust shall be controlled so that it does not erosi.on and sedimenF c.ontrol measures within the District Pla.n is
senerate a nuisance. considered to be sufficient to ensure effects are contained onsite.
Further Submission by Horticulture NZ
(FS10/042) opposing this submission.
245 | 3D.4.2 Powerco - S16/054 Support Supports guidance note Retain the guidance note. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S16/054 by Powerco is accepted.
Standards for insofar as it indicates
Permitted compliance with the
Activities NZECP34:2001.
(Guidance
Note)
246 | 3D.4.2 First Gas (formerly Support Supports the permitted Retain standard 3D.4.2g Support is noted. Recommend that submission S20/028 by First Gas is accepted.
Standards for Vector Gas) Ltd - activity standard which will
Permitted S20/028 ensure adequate protect and
Activities (g) awareness of earthworks in
close proximity to the gas
transmission network.
247 | 3D.4.2 Powerco - S16/055 Not stated Insert new standard to give Add a new standard (g) as follows: A guidance note is already included under Rule 3D.4.2 covering the Recommend that submission S16/055 by Powerco is rejected
Stand_ards for effect to Policy 3-_2(c) of the Where earthworks are to be undertaken request. Itis considered inappropriate to have third party requests | and FS10/043 by Horticulture NZ is accepted.
Per.mllt.ted One. Plaq to require within 20m of anv electricity line. the as part of the rule stem.
Activities (g) notification of infrastructure owners of the electrical network shall be
owners when fippllcatlons advised in writing of the intention to carry
may affect their assets. out the works not less than 5 working days
prior to their commencement.
Further Submission by Horticulture NZ
(F510/043) opposing this submission.
248 | 3D.4.2 Manawatu- Support Earthworks that block That permitted activity standard 'i' of Rule Support is noted. Recommend that submission S5/044 by Horizons is accepted.
Standards for Whanganui Regional stormwater or overland flow 3D 4.2 be retained as drafted in PPC55.
Permitted Council (Horizons) - paths could divert water onto
Activities (i) S5/044 other properties and towards
occupied structures. Support
the consideration of effects of
earthworks on flow paths in
relation to earthworks
activities.
249 | 3D4.2 Manawatu- Support This guidance note will assist | That guidance note 2 under Table 3D.1 be Support is noted, and the minor change is considered to be Recommend that submission S5/045 by Horizons is accepted
Standards for Whanganui Regional plan users by referring them retained as drafted in PPC55, subject to appropriate, and guidance note 2 amended as follows:
Per.m.it.ted Council (Horizons) - Fo the Qne Plan r.eql}irements, minor amendment as follows: Earthworks are also regulated by the Manawatu-Wanganui
Activities S5/045 including the guidelines that

Regional Council and a resource consent may be required under
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(Guidance need to be referred to when Earthworks are also regulated by the the rules of the One Plan, or any subsequent Regional Plan. The
Note 1) preparing their erosion and Manawatu-Wanganui Regional Council and One Plan requires Erosion and Sediment Control measures to
sediment control plan. aresource consent may be required under comply with the Greater Wellington Regional Council's Erosion
the rules of the One Plan, or any subsequent and Sediment Control Guidelines dated September 2002.
Regional Plan. The One Plan requires
Erosion and Sediment Control measures to
comply with the Greater Wellington
Regional Council's Erosion and Sediment
Control Guidelines dated September 2002.
250 | 3D.4.2 Heritage New Support in part | Support with amendment. Amend Guidance Note 5 as follows: The suggested changes to the guidance note add greater clarity Recommend that submission S3/022 by Heritage NZ is accepted
Stand'ards for Zealand Pouhere Additic.)nal information on the Earthworks that may or will modify or regarding the }"esponsibilities of those undertaking earthworks and guidance note 5 is amended as follows:
Per.mllt.ted Taonga - S3/022 :authorlty process should be destroy an archaeological site near-or within under the .Herltage.New Zealand Pouhere Taonga Act 2014. Changes Earthworks that may or will modify or destroy an
Activities included to avoid : add more information for plan uses on what ‘modify and destroy’ archaeological site nearor withinareasof cultural and natural
(Guidance misunderstandings. may-also require an Archaeological means in relation to recently amended legislation. heritage valuesmay-also require an Archaeological Authority
Note 5) Authority under the Heritage New Zealand under the Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga Act (2014). It
Pouhere Taonga Act (2014). It is an offence is an offence to modify or destroy an archaeological site or
to modify or destroy an archaeological site demolish/destroy a whole building if the person knows or
or demolish/destroy a whole building if the reasonably suspects it to be an archaeological site. An
person knows or reasonably suspects it to archaeological site is any place, including any building or
be an archaeological site. An archaeological structure (or part of), that:
:gilcijllv(zlra;zrltn;fl]ui;:;ianv el e  was associated with human activity or the site of a wreck
* of a vessel that occurred before 1900; and
e  was associated with human activity or ) ) .
the site of a wreck of a vessel that o .DI'OVId.eS or maV.Dr0V1de, thrlough archa.eologlcal
occurred before 1900: and investigation, evidence relating to the history of New
* Zealand.
e  provides or may provide, through
archaeological investigation, evidence
relating to the history of New Zealand.
251 | 3D4.3 Transpower New Oppose Opposes the restricted Delete Rule 3D.4.3a in its entirety. Earthworks near the National Grid Yard that do not meet the Recommend that submission S11/050 by Transpower is
Restricted Zealand Limited - discretionary activity status permitted activity conditions are currently a restricted rejected.
Discretionary S11/050 that do not comply with the discretionary activity in the District Plan under Rule B1 1.4. The
Activities (a) permitted activity standards. proposed rule retains the classification and includes more specific
Transpower proposes guidance for plan users on the matters which are of most concern.
permitted activity standards To have a non-complying activity (as requested by submission
that seek to enable S11/054) is considered to be too onerous for landowners. The
earthworks activities within restricted discretionary activity still allows Council to decline
the National Grid Yard to the consent if the works would compromise the safe, efficient and
extent that these activities effective operation of the National Grid. This approach is considered
meet Policy 10 of the NPSET to be consistent with Policy 10 of the NPSET.
and minimise compliance
costs for
landowners/occupiers. These
standards are set at such a
level that any activity which
exceeds the standard have the
potential to compromise the
safe, efficient and effective
operation of the National Grid.
252 | 3D.4.5 Non- Transpower New Neither support | Opposes the restricted Add a new Non-Complying Activity Rules Earthworks near the National Grid Yard that do not meet the Recommend that submission S11/054 by Powerco is rejected.
Complying Zealand Limited - nor oppose discretionary activity status 3D.4.5 as follows: permitted activity conditions are currently a restricted
Activities S11/054 that do not comply with the discretionary activity in the District Plan under Rule B1 1.4. The

permitted activity standards.
Transpower proposes
permitted activity standards
that seek to enable earthworks
activities within the National
Grid Yard to the extent that
these activities meet Policy 10
of the NPSET and minimise
compliance costs for
landowners/occupiers.

Any earthworks undertaken in the National
Grid Yard that do not comply with the
standards for permitted activities under
Rule 3D.4.2 shall be a Non-Complying

Activity.

proposed rule retains the classification and includes more specific
guidance for plan users on the matters which are of most concern.
To have a non-complying activity (as requested by submission
S$11/054) is considered to be too onerous for landowners. The
restricted discretionary activity still allows Council to decline
consent if the works would compromise the safe, efficient and
effective operation of the National Grid. This approach is considered
to be consistent with Policy 10 of the NPSET.
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These standards are set at such
a level that any activity which
exceeds the standard have the
potential to compromise the
safe, efficient and effective
operation of the National Grid.
Chapter 3E Signs
253 | 3E1 Heritage New Supportin part | Support with addition. Signs Amend Introduction as follows: There is one policy in Chapter 4 of the District Plan (Policy 1.9) Recommend that submission S3/023 by Heritage NZ is rejected
Introduction Zealand Pouhere can have adverse effect on Itis critical to ensure all signs are managed which seeks to ensure that signs on significant historic built and FS13/035 by Powerco is accepted.
Taonga - S3/023 items of historic and cultural appropriately to avoid, mitigate and remedy heritage is compatible with the character of the heritage item.
he‘f‘tage- Across rtlef.ere.nce to potential adverse effects on the It is noted that Policy 1.9 is specific to significant historic built
Ob]E.BCtIVES and policies in the environment. Objectives and policies heritage. The cross reference therefore would not achieve the
herltage chapter should be relating to managing the adverse effects of protection of the wider historic heritage in the District that the
included. signs on cultural and historic heritage can submitter is seeking to protect. The full historic heritage provisions
be found in Chapter 4 Historic Heritage. in the District Plan are yet to be reviewed as part of the Sectional
Further Submission by Powerco (FS13/035) Distr.ict Plan Review (only those parts ofthe Heritage chap_ter
opposing in part this submission. relating t(? the Town Centl."e .have been reYlewed). There will be
opportunity to address this issue at that time.
254 | 3E.1 Powerco - S16/056 Not stated Signs are used for the Amend paragraph two of the introduction as | The proposed addition correctly identifies that in some cases Recommend that submission S16/056 by Powerco is accepted
Introduction purposes of asset follows: signage is required to be placed on a site by legislation to warn the in part and that the introduction is amended as follows:
identification and warning It is critical to ensure all signs are managed w1de.r community ofa. s1gn1f1car.1t risk or h.azar.d. A s.tatement. It is critical to ensure all signs are managed appropriately to
people of health .and safety appropriately to avoid, mitigate, and remedy rglatmg to the:se rqulren_lents 1 approprla_te in the introduction. A avoid, mitigate, and remedy potential adverse effects on the
haz.ards., as requlrled by other potential adverse effects on the slight rewording to simplify the statement is recommended. environment. Legislation can require that hazard or risk
lengla.tIOI-l. Such signs are environment. For clarification, hazard or identification and site safety signage is provided on a site. For
small in size and are typically risk, identification and site safety signage avoidance of doubt, these signs are not controlled by the Plan
at_tac.hed to, and viewed does not fall to be considered as signs as provided the legislative requirements are met.
within the (.:(?ntext of, the . defined in the Plan and are therefore not
network_ utility strucFure. Itis controlled by the Plan. Such signs are
approprlate to permit t.hes.e provided for and required by other
signs throughout the district. legislation.
Further Submission by Horticulture NZ
(FS10/044) supporting this submission.
254 | 3E.1 Z Energy Ltd, BP Oil | Not stated Pursuant to the Hazardous Amend paragraph 2 of the introduction as The proposed addition correctly identifies that in some cases Recommend that submission S21/013 by the Oil Companies is
Introduction NZ Ltd, Mobil Oil NZ Substances and New follows: signage is required to be placed on a site by legislation to warn the accepted in part and that the introduction is amended as
Ltd - S21/013 Organisms Act (1996) signage Itis critical to ensure all signs are managed wider community of a significant risk or hazard. A statement follows:
1s manda}tory f.or th? oil appropriately to avoid, mitigate, and remedy rglatmg to the_se rqulrerr_lents 1 approprla_te inthe introduction. A | 14 is critical to ensure all signs are managed appropriately to
Companies to identify potential adverse effects on the slight rewording to simplify the statement is recommended. avoid, mitigate, and remedy potential adverse effects on the
.hazardo.us substances stored environment. For clarification, hazard or environment. Legislation can require that hazard or risk
mn c.orlltf':uners arlld tanks. risk identification and site safety signage identification and site safety signage is provided on a site. For
De.ﬁr‘utlo.ns of signs and does not fall to be considered as 'signs’ as avoidance of doubt, these signs are not controlled by the Plan,
9ff1c1al signs are supported defined in the Plan and are therefore not provided the legislative requirements are met.
insofar as they ?lso on_ly relate controlled by the Plan. Such signs are
X)sas?l‘éir&zlrrlr;gir?;t(;/fax/zill'sglay S- | provided for and required by other
identification signs, health legislation.
and safety signs and general
identification signs are
assumed to be uncontrolled.
That intent is supported and
an amendment to the
introduction proposed.
255 | 3E 4.2 (new Heritage New Supportin part | Support subject to new rule. Add a new rule in 3E.4 as follows: The proposed signage rules limit the size allowed to 0.8m?2 and Recommend that submission S3/024 by Heritage NZ is rejected
Rule) Zealand Pouhere To give effect to Policy 1.9 in The following activities are Restricted requires that it relates to the activity on the site. This will naturally | and FS13/036 by Powerco is accepted.

Taonga - S3/024

the historic heritage chapter a
rule is required to manage
effects of signs on heritage
items. Any sign that results in
adverse effects on the cultural
or historical heritage value of
a scheduled item should not

Discretionary Activities in respect to

signage:

a. _any signage attached to an item
scheduled in Appendix 1E (Buildings

and Objects with Heritage Value) or
located within the site of an item in

limit the proliferation of signs. The provisions of the Business Zone,
where a number of historic heritage buildings are located, also have
policy limiting signs to identifying the business on the site.

Together these provisions are considered to address the submitter’s
concerns.
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be permitted. Rule should be Appendix 1E or 1F (Sites with Heritage | Requiring a Restricted Discretionary Activity consent is overly
limited to signs that are Value) that results in adverse effects on | onerous given the proposed and existing provisions in the District
attached to a scheduled the cultural or historical heritage values | Plan.
heritage item or located on of the item.
the same site. To avouli. For these activities, the Council has
ex;eéswe C_?St}f to alpp ﬁcaI;;s restricted its discretion to considering
and Lounctl, t € rule shou the following matters:
be restricted discretionary.
e  effects on historical and cultural
heritage values
e  sign design, construction, location
and placement
e  area, height and number of signs
e illumination.
Further Submission by Powerco (FS13/036)
opposing this submission.
256 | 3E.4.2 NZ Transport Support Supports guidance note that Retain as notified. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S7/030 by NZ Transport Agency is
Standards for Agency - S7/030 ensures that written approval accepted.
Permitted is obtained from the
Activities appropriate road controlling
(Guidance authority.
Note)
257 | 3E4.2 NZ Transport Support Support all permitted Retain as notified. Support is noted. Recommend that submission S7/031 by NZ Transport Agency is
Standards for Agency - S7/031 activities in Rule 3E 4.2.(b) accepted.
Permitted which has the intent of
Activities (b - ensuring that any signs visible
i) from the roading network will
not cause any safety issues for
road users.
Chapter 3F Temporary Activities
258 | 3F Temporary | Transpower New Support Transpower does not wish to | Add a new rule 3F.4.4 as follows: The proposed plan provides for these activities as a discretionary Recommend that submission S11/052 by Transpower is
Activities Zealand Limited - restrict temporary activities Anv temporary activity located within the activi.ty.. This allov.vs. all potential effects .to be clor}sid.ered. . rejected and FS3/008 by NZ Defence Force is accepted.
S11/052 b;lttnotis thatl;chfsl(;c?mporalihty National Grid Yard shall be a Non-Complyin Classifying the a:ictlmt}; as a Non-Complying Activity is considered
of structures, buildings an Activity. unnecessary and overly onerous.
other activities poses a
potentially significant risk to Further Submission by NZ Defence Force
the National Grid if located in | (F$3/008) opposing this submission.
proximity to it. For this reason
seeks non-complying activity
status for temporary activities
within the National Grid Yard,
where any proposal for a
temporary activity within the
National Grid Yard would
need to satisfy the particular
statutory tests for non-
complying activities.
259 | 3F.3 Objectives | Powerco - S16/057 Not stated Add significant before adverse | Amend Policy 1.2 as follows: Short term effects may have a lesser impact than effects of Recommend that submission S16/057 by Powerco is rejected.

and Policies
(Policy 1.2)

effects to ensure that less than
minor or minor effects are not
considered alongside
significant adverse effects. It
should be noted that
sometimes short term effects
are acceptable when
temporary (e.g. for emergency
works).

To ensure temporary activities do not result
in significant adverse amenity effects on
noise sensitive activities.

permanent activities but this is because the temporary nature of the
activity can make it less significant. There is also a difference
between events that run for a few hour’s verses over a period of a
month. The intent is for the assessment to be on the effects of an
activity, not just those that are significant. Council’s noise expert
does not support inclusion of significant into the policy, as
suggested by the submitter.
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259 | 3F.3 Objectives | Z Energy Ltd, BP Oil | Not stated For temporary activities Amend Policy 1.2 as follows: Short term effects may have a lesser impact than effects of Recommend that submission S21/014 by the Oil Companies is
andﬁ’ohaes NZstd, Mobil Oil NZ silgmf:jc%nt idversp effects ) To ensure temporary activities do not result per_m.anent aCtll\:ltl.eT but thlsfls beca;;e thg terlnporg.rf}; nature of the | rejected and FS3/009 by NZ Defence Force is rejected.
(Policy 1.2) Ltd - S21/014 should be the main concern of | ., Gionificant adverse amenity effects on activity can make it less significant. ?re is also a difference
Council. Sometimes short . - i between events that run for a few hour’s verses over a period of a
noise sensitive activities. . .
term effects are acceptable o month. The intent is for the assessment to be on the effects of an
when temporary. Insert Further Submission by NZ Defence Force activity, not just those that are significant. Council’s noise expert
significant before adverse (FS$3/009) supporting this submission. does not support inclusion of significant into the policy, as
effects to ensure that less than suggested by the submitter.
minor or minor adverse
effects are not considered
alongside significant adverse
effects.
260 | 3F4.1 Spark - S17/030 Not stated Temporary Amend Rule 3F.4.1 as follows: The proposed rules are to reflect activities that are temporary, in Recommend that submission S17/030 by Spark is rejected.
Per.mllt.ted _telfecommumcatlonbs . a.  For sporting events, public meetings, scgll_e and duratlog. The 1nchhslon o}f1 an exemptl%n fo; netbwork
Activities ;n rast_ru.c.ture ca}? e erect.e galas, market days, and other utility structur.es. : oesln0;1 re ectV\f/ at are conscli ere tq e |
or activities suc _as sporting recreational and festive events: temporary activities. In the case of sporting an_ .recreatlona events
and other recreational and . . that need a temporary structure to boost the utility network, these
festive events to boost L. hours of operation occur between are of short duration and provided for by the rule. In the event that
network capacity. Trailer 7am - 10pm, and the sporting or recreational event is longer then consent will be
mounted Mobil phone ii. duration not exceeding 3 required to assess the potential effects of the scale and duration of
facilities or similar consecutive days, and the activity. This is considered to be appropriate.
mflrafstructure als<51sts the iii. no more than 4 events of a similar In the event that a new permanent site is required, then the
SXIStm% n;twor tomeet nature on the same site in any 12 proposed rules allows for these to be located for 6 months. This is
emand. empmiaryb d month period, and considered sufficient time for temporary equipment. If the
eqhulpmflnt can afsol e erecte iv. temporary buildings and structures equipment is on a site for longer than the effects of the temporary
where there s atau toragap ' P Y 5 e equipment should be assessed in the usual manner under the
in coverage which needs to be except temporary network utility District Plan
filled while a permanent site structures must be readily '
is found. Finding permanent moveable, meet all yard setback
sites can be a lengthy process, requirements of this Plan and must
and as such provision to have be removed from the site upon the
temporary network utilities in completion of the temporary
place for up to 12 months is activity.
sought. b. Temporary buildings and structures
except temporary network utility
structures must:
i. bereadily moveable
ii. meetall yard setback requirements
of this Plan
iii. be removed from the site within 6
months of the commencement of the
activity
iv. not occupy a site for more than one
6 month period in any 12 months.
f. temporary network utility structures
must
i. be readily moveable
ii. be removed from the site within 12
months of the commencement of the
activity.
261 | 3F4.1 Z Energy Ltd, BP Oil | Not stated Construction activities and Amend the permitted activity rules by Rule 3C.4.2.c already states that sounds generated by construction, Recommend that submission S21/015 by the Oil Companies is
Permitted NZ Ltd, Mobil Oil NZ effects are temporary in inserting construction and demolition maintenance and demolition activities will be managed by accepted in part and that a guidance note is inserted under Rule
Activities Ltd - S21/015 nature and is not always activities, as follows: NZS6803:1999 Acoustics Construction Noise. It is therefore 3F.4.2 as follows:

considered practicable to
ensure compliance with the
noise limits of the zone the
works are in. It is suggested
that construction and
demolition activities are
exempt from Rule 3F.4.1 (e)
and instead compliance is

e. Noise associated with temporary
activities, except construction and
demolition activities, must comply with
the noise provisions relating to the zone
itis located in.

unnecessary to amend the plan as requested, particularly when the
rule refers back to Rule 3C.4.2.

With regards to vibration issues, New Zealand did have a vibration
standard however this was replaced in 2003 by an informative only
standard. The British Standard BS52280-2:2009 did become a
replacement standard for the old NZ Standard, however is
considered to be on the ‘generous’ side. The standard that has been

Guidance Note: For guidance on vibration Council recommends
District Plan users refer to the NZ Transport Agency State
Highway Construction and Maintenance Noise and Vibration
Guide dated August 2013 for best practice.
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required with both NZS g. Construction and demolition activities used for assessing structural damage has been the German Standard
6803:1999 Acoustics must: DIN 4150-3:1999. Since that time, it is understood that the NZ
Construction Noise and BS i, comply with NZS 6803:1999 Transport Agency has combined guidance from both the British
5228-2:2009 - Part 2 Acoustics - Construction Noise Standard BS52280-2:2009 and the German Standard DIN 4150-
Vibration. 3:1993 into a new construction vibration criteria. The NZ Transport

ii. Controlling construction vibration | Agency standard is considered to represent best practice in New
by reference to British Standard DS | Zealand in the absence of any NZ Standard. On that basis a guidance
5228-2:2009 Code of practice for note referring to the standard as best practice is recommended.
noise and vibration control on
construction and open sites - Part 2:
Vibration.

261 | 3F4.1 Powerco - S16/058 Not stated Construction activities and Amend the permitted activity rules by Rule 3C.4.2.c already states that sounds generated by construction, Recommend that submission S16/058 by Powerco is accepted
Permitted effects are temporary in inserting construction and demolition maintenance and demolition activities will be managed by in part and that a guidance note is inserted under Rule 3F.4.2 as
Activities nature and is not always activities, as follows: NZS6803:1999 Acoustics Construction Noise. It is therefore follows:

considered pr'acticabl.e to e. Noise associated with temporary unnecessary to amend the plan as requested, particularly when the Guidance Note: For guidance on vibration Council recommends
ensure cqmpllance with the activities, except construction and rule refers back to Rule 3C.4.2. District Plan users refer to the NZ Transport Agency State
noise 11m1t§ Oft},le zone the demolition activities, must comply with | With regards to vibration issues, New Zealand did have a vibration Highway Construction and Maintenance and Vibration Guide
works are in. I_t is suggested the noise provisions relating to the zone | standard however this was replaced in 2003 by an informative only | dated August 2013 for best practice.
fi}:jrtlg?irtliscfrrll;ccttli(zfrilt?ensdare itis located in. standard. The British Standard BS52280-2:2009 did become a
: f s replacement standard for the old NZ Standard, however is

exempt from Rule ,3F'4'1, (e) & COH?:I‘UCUOH and demolition activitics considered to be on the ‘generous’ side. The standard that has been
and 1'nstead. compliance is st used for assessing structural damage has been the German Standard
required with bOth NZs L.__comply with NZS 6803:1999 DIN 4150-3:1999. Since that time, it is understood that the NZ
6803:199,9 ACOU_SUCS Acoustics - Construction Noise Transport Agency has combined guidance from both the British
Construction Noise and BS ii. Controlling construction vibration Standard BS52280-2:2009 and the German Standard DIN 4150-
5_228'?:2009 - Part 2 by reference to British Standard DS 3:1993 into a new construction vibration criteria. The NZ Transport
Vibration. 5228-2:2009 Code of practice for Agency standard is considered to represent best practice in New

noise and vibration control on Zealand in the absence of any NZ Standard. On that basis a guidance

construction and open sites - Part 2: | note referring to the standard as best practice is recommended.

Vibration.

262 | 3F4.1 Chorus New Zealand | Not stated Temporary Amend Rule 3F.4.1 as follows: Rule 3C.4.2.c already states that sounds generated by construction, Recommend that submission S18/031 by Chorus is accepted in
Per.m.it.ted Limited - S18/031 _telecommunications a.  For sporting events, public meetings, maintenance and demqlition activit?es will_ be ma_naged by part and that a guidance note is inserted under Rule 3F.4.2 as
Activities infrastructure can be erected NZS6803:1999 Acoustics Construction Noise. Itis therefore follows:

for activities such as sporting
and other recreational and
festive events to boost
network capacity. Trailer
mounted Mobil phone
facilities or similar
infrastructure assists the
existing network to meet
demand. Temporary
equipment can also be erected
where there is a fault or a gap
in coverage which needs to be
filled while a permanent site
is found. Finding permanent
sites can be a lengthy process,
and as such provision to have
temporary network utilities in
place for up to 12 months is
sought.

galas, market days, and other
recreational and festive events:

i. hours of operation occur between
7am - 10pm, and

ii. duration not exceeding 3
consecutive days, and

iii. no more than 4 events of a similar
nature on the same site in any 12
month period, and

iv. temporary buildings and structures
except temporary network utility
structures must be readily
moveable, meet all yard setback
requirements of this Plan and must
be removed from the site upon the
completion of the temporary
activity.

b. Temporary buildings and structures
except temporary network utility
structures must:

i. bereadily moveable

ii. meetall yard setback requirements
of this Plan

iii. be removed from the site within 6
months of the commencement of the
activity

iv. not occupy a site for more than one
6 month period in any 12 months.

unnecessary to amend the plan as requested, particularly when the
rule refers back to Rule 3C.4.2.

With regards to vibration issues, New Zealand did have a vibration
standard however this was replaced in 2003 by an informative only
standard. The British Standard BS52280-2:2009 did become a
replacement standard for the old NZ Standard, however is
considered to be on the ‘generous’ side. The standard that has been
used for assessing structural damage has been the German Standard
DIN 4150-3:1999. Since that time, it is understood that the NZ
Transport Agency has combined guidance from both the British
Standard BS52280-2:2009 and the German Standard DIN 4150-
3:1993 into a new construction vibration criteria. The NZ Transport
Agency standard is considered to represent best practice in New
Zealand in the absence of any NZ Standard. On that basis a guidance
note referring to the standard as best practice is recommended.

Guidance Note: For guidance on vibration Council recommends
District Plan users refer to the NZ Transport Agency State

Highway Construction and Maintenance and Vibration Guide
dated August 2013 for best practice.
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f. temporary network utility structures
must
i. be readily moveable
ii. be removed from the site within 12
months of the commencement of the
activity.
263 | 3F4.2 Transpower New Support in part | Support Retain standard for permitted activities in Support is noted Recommend that submission S11/051 by Transpower is
Standards for Zealand Limited - Rule 3F.4.2.f. accepted.
Per.mllt'ted §11/051 Further Submission by NZ Defence Force
Activities (f) (FS$3/0010) supporting in part this
submission.
Chapter 3G Relocated Buildings
264 | 3G Relocated House Movers Oppose The House Movers oppose the | 1. Delete all provisions (including There are increasing number of relocates in the District. While Recommend that submission S9/001 by Central House Movers
Buildings Section of NZ Heavy proposed treatment of objectives, policies, rules and relocates are seen in all areas of the District, it has become apparent | is accepted in part and FS4/014 by Horizons is accepted and

Haulage Association
(Inc), Britton
Housemovers Ltd,
Central
Housemovers Ltd
(collectively House
Movers) - S9/001

relocated buildings as a
controlled activity. The
proposed activity
classification does not reflect
the Central Otago decision.
The proposed plan does not
expressly provide for removal
(from a site) or re-siting
(within a site). Removal and
re-siting should be expressly
provided for as a permitted
activity. The proposed
regulation of relocation,
removal or re-siting of
buildings does not meet the
aims of the RMA, in particular:

a.

the classification of
removal, re-siting and
relocation of buildings is
inconsistent and contrary
to sustaining the
potential of natural and
physical resources of the
District in accordance
with Section 5 RMA, and
Part 2 of the Act.

is inconsistent with
sustainable management
to require consent for
removal, re-siting, and
relocation of buildings,
but to provide for
construction of new
buildings as a permitted
activity.

relocation is an
affordable
housing/construction
option, and consistent
with sustainable
management by
providing for the
recycling and reuse of
materials which would
otherwise go to landfill.
Activity classification

assessment criteria and other methods
and reasons) on removal, re-siting, and
relocation of buildings.

Rewrite the proposed plan change, and
its policies and objectives, rules,
methods and reasons to reflect the
reasons for this submission.

Amend the definition section of the
plan to accord with trade practice and
usage so as to distinguish between the
activities of removal, re-siting and
relocation of dwellings and buildings.

Recognise in the objectives, policies and
rules and methods of the plan the need
to provide for the coordination
between Building Act and Resource
Management Act, to avoid regulatory
duplication.

Expressly provide in the proposed plan
change (whether in the definitions or in
the activity rules) for the demolition
and removal and re-siting of buildings
as a permitted activity in all areas and
zones, except in relation to any
scheduled identified heritage buildings,
or any properly established
conservation heritage precinct.

In the event that demolition and or
removal and re-siting of buildings is not
a permitted activity due to non-
compliance with performance
standards, then as a default rule,
provide for relocation of dwellings and
buildings no more restrictively than a
controlled activity, provided that such
application be expressly provided for
on a non-notified, non-service basis.

Replace the policy provisions relating
to relocated dwellings and buildings
with objectives, policies, rules,
assessment criteria, methods, reasons
and other provisions which expressly
provide for relocation of buildings as
permitted activities in all zones/areas,
so as to achieve performance standards

to Council that relocated buildings are of concern to the community
in the more populated areas of the District, being within the
residential and village zones. This is where neighbours are located
closer together and amenity values are typically higher. This is
reflected in the fact that of the 16 complaints Council has had in the
last 12 years, 14 have been in the residential or village areas.

There is considered to be greater tolerance of relocated buildings in
the Rural Zone, given that neighbours are generally dispersed. Only
two complaints have been made relating to relocated buildings in
the Rural Zone. The Rural Zone also makes up 96% of the District,
meaning that in the majority of the District relocated buildings
would be permitted (provided the permitted activity conditions
were met).

There is also a growing industry with buildings and dwellings being
purpose built for relocation. For example, through the trade school
at UCOL where buildings are pre-fabricated as part of student work
and then relocated to a site. The current provisions in the District
Plan, and those proposed in Plan Change 55, do not recognise this
change in industry practice.

On that basis, and as a result of the various submissions received on
relocated buildings, a different approach has been considered to
that originally notified in Plan Change 55. A new approach is
recommended which involves:

a. Permitting purpose built dwellings for relocation and smaller
relocated buildings (under 40m?) in the Outer Business,
Industrial, Residential and Village Zones.

Permitting all relocated buildings within the rural zone.

c. Controlled activity status for dwellings not meeting permitted
rules or relocated buildings over 40m? in the Outer Business,
Industrial, Residential and Village Zones.

d. Restricted discretionary activity status for all other buildings,
and buildings not previously used as a dwelling.

e. Discretionary activity status for any relocated building not
otherwise provided for and for those within the Flood Channel
Zone.

One submitter suggests a building pre-inspection report to be
submitted to Council. This report covers many of the same matters
that are considered to be Building Act requirements. A report that
covers where the building will be relocated to, the existing character
and amenity of the area, and what actions are required to ensure the
relocated building achieves the necessary reinstatement is
supported. Amendments have been made to remove duplication
with the Building Act and to ensure that the report focuses on the
resource management issues. Therefore while building on the

FS16/001 by Andy McDonald is accepted and the provisions in
chapter 3G are amended as follows:

Objective 1

To enable the relocation and establishment of relocated
buildings only where reinstatement remedial works will ensure
the building maintains the visual amenity values of the
surrounding area.

Policies
1.1 To ensure any reinstatement remedial and upgrading

works undertaken are completed in a timely and efficient
manner.

1.2 To ensure any reinstatement remedial and upgrading
works will result in a relocated building achieving a level
of visual amenity the same or better than the surrounding
area.

1.3 To encourage relocated buildings that are of an age,
character and condition that requires minimal
reinstatement remedial work.

3G.4

Rules in this chapter apply District-wide and the chapter needs
to be read in conjunction with the District Plan maps, relevant
appendices and provisions of the applicable zone.

3G.4.1

The following are permitted activities provided that they
comply with the standards in Rule 3G.4.2:

a. In the Outer Business, Industrial, Residential and Village
Zones

Rules

Permitted Activities

i. _Relocated buildings up to and including 40m? in gross
floor area.

ii. New buildings that are designed and purpose built to
be relocated.

b. All relocated buildings in the Rural Zone.

3G.4.2

The permitted activities specified in Rule 3G.4.1 above must
comply with the following conditions:

Standards for Permitted Activities

a. Any relocated building intended for use as a dwelling must
have previously been designed, built and used as a dwelling.

Page 84 of 102




No:

Provision

Submission point

Support/oppose

Reasons

Decision requested

Officer Comment

Officer Recommendation

should take into account
the positive effects from
activities.

d. Controls on removal, re-
siting, and relocation of
buildings in the proposed
plan are not necessary to
assist Council to carry out
its functions.

e. Controls on removal, re-
siting and relocation of
buildings in the proposed
plan do not meet section
32 criteria of the RMA. It
is denied that Council has
carried out a proper s32
assessment.

f.  Controls in the plan are
inconsistent with the
criteria in Section 75 and
76 of the Act.

g. Controls in the Plan are
not proportionate to
controls on new
dwellings and buildings
in the plan.

h. In practical terms any
potential effect on
amenity values from the
building relocation is
remedied after an initial
establishment period.
The same establishment
period is present
whenever a new dwelling
is constructed, and
whereas the Council has
not generally promoted
similar controls for new
dwellings.

i.  The proposed plan fails to
apply the decision of the
Environment Court in
New Zealand Heavy
Haulage Association Inc V
The Central Otago District
Council (EC C45/2004).
Council had treated
relocated dwellings as
discretionary activity.
Following the hearing the
Court allowed for
relocation as a permitted
activity subject to
performance standards.
Where unable to meet
permitted standards,
relocation was a
restricted discretionary
(non-notifiable) activity.

j.  Proposed plan does not
recognise the transaction
costs of not expressly

no more restrictive than provided for in
point 8 below.

8. Provide for the relocation of dwellings
and buildings subject to the following
performance standards/conditions (or
to same or similar effect):

Relocation of buildings

Relocated buildings are permitted where the
following matters can be satisfied:

a) any relocated building can comply with
the relevant standards for permitted
activities in the district plan;

b) any relocated dwelling must have

previously been designed built and used
as a dwelling;

¢) abuilding inspection report shall
accompany the building consent for the
building/dwelling. The report s to
identify all reinstatement work
required to the exterior of the
building/dwelling; and

d) the building shall be located on
permanent foundations approved by
building consent, no later than 2
months of the building being moved to
the site.

e) all work required to reinstate the
exterior of any relocated
building/dwelling, including the sitin
of the building/dwelling on permanent
foundations, shall be completed within

12 months of the building being
delivered to the site.

9. Asadefaultrule, in the event that
relocation of a buildings/dwelling is not
a permitted activity due to non-
compliance with performance
standards, provide for relocation of
dwellings and buildings no more
restrictively than a restricted
discretionary activity (provided that
such application be expressly provided
for on a non-notified, non-service basis)
subject to the following assessment
criteria (or to same or similar effect):

Restricted Discretionary Activity (on a
non-notified, non-service basis) Where
an activity is not permitted by this Rule,
Council will have regard to the
following matters when considering an
application for resource consent:

i) proposed landscaping;

ii) the proposed timetable for
completion of the work required to
reinstate the exterior of the building
and connections to services;

iii) the appearance of the building
following reinstatement.

10. Delete any provision for a performance
bond or any restrictive covenants for

contents of the submission, an amended building pre-inspection
report will be required by the owner of the relocated building.

With the change in the rule framework, the use of bonds have been
recommended to be removed as there is a general view that these
are not effective in managing issues surrounding relocated buildings
in the Residential and Village Zones. Reliance on enforcement and
consent conditions are considered to be more effective tools at the
disposal of Council officers.

The recommended changes are considered to be an efficient and
effective approach to managing relocated buildings in the
Manawatu District. The changes allow relocated buildings in the
Rural Zone, which is 96% of the District, as a permitted activity.

This is a pragmatic approach recognising the submitters concerns as
to enabling relocated buildings while managing the effects which
can been associated with this activity, reflecting the issues Council
has experienced with relocated buildings over time.

b. The relocated building must be installed on permanent

foundations immediately upon delivery to the destination
site.

c. The relocated building is not located within the Flood
Channel Zone.

d. Compliance with all standards specified for permitted
activities in the relevant zone and other parts of this Plan.

e. A building pre-inspection report shall be submitted by the
owner of the relocated building to the Council at the same
time as an application is made for a building consent for the
relocated building. That report shall be on the form
contained in Appendix 3G.1 and is to identify all
reinstatement works that are to be completed to the
exterior of the building.

f.  The building pre-inspection report shall be prepared by:

e A licenced building practitioner (carpenter or design

category); or

e Abuilding inspector from the local authority where the
building is being relocated from.

g. All reinstatement work required by the Condition Table in
Section 2.0 of the building pre-inspection report (in
Appendix 3G.1) to reinstate the exterior of any relocated
building shall be completed within 12 months of the
building being delivered to the destination site.

h. The owner must complete the Owner Certificate and
Declaration in Section 7.0 of the building pre-inspection
report (in Appendix 3G.1) to certify to the Council that all

the reinstatement work will be completed within 12 months
of the building being delivered to the destination site.

3G.4.3  Controlled Activities

Any relocated building that is not provided for as a permitted
activity under Rule 3G.4.1 or does not meet the Performance
Standards in Rule 3G.4.2 is a controlled activity, provided they

comply with the following standards:

a. Any relocated building intended for use as a dwelling must
have previously been designed, built and used as a dwelling.

b. The relocated building is not located within the Flood
Channel Zone.

c. Compliance with all standards specified for permitted
activities in the relevant zone and other parts of this Plan.

d. A building pre-inspection report shall be submitted by the
owner of the relocated building to the Council at the same
time as an application is made for a building consent for the
relocated building. That report shall be on the form
contained in Appendix 3G.1 and is to identify all
reinstatement works that are to be completed to the
exterior of the building to ensure the visual amenity of the

area where the building is to be located is maintained.

e. The owner must complete the Owner Certificate and
Declaration in Section 7.0 of the building pre-inspection
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exempting relocation and
removal from any
requirement to obtain
neighbour approval.

k. Pleads the reasons given
by the Court referred
above as if set out herein.

11.

12.

13.

14.

the removal, re-siting, and relocation of
dwellings and buildings.

Restrict (as a discretionary activity
rule) the use of restrictive covenants for
the removal, re-siting, and relocation of
dwellings and buildings.

Make any further or consequential
amendments to give effect to this
submission, including such
amendments as required to the
provisions, definitions, other matters,
rules, objectives, policies and reasons
for the proposed plan change to give
appropriate recognition to the positive
effects of removal, re-siting, and
relocation of dwellings and buildings, in
accordance with the reasons for this
submission, and the relief sought as a
whole.

Suggested drafting to give effect to this
submission is attached in Schedule 1 of
the original submission (or the same or
similar effect but without limiting the
relief sought);

A suggested pre-inspection report (as a
non-statutory form) is attached as
Schedule 2 of the original submission.

Further Submission by Horizons (F54/014)
opposing in part this submission.

Further Submission by Andy McDonald
(FS16,/001) supporting this submission.

report (in Appendix 3G.1) to certify to the Council that all
the reinstatement work will be completed within 12 months
of the building being delivered to the site.

For this activity, Council has reserved its control over, and may
impose conditions on a resource consent when considering, the
following matters:

o] Requirements for remedial reinstatement works and
upgrading the exterior of the building to ensure visual
amenity of the surrounding area is maintained.

o] The time allowed for remedial reinstatement works and
upgrading of the exterior of the building to be completed
once the relocated building is located on its destination
site.

o The immediate installation of the relocated building onto
permanent foundations upon delivery to the destination
site.
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o] The suitability of the relocated building for the intended

reuse.

o] How the age and character of the building is consistent
with the level of amenity in the surrounding
environment.

o How the standards for permitted activities in the relevant

zone and other parts of this Plan have been met.

3G.4.4 Non-Notification of Controlled Activities

Under section 77D of the Resource Management Act (1991), an
activity requiring resource consent under Rule 3G.4.3 will not
be publicly notified, except where:

0  The applicant requests public notification (in accordance
with Section 95A(2) (b)), or

0 The Council decides special circumstances exist (in
accordance with Section 95A(4)).

3G.4.5 Restricted Discretionary Activities

The following activities are a Restricted Discretionary Activity,
in all zones, in respect to relocated buildings:

O  Any relocated building that does not meet the Permitted
and Controlled Activity standards or does not comply with
the relevant Permitted Activity standards in all other parts
of the District Plan.

For this activity, the Council has restricted its discretion to
considering the following matters, only to the extent that they
are relevant to the standard that is not met:

o Scale of built form and location on site

o] Exterior remedial and upgrading works

o] Time for remedial and upgrading works to be completed
o]

The extent of non-compliance with the standard(s) in the
Plan

In determining whether to grant a resource consent and what
conditions to impose, the Council will, in addition to the
objectives and policies of the Relocated Buildings section and
the relevant Zone, assess any application in terms of the
following assessment criteria:

i. Whether the application remains consistent with the
intention of the standard(s) it infringes.

ii. The extent to which there will be adverse effects where
an application does not meet the standards.

iii. Whether the application will result in adverse effects on
the character and visual amenity values of the immediate
surroundings or wider streetscape.

iv. The need for remedial reinstatement works and
upgrading to ensure visual amenity of the surrounding

area is maintained, including landscaping proposed.
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V. The proposed time for remedial reinstatement works and
upgrading to be completed once the relocated building is
located on its destination site.
3G.4.6 Discretionary Activities
Any relocated building not provided for as a Permitted,
Controlled or Restricted Discretionary Activity or is located in
the Flood Channel Zone is a Discretionary Activity.
265 | 3G Relocated Transpower New Support Transpower supports the Support and retain. Support is noted. While changes are proposed to the rules in this Recommend that submission S11/053 by Transpower is
Buildings Zealand Limited - requirement for relocated chapter, the need to comply with the standards in other parts of the | accepted.

S§11/053 buildings to comply with all of Plan is recommended to be retained.
the standards for permitted
activities within the relevant
zone and other parts of the
Plan. This is required to
control the potential effects of
buildings relocating within
the National Grid Yard.

266 | 3G Relocated Paul Britton - Oppose Concerned that the rules for To delete the controlled activity status for Refer to the comments provided under Submission S9/001. Recommend that submission S22/001 by Paul Britton is
Buildings S$22/001 relocated buildings are too relocated buildings and replace this with accepted in part and FS4/015 by Horizons is rejected and
restrictive. Oppose the permitted. FS16/002 by Andy McDonald is accepted and changes made as
proposed contrt?lled activity Further Submission by Horizons (FS4/015) per submission S9/001.
status that requires a ) opposing this submission.
resource consent and instead
would prefer permitted Further Submission by Andy McDonald
activity status with conditions (FS16,/002) supporting this submission.
to manage reinstatement
times.
267 | 3G.1 Heritage New Support in part | Support with amendment. Amend the Introduction as follows: Reference to significant historic built heritage is the wording in Recommend that submission S3/025 by Heritage NZ is accepted
Introduction Zealand Pouhere Supports provision that The relocation of significant historic built Chapter 4 of the District Plan therefore it is appropriate to retain in part and the introduction is amended as follows:

Taonga - $3/025 contents of section does not heritage scheduled in Appendix 1E this reference. The relocation of significant historic built heritage scheduled in
aPpl}’,to relo.catloln Of_ (Buildings and Objects with Heritage There are also additional heritage items in Appendix 1E that have Schedule 4a and Appendix 1E (Buildings and Objects with
51gr.11f1cant historic built Values) is a separate matter not addressed not yet been reviewed through the Sectional District Plan Review. Heritage Values) is a separate matter not addressed through
heritage, but suggest through this chapter. Consideration of these | Until such time as Appendix 1E has been reviewed it would be this chapter. Consideration of these buildings is required under
referen.ce to releva’nF . , | buildings is required under the provisions of | appropriate to include an additional reference to Appendix 1E in the | the provisions of Chapter 4 - Historic Heritage.

:clppendlces. Word 'significant Chapter 4 - Historic Heritage. introduction.
is redundant and should be
removed.
268 | 3G.4 Rules Central House Oppose Oppose controlled activity Delete the controlled activity status for Refer to the comments provided under Submission S9/001. Recommend that submission S15/001 by Central House Movers

Movers Limited - status that requires a relocated buildings and replace this with is accepted in part and changes made as per submission S9/001

S$15/001 resource consent. Prefer permitted. by Central House Movers.
permllt.ted activity status with Further Submission by Keith Marriott
co'ndltlons to manage (FS14/001) supporting this submission.
reinstatement times.

Further Submission by Tim Fitz-Herbert
(FS15/001) supporting this submission.
Further Submission by Andy McDonald
(FS16,/003) supporting this submission.
269 | 3G.4.1 Manawatu- Support Support intent. Retain as drafted in PPC55. Support is noted. Other submissions have resulted in new Recommend that submission S5/039 by Horizons is accepted.
Controlled Whanganui Regional provisions being recommended. However, the specific provisions in

Activities (c)

Council (Horizons) -
S5/039

Rule 3G.4.1.c relating to relocated buildings not being located in the
Flood Channel Zone have been retained in the new recommended
provisions.
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270 | 3G.4.4 Manawatu- Support Support discretionary activity | Retain as drafted in PPC55. Support is noted. While other submissions have requested changes, | Recommend that submission S5/040 by Horizons is accepted.
Discretionary Whanganui Regional status for relocated buildings this rule will be retained.
Activities Council (Horizons) - in the flood channel zone
S5/040 under Rule 3G 4.4
Other sections of the existing District Plan
271 | 4.2 General New Zealand Oppose Oppose the deletion of Retain Policy d in Chapter 4.2 General Policy d in section 4.2 was removed given the reference in the policy | Recommend that submission S8/011 by NZ Defence Force is
Objectives Defence Force - existing Policy d) in Chapter Objectives as currently written, with to temporary signs which are covered in Chapter 3F Temporary rejected.
(Policy d) S8/011 4.2 General Objectives as suggested working for the explanation as Activities. The policy is general about certain land uses having
[Deleted PC55] temporary activities and follows: minor effect. It does not reference temporary military activities.
terrllp'o.raryhmll;(tiall;y training The Plan needs to provide for temporary The rules relating to temporary military activities, as outlined in the
ac]t(1v1t1els (Si 0‘:1 }'13 . land uses which only have minor effects, as Section 32 Report, will be reviewed through the Rural Zone plan
acknow f? 8¢ ash avinga permitted activities (Policy d)), including change expected to be notified in 2017. On that basis the inclusion
minor e ecton the temporary military training activities. of the changes as recommended by the submitter are not supported.
environment over a short
period of time.
272 | 4.11 Noise New Zealand Support Defence facilities and Retain specific recognition of the Support is noted. Itis understood that the provisions relating to the | Recommend that submission S8/013 by NZ Defence Force is
Management Defence Force - activities are critical to the importance of the Ohakea Air Base within air noise provisions in the operative District Plan will be the subject | accepted.
(Objective LU S8/013 health, safety and wellbeing of | the Noise Management Chapter as currently | of review with NZ Defence Force. On that basis the provisions in the
25) people and communities. This | contained in the PC55 or wording to similar | plan relating to the Ohakea Air Base have not been changed as a

is recognised in Policy 3-1 of
the One Plan. The provisions
in this section of PC55
appropriately acknowledge
the importance of Ohakea Air
Base.

effect.

result of PPC55.
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Building Pre-Inspection Report

Building Pre-Inspection Report
[insert new location address]
[insert District]

For: Manawatu District Council
[insert date of report]



1.0

1.1

1.2

GENERAL INFORMATION

Introduction

This Building Pre-Inspection Rreport (Report) has been prepared in accordance with the requirements
of the Manawatu District Plan. It accurately records the external condition of the [dwelling
house/garage/ancillary building] to be relocated and sets out te—establish all reinstatement works
required to the exterior of the building after it has been relocated reteeatien to a workmanlike standard
and to achieve a tidy appearance to meet requirements of the District Plan.

Limited inspection of the interior has been undertaken for the purpose of the building consent
application which must be lodged with the Manawatu District Council at the same time as this Report is
submitted to the Council.

The Condition Table set out in Section 2 of this Report and associated photographs assist in providing a
representation of the condition of the building prior to the commencement of the relocation.

The Report also provides photographs of the surroundings of the destination site. These photos provide
context for the standard to be achieved in reinstating the relocated building.

The Report has been prepared by [Name] of [Company Name] as per our instruction/agreement dated
[date] on behalf of our clients [Name] in accordance with the requirements of the Manawatu District

Plan.

Applicants Contact Details

Applicant: [Applicant (clients) name]
Contact address: [Contact address]
Telephone:

Email:

Any Additional information:

Agent: [Authorised agent’s name]
Contact address: [Contact address]
Telephone:

Email:

Any Additional information:




13

14

Building details

Type of building

[Dwelling house, garage, ancillary building]

Approximate age of building:

[Provide date range i.e. 1940-1950]

Brief Description:

[Number of storeys, approximate size, roof, walls, floor
construction, additional features]

Proposed site address:

[Address of the intended site of the relocated building]

Site address where the building
was inspected:

[Address... |

Proposed Use of Building

[Dwelling house, residential garage, ancillary]

Previous Use of the Building

[Relocated building must have been previously designed, built
and used as a dwelling (Except previously used garage and
ancillary buildings)]

Is the building being split for

[Yes/No]

transportation

Will the split affect wall cladding

[Yes/No — details, number of sections, identify the location of

the cut(s)]

Will the split affect roof cladding

[Yes/No — details, number of sections, identified the location of

the cuts(s)

Inspection Dates & Weather:

[Date and weather at the time of inspection]

Inspection by:

[Name of inspector]

Other persons present:

[Name of other parties present]

Building Consent Status

[Has Building Consent documentation been prepared for the
relocation works.]

Site characteristics

15

Existing character of the site

[Description of the site where the relocated building is to be

located]

Topography of the surrounding

[Description of the surrounding environment, is it _hilly, flat,

environment

building concealed from the road, etc]

Areas of Vegetation on and

[Description of the vegetation on site, proximity of the building

around the site

location to any areas of indigenous vegetation]

Areas of any cultural or heritage

[Description of any cultural or heritage values on or near the

value

site.

Areas assessed by Licensed Building Practitioner

Describe how the building was inspected.




1.75

1.86

Example:

The external envelope of the subject building viewed from ground floor level and where safely accessed

by ladder from ground level.

Internally, our inspection was limited to those parts of the buildings that could be safely accessed and a

head and shoulders inspection of the roof space.

Access was qgained into the subfloor space....]

Reporting Conditions

This Report has been prepared under the following conditions of engagement:

The building inspection undertaken for the purpose of this Report survey is based on a visual
inspection only; therefore it is not possible to guarantee that all concealed areas containing
defects will be accessible (floor voids, roof voids, etc). No intrusive investigation will therefore be
undertaken.

Signs of water ingress will be searched for during the building inspection undertaken for the
purpose of this Reporteempletion—ofthesurvey, however the Report cannot warrant that the
building is free from water penetration, from defective roofing, cladding, rainwater goods, rising
damp or the like unless evident at the time of our visual survey.

Only areas where safe access is possible have been inspected.

The Report is provided for the use of the eliert-applicant identified in section 1.1 of this Report
and the Manawatu District Council and may not be used by others without written permission by
those parties. The writer of this Report accepts no liability to third parties who may act on the
report.

This Report must be read in conjunction with photograph and condition tables provided.

This Report is for the purposes of meeting the requirements of the Manawatu District Plan. It is
not a Report to address matters required by the Building Act 2004. A building consent is required
for the relocation pf this building and all subsequent works as a consequence. The building work

must be designed and undertaken by Licensed Buildi

R dingc A aTavi

Exclusions

This report does not include comment about the following:

a) The structure of the building unless otherwise commented upon;
} o i bl I .
c) The value of the property;
d) Illegal Works; and
e) Internal condition of the building unless otherwise commented upon.

Additionally, no search has been made of:
f) Local Authority rates;
g) Government Valuation; or
h) LIM or PIM reports.

Definitions
The following defines the condition comments of the elements surveyed:

ng Practitioners. FThe-Repertalsorequiresa



Good: Iltems that have suffered minimal weathering, wear or decay and are free from any
visual defects.

Reasonable: Items that have worn through ‘normal’ use and weathering, and is in commensurate
condition to the building age and use.

Poor: Items that are worn, decayed or weathered either due to the age, abnormal use or
lack of maintenance.




2.0 MANDATORY CONDITION TABLE

1 Roof [Corrugated iron/fibre cement sheet, [Good/Reasonable/P | [None/ Repaint/ Re-roof etc [Insert multiple photographs if/as
concrete tile, metal tile, butynol oor] required under any of the below
membrane, other] sub-headings.]

Additional comments required if
the roof was removed during
relocation]

2 Spouting and [PVC, metal, butynol membrane, other] [Good/Reasonable/P | [None/ Repaint/ Replace etc

Downpipes oor]
Example: Repair all timber fascias,
barges as well as rainwater goods
to ensure surface moisture
discharges into new Council
approved outlet at new site
location.]

3 Wall Cladding [Fibre cement weatherboard/sheet, timber | [Good/Reasonable/P | [None/ Repaint/ Replace etc]
weatherboard, Board and batten, metal oor]
sidings, other]

4 Foundation [Baseboards (likely to have been NA[Good/ [Foundation cladding is to be

cladding removed]NA Reasonable/ Poor] installed as specified in the Building
Consent]

5 Window and | [Powder coated aluminium, timber, steel, | [Good/Reasonable/P | [None/ Install new joinery/Repair

Door Joinery single glazed, double glazed] oor] and redecorate existing joinery
Example: Repair and repaint
window and door joinery. Replace
all broken glass immediately after
relocation.]




35.0 LICENSED BUILDING SURVEYORS PRACTITIONER SIGNATURE

I, certify that the information provided is true and correct and that the building described above appears to
have applied with the relevant Building Regulations at the time of its construction, and (if a dwelling) the



building has been previously designed, built and used as a dwelling (Except previously used garage and
ancillary buildings).

Author Peer Reviewer

name name

Signed: If undertaken/available
Qualifications LBP Category, BOINZRICS—NZIBS;

ADLZLA ot

For and On Behalf of Company Name

Address Inspectors business address
Telephone Telephone business number
Email Email business address

6.0 OWNER CERTIFICATE AND DECLARATION

As a requirement of the finsertceuncil-namel}-Manawatu District Plan/Reseurce-Consent, |/we
CERTIFY that I/we will ensure that within 12 months from the building being
delivered to the destination site the reinstatement work required in the Condition Table in Section 2.0 of this

Report WI|| be completed bu#dmg&e*temakremstatemen&—mﬁas%metwe—ele&mg—m#en%ﬁaﬂe&ef

I acknowledge that failure to complete any relnstatement manela%e#y work |dent|f|ed in the Condition Table in
Section 2.0 ‘Mandatery d o e may lead to the

Manawatu District CounC|I eeuﬂeﬂtaklng action under the te#ns—ef—the—Re#eea%ed—B{M-ngs—Bend—aﬁd#eF
enforecementactionunderthe Building-Act2004;,-er-Resource Management Act 1991, including by way of a

netice-te-fix; infringement notice, abatement notice, enforcement order, or prosecution. This report does not
restrict the Council to undertake enforcement action under other legislation.

| acknowledge that Council can charge a fee to cover the costs of monitoring inspections necessary to ensure
the reinstatement work required in the Condition Table in Section 2.0 of this Report is completed. This fee is
stated in the Council’s Fees and Charges Schedule. Should the reinstatement work not be completed within 12
months of the building being delivered to the destination site I/we understand that a resource consent
application is required for the relocated building.

Y F{ =T E T (PRINT) ettt
Owner
Signed:.....cccveeiveeeeeeeeee e (PRINT) evtevie ettt e e
Owner
Signed:.....cccveeieeeeeeeeee e (PRINT) ettt e v



Elevation description i.e. Front Elevation

Elevation description i.e. Rear Elevation

Elevation description

Elevation description

Elevation description

Elevation description




Elevation description

Elevation description

Elevation description

Elevation description

Elevation description

Elevation description




Destination Site Photographs
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3.0

3.1

3A

3A.1

DISTRICT WIDE RULES

Introduction

This chapter contains provisions that apply in the Manawatu District relating to:

e Network utilities:

e Transport

e Noise

e Earthworks

e Signage

e Temporary activities
e Relocated buildings

This chapter is_intended to be read in conjunction shewld-beread—-aleng with the
relevant zoning provisions. If the zoning rules are more speeifie-restrictive than the
provisions contained in this chapter, then the zone rules they shall apply.?

NETWORK UTILITIES

Introduction

Network utilities, including infrastructure of regional and national importance, are an
essential part of the District’s infrastructure. Communities rely on network utilities to
function. It is therefore critical the development, operation, upgrading and
maintenance of these essential services are managed appropriately to ensure the
social, economic and cultural wellbeing of those in the District_and beyond. Such
infrastructure, services and facilities can also create significant direct or indirect
adverse environmental effects, some of which may be quite specific to the utility. Due
to their locational, technical and operational constraints, some utilities may generate
adverse effects that cannot be practically avoided, remedied or mitigated. As such,
these effects need to be balanced against the essential nature of facilities and the
benefits these utilities provide to the social, economic, health and safety and wellbeing
of people and communities in the Manawatu District and beyond.?

The National Grid is managed and regulated in part by the National Policy Statement
on Electricity Transmission 2008 (NPSET) and the Resource Management (National
Environmental Standards for Electricity Transmission Activities (NESETA). The NPSET
came into effect on 13 March 2008 and recognises the national significance of the
National Grid in its entirety. The NPSET facilities the operation, maintenance and
upgrade of the existing National Grid network and the establishment of new National
Grid assets. The District Plan is required to give effect to the NPSET.

153/007 by Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga and $11/008 by Transpower NZ
2516/005 by Powerco and S11/009 by Transpower NZ
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The NESETA came into effect on 14 January 2010. The NESETA sets out a national
framework for permissions and consent requirements for activities on National Grid
lines existing at 14 January 2010. Activities include the operation, maintenance and
upgrading of existing lines but exclude the development of new lines and substations.
The NESETA must not be in conflict with nor duplicate the provisions of the NESETA.

Telecommunication and Radiocommunication facilities are in part managed under the
Resource Management (National Environmental Standards for Telecommunication
Facilities) Regulations 2008 (NESTF). The NESTF provides a nationally consistent
planning framework for radiofrequency fields of all telecommunication facilities, and
for some telecommunication infrastructure that is located in the road reserve, such as
cabinets and antennas.?

The Manawatu Wanganui Regional Council’s One Plan also recegrises provides for *
the regional and national importance of a range of infrastructure in the region. The
Regional Policy Statement section of the One Plan (RPS) requires that councils
recognise, and’ have regard to the benefits that derive from regionally and nationally
important infrastructure and utilities, and that the establishment, operation,
maintenance and upgrading of such infrastructure be provided for in the District Plan.
The RPS also requires that the Council ensure that adverse effects from other activities
on network utility infrastructure are avoided as reasonably practicable.

This chapter provides clarification to network utility operators for activities that can be
undertaken without a resource consent, and the parameters these activities must
comply with. The District Plan provides for a large range of works to be permitted
subject to performance standards.

Subdivision, use and development can adversely impact surrounding network utilities.
Therefore, additional provisions relating to setbacks from key network utilities are
included in the Chapter 8 - Subdivision. Earthworks when undertaken in proximity to
network utilities can undermine the infrastructure asset. Provisions restricting
earthworks near some network utilities are contained in the earthworks section of this
chapter.

Resource Management Issues

The following resource management issues have been identified in relation to network
utilities:®

1. To provide for the safe, effective and efficient operation, maintenance, and
upgrade’ of network utilities, including infrastructure of regional and national
importance.®

3517/005 by Spark and S18/006 by Chorus

455/046 by Heritage NZ Pouhere Taonga

5$5/046 by Heritage NZ Pouhere Taonga

6 Support all issues $20/007 by First Gas and S8/005 by NZ Defence Force
7511/010 by Transpower and S16/006 by Powerco

8 Support issue 1 S7/005 NZ Transport Agency
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3A.3

Recognising that network utilities have technical and operational requirements
that may dictate their location and design.®

The safe, effective and efficient operation, upgrading and maintenance of
network utilities can be put at risk by inappropriate subdivision, use and
development. 1°

The need to balance the visual amenity effects of network utilities against their
locational needs.

The need to manage the disposal of solid waste material by reusing and recycling
where possible, while avoiding the use of contaminated soils.

Recognising the constraints on existing network utilities when considering new
development.’!

Potential effects from electromagnetic and other forms of radiation.

The location, operation and maintenance and upgrading of network utilities can
create adverse effects on the environment.!?

Objectives and policies

Objective 1

To ensure network utilities are designed, located, constructed, operated, upgraded and
maintained in a manner that ensures the efficient use of natural and physical resources

while recognising the environment they are located in.*3

Policies

1.1

1.2

13

To enable the establishment, operation, maintenance, replacement,** and minor
upgrading of network utilities.

To encourage network utility operators to coordinate and co-locate services or to

locate within the existing roading network where possible-te-minimise-petential
cumulative effeets:”®

To reguire—that—encourage '° all new cables and lines, including electricity
distribution lines (but not the National Grid) are installed underground.

9 Support issue 2 S11/011 by Transpower

10 Support issue 3 S7/006 by NZ Transport Agency

1 Support issue 6 S2/002 by Kiwirail

12523/001 by Horticulture NZ, $1/003 by Federated Farmers and $3/008 by NZ Defence Force
13 Support $5/010 by Horizons

14511/018 by Transpower

15517/006 by Spark and S18/007 by Chorus

16 517/007 by Spark and S18/008 by Chorus
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1.4 To recognise the locational, technical and operational requirements_and
constraints of network utilities and the contribution they make to the functioning
and wellbeing of the community_and beyond when assessing their location,
design and appearance.®’

1.5 To ensure network utilities are constructed and located in a manner sensitive to
the amenity and landscape values where they are located.®

Objective 2

To protect the operation, maintenance, replacement and upgrading of existing network

utilities, including infrastructure of regional and national importance and the planned

development of new network utilities; from the potential adverse effects of subdivision,

use, development and other land use activities.?

Policies

2.1 To ensure that any vegetation is planted and maintained to avoid interference
with network utilities, including transmission lines and the National Grid Yard.?

2.2 To require that appropriate separation of activities is maintained to enable the
safe operation, maintenance, replacement and upgrading® of network utilities,
and avoid reverse sensitivity issues.

2.3 To ensure all subdivision and development is designed to avoid adverse effects
on the operation, access, maintenance, replacement and upgrading of existing or
planned development of network utilities.?

2.4 To manage the effects of subdivision, development and land use on the safe,
effective and efficient operation, maintenance and upgrading of the National Grid
by ensuring that:

a. Areas areidentified in the Plan to establish safe buffer distances for managing
subdivision and land use development near the National Grid.

b. Sensitive activities, intensive farming and farm buildings are excluded from
establishing within the National Grid Yard.

c. Subdivision is managed around the National Grid Corridor to avoid
subsequent land use from restricting the operation, maintenance and
upgrading of the National Grid.

17511/021 by Transpower, S16/013 by Powerco and S20/010 by First Gas

18 Support S5/015 by Horizons

19511/023 by Transpower, S16/015 by Powerco and $20/011 by First Gas

20 Sypport S7/008 by NZ Transport Agency, S8/007 by NZ Defence Force, S5/017 & 018 by Horizons and
$20/012 by First Gas

21516/017 by Powerco

22516/018 by Powerco
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3A.4

3A4.1

d. Changes to existing activities within a National Grid Yard do not further
restrict the operation, maintenance and upgrading of the National Grid.?3

Objective 3

To protect the values that are important to significant heritage and landscape areas

from the development of network utilities. Fe—restrict-except-withinan-existingroad

7
o y ha doavalaonman o nabwo = Wwithin = O ..'. hart gQ

Policies

3.1 To protect the values that cause an Outstanding Natural Feature and Landscape
to be identified-scheduled in Appendix 1C (Qutstanding Natural Features) or a
site of historic heritage scheduled in Appendix 1E (Buildings and Objects with
Heritage Value) and 1F (Sites with Heritage Value) * from inappropriate
subdivision, use and development.

3.2 To restrict the development of network utilities, except within an existing road
carriageway, within areas scheduled ef—significant—heritage—andtandseape
value-?® in Appendix 1A (Wetlands, Lakes, Rivers and their Margins), 1B
(Significant Areas of Indigenous Forest/Vegetation (excluding Reserves), 1C
(Outstanding Natural Features), 1D (Trees with Heritage Value), 1E (Buildings and
Objects with Heritage Value)?” and 1F (Sites with Heritage Value) unless there is
no practicable?® alternative location.

Rules
Rules in this chapter apply District-wide and the chapter needs to be read in
conjunction with the District Plan maps, relevant appendices and provisions of the

applicable zone.

Permitted Activities
The following network utilities are Permitted Activities throughout the District,
provided that they comply with the standards in Rule 3A.4.2 below:

3511/027 by Transpower
2453/009 by Heritage NZ Pouhere Taonga, $11/028 by Transpower, $16/019 by Powerco and $20/015 by

First Gas

2553/010 by Heritage NZ Pouhere Toanga

2653/001 by Heritage NZ Pouhere Toanga

2753/001 by Heritage NZ Pouhere Toanga and S7/011 by NZ Transport Agency
28516/021 by Powerco and 520/016 by First Gas
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a. The operation, maintenance, replacement,?® minor upgrading or repair of
network utilities existing as at [add decision date] or which have been lawfully
established.

b. Construction, operation, maintenance, realignment and upgrading of roads and
railway lines within the road reserve or railway corridor.>°

C. The construction, operation, maintenance and minor upgrading of 3!
rRadiocommunication and/or telecommunication facilities, cables and lines;
including those-underground.?

d. Underground pumping stations and pipe networks for the conveyance or

drainage of water or sewage, and necessary incidental equipment.
e. Water storage tanks, reservoirs and wells, including pump stations.

f. Pipes for the distribution (but not transmission) of natural or manufactured gas
at a gauge pressure not exceeding 2000kPa including any necessary ancillary
equipment such as household connections and compressor stations.>

g. The construction, operation, maintenance, replacement* and upgrading of any
new electricity lines up to and including 110kV and associated transformers and
switchgear.

h. Soil conservation, erosion protection, river control or flood protection works

undertaken by, or on behalf of the Manawatu Wanganui Regional Council.
i Land drainage, stormwater control or irrigation works including pump stations.
j. Railway crossing warning devices and barrier arms.®
k. Trig stations and survey marks.3¢
l. Navigational aids, lighthouses and beacons.
m.  Meteorological instruments and facilities.

n. Decommissioning and removal of utilities.?’

29520/019 by First Gas and S16/024 by Powerco
30 Support $2/010 by Kiwirail

31517/014 by Spark and S18/015 by Chorus
32.516/025 by Powerco

33 Support $16/028 by Powerco

34516/026 by Powerco

35 Support S2/011 by Kiwirail

36 Support S2/026 by Kiwirail

37 Support 516/029 by Powerco
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o. Electric vehicle charging stations.

p. The trimming and removal of any vegetation that is required to maintain safe
separation distances or the ongoing efficient operation of the
telecommunication or electricity line. 38

Guidance Notes:

1. The provisions of the National Environmental Standard for Telecommunications
Facilities (2008) apply and resource consent may be required under those
Standards. In the event of a conflict between them the provisions of the National
Environmental Standard override the District Plan.*

2. Water takes, diversion and eEarthworks are also regulated by the Manawatu-
Wanganui Regional Council and a resource consent may be required under the

rules of the One Plan.®®

3. The National Environmental Standard for Electricity Transmission Activities (2010)
(NESETA) sets out a national framework of permission and consent requirements
for activities on National Grid lines existing at 14 January 2010. Activities include
the operation, maintenance and upgrading of existing lines but exclude the
development of new lines (post 14 January 2010) and substations. The District Plan
must not be in conflict with nor duplicate the provisions of the NESETA.*

4. Vegetation and planting around Fransmission—alelectricityLlines (including the
National Grid) shall comply with the Electricity (Hazards from Trees) Regulations

2003.%

5. The New Zealand Electrical Code of Practice for Electrical Safe Distances (NZECP
34:2001) contains restrictions on the location of structures and activities in relation
to the lines, and must be complied with.*

6. Early consultation with Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga is encouraged
where a development may adversely affect an item listed on the New Zealand
Heritage List/Rarangi Korero. Works near or within areas of historic heritage may
also require an Archaeological Authority under the Heritage New Zealand Pouhere
Taonga Act (2014). It is an offence to modify or destroy an archaeological site or
demolish/destroy a whole building if the person knows or reasonably suspects it to

38511/032 by Transpower and $16/030 by Powerco
39517/015 by Spark and $18/016 by Chorus
4055/042 by Horizons

41 Support S11/035 by Transpower

42516/031 by Powerco

43516/032 by Powerco
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be an archaeological site. An archaeological site is any place, including any building

or structure (or part of), that:

was associated with human activity or the site of a wreck of a vessel that

occurred before 1900; and

provides or may provide, through archaeological investigation, evidence

relating to the history of New Zealand.**

Standards for Permitted Activities
For all zones, the permitted activities specified in Rule 3A.4.1 above must comply with
the following standards:

New network utilities and minor upgrading must not exceed a maximum height
of

i. 9m within the Residential or Village Zone, or

ii. 25m within the Rural Zone, or

iii.  2022m for all other zones.*

Guidance Note: antennas (including any ancillary equipment)ertightringrods
that do not extend 3m above the height of the building or mast are excluded
from the 9m, 22m or 25m e+28m limit above. The mast heights provided in i, ii
and iii above can be increased by 5m if the mast is used by more than one
telecommunications provider. Lightning rods may exceed the maximum height.
Refer also to Clause f relating to transmission line requirements.*®

Any mast with a height of more than 9m must not be located within 20m of any
site zoned Residential or Village.

All masts must be set back 20m from a road reserve on any site zoned Rural or
Flood Channel.

No mast, building or structure may be located closer than 5m to any site
boundary. This 5m yard does not apply to buildings with a floor area of less than
10m?, or to overhead lines and cables.

Telecommunication cabinets must not exceed 10m? in area in all zones, except
in Flood Channel Zone where cabinets must not exceed 5m? in area.

4453/013 by Heritage NZ Pouhere Toanga
45517/016 by Spark and $18/017 by Chorus
46517/017 by Spark and $18/018 by Chorus
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f. Poles or towers associated with electricity transmission and distribution must
not exceed a height of:

i 12m in the Residential and Inner Business Zones, or
ii. 250m in all other zones.*’

g. Buildings and structures within an electricity transmission corridor, including the
National Grid Yard must:

i Comply with the New Zealand Electrical Code of Practice for Electrical Safe
Distances 2001 (NZECP34:2001) (Note: compliance with the permitted
activity standard of the Plan does not ensure compliance with

NZECP34:2001); and*®

ii. Not exceed a maximum height of 2.5m and an area of 10m?2.

Chapter 3 - District Wide Rules — Network Utilities

h. Any radiocommunication and/or telecommunication facility must be designed
and operated to comply with the maximum exposure levels (3kHz to 300 GHz) as
prescribed by NZ Standard NZS2772.1:1999 Radiofrequency Fields.

i. No dish antenna will exceed a-diameterof:

i. 2.5 metres in diameter, or a face area of 1.5m? in the Residential Zone, or PAGE

ii. 5 metres in diameter, or a face area of 2.5 m? in all other zones.*

j. Where network utilities are located underground, any disturbance of the ground
surface and any vegetation (apart from vegetation compromising the

operational integrity of the network utility)>® must be reinstated or replaced

upon completion of the works within the first available planting season.

Guidance Note: The National Environmental Standard for Assessing and
Managing Contaminants in Soil to Protect Human Health (2011) also applies to
earthworks and a resource consent may be required under those provisions.

k. For any construction work associated with any infrastructure that is undertaken
in the legal road, the person responsible for that work must be able to
demonstrate compliance with the National Code of Practice for Utility Operators
Access to Transport Corridors (2011).

Works associated with any network utility, except within an existing road
carriageway, must not be located within the areas scheduled must-rotresutin

47516/034 by Powerco

48.511/038 by Transpower

49518/024 by Chorus and $17/023 by Spark
0520/021 by First Gas
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I ” I I I ictics nif historic_buil
ernatural-heritagespecified in Appendix 1A (Wetlands, Lakes, Rivers and their

Margins), 1B (Significant Areas of Indigenous Forest/Vegetation (excluding
Reserves), 1C (Outstanding Natural Features), 1D (Trees with Heritage Value), 1E
(Buildings and Objects with Heritage Value) and 1F (Sites with Heritage Value) of
this Plan.!

m.  Exterior lighting must be directed away from public places and adjoining sites,
and must avoid any spill of light that may result in safety concerns for road users.

n. Metal cladding or fences must be painted or otherwise treated to mitigate
reflection.
o. All road/rail level crossings must be kept clear of buildings and other obstructions

which might block sight lines in accordance with Appendix 3B.5.2

p. All network utilities must meet the noise standards relevant to the zone they are
located in.
g. All activities that result in vibration must be managed in accordance with the NZ

Transport Agency State Highway Construction and Maintenance Noise and
Vibration guide (August 2013) to manage se—thatne-vibration is—discernible
beyond site boundaries.>

r. Electric vehicle charging stations must not exceed 1.5m? in area and 1.8m in
height per charging station in all zones.

Guidance Notes:

1. Vegetation planted within an electricity transmission corridor, including the
National Grid Yard and distribution lines>* should bey selected and managed to
ensure that it will not result in that vegetation breaching the Electricity (Hazards

from Trees) Regulations 2003.

2. The New Zealand Electrical Code of Practice for Electrical Safe Distances (NZECP
34:2001) contains restrictions on the location of structures and activities in
relation to the lines.

3. Buildings, structures and other activities near transmission gas lines should be
managed according to the Operating Code Standard for Pipelines — Gas and
Petroleum (NZS/AS 2885) and the Gas Distribution Networks (NZS 5258:2003).

5153/012 by Heritage NZ Pouhere Taonga, $16/036 by Powerco, $17/025 by Spark, $18/026 by Chorus and
$20/022 by First Gas

52 Support S2/012 by Kiwirail

53516/037 by Powerco, S17/026 by Spark and S18/027 by Chorus

54523/007 by Horticulture NZ
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4, Compliance with the permitted activity standards in Rule 3A.4.2 does not

necessarily ensure compliance with the relevant code of practice identified
above.

5. Sounds generated by construction, maintenance and demolition activities will be
assessed, predicted, measured, managed and controlled by reference to
NZS6803:1999 Acoustics — Construction Noise.

Restricted Discretionary
The following activities are Restricted Discretionary Activities in respect to network

utilities:
a. Any permitted activity that does not comply with any of the relevant standards
in Rule 3A.4.2.

For these activities, the Council has restricted its discretion to considering the following
matters, only to the extent that they are relevant to the standard that is not met:**

(o} scale of built form and location on site, including height
(o] screening, storage and landscaping

(o} traffic generation, site access and parking

(o} noise and vibration

(o] signage

(o} lighting
(o} effects on heritage
(o} known effects on the health and safety of nearby residents.

In determining whether to grant a resource consent and what conditions to impose,
the Council will, in addition to the objectives and policies of the Network Utilities
section and the relevant zone, assess any application in terms of the following
assessment criteria:

i the proposed benefits of the network utility proposal to the wider community
and beyond.*®

5516/038 by Powerco
56.511/040 by Transpower
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3A.4.5

Vi.

vii.

viii.

whether the activity will result in any adverse effects on amenity values of
neighbouring properties or the character of the zone in which the activity is
proposed.

whether the application remains consistent with the intention of the standard(s)
it infringes.

the degree to which the non-compliance can be mitigated to ensure the effects
are internalised to the site.

the degree to which co-location has been considered and is possible.

whether the activity impacts on the scheduled heritage values efthe-District in
Appendix 1A (Wetlands, Lakes, Rivers and their Margins), 1B (Significant Areas of
Indigenous Forest/Vegetation (excluding Reserves)), 1C (Outstanding Natural
Features), 1D (Trees with Heritage Value), 1E (Buildings and Objects with
Heritage Value) and 1F (Sites with Heritage Value) of this Plan and, if so, how
such impacts are remedied or mitigated.>’

the degree to which the prepesedlocation;site-errouteisbetterthan alternative

locations, sites, or routes have been assessed and any operational, locational or

technical constraints considered.”®

the degree to which the proposed facility may affect the performance of other
utilities nearby.

the technical and operational needs for the efficient functioning of the network
utility.

Discretionary
Any network utility not otherwise specified as Permitted, Restricted Discretionary or

Non-Complying Activity, or is not specifically provided for in this Plan, shall be a

Discretionary Activity.

Non-Complying
Any network utility located within an Outstanding Natural Feature or Landscape in
Appendix 1C is a Non-Complying Activity.

57516/043 by Powerco
58511/041 by Transpower, $16/044 by Powerco and $20/023 by First Gas
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3B.2

TRANSPORT

Introduction

The transport network is vital infrastructure in the District, which physically connects
the Manawatu District communities and the wider Manawatu Region enabling
economic growth. The transport network in this chapter refers to both the road and
rail networks throughout the Manawatu District.

Traffic generated by new land uses has the potential to increase the risk of accidents.
Careful planning of access ways, land use development near key roads and controlling
the type and location of vehicle intensive activities establishing near highways or key
roads within the District can ensure efficient through movement.

Primary industry relies heavily on key transportation routes in the District. The Roading
Hierarchy identifies these routes and the District Plan seeks to manage activities to
avoid unnecessary conflict. A number of State Highways traverse the District and
recognition of the role of NZ_Transport Agency® in managing these routes is noted
throughout the chapter. There are some instances where approval from NZ Transport
Agency® as the road controlling authority for the State Highway network is required.

Most of the State Highways running through the District are “Limited Access Roads”.
This means that the NZ Transport Agency (or the Council for State Highways within
urban areas) has control over the number and location of new vehicles crossings and
over new subdivision adjoining these roads. If a proposal meets this Plan’s standards,
however, approval from the NZ Transport Agency will be a formality.

Increasing national priority is being given to recognising and providing for alternative
transportation methods, such as cycling, walking and passenger transport.

Resource Management Issues

The following resource management issues have been identified in relation to
transportation:

1. Potential effects from development on the safety and efficiency of the transport
network.%!
2. The need to plan for and design roads to ensure they function in accordance with

their status in the Roading Hierarchy.

957/012 by NZ Transport Agency
6057/012 by NZ Transport Agency
61 Support $2/013 by Kiwirail

MANAWATU DISTRICT COUNCIL PROPOSED DISTRICT PLAN 2016

Chapter 3 - District Wide Rules — Transport

PAGE

13



3.

1.1
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1.2

Providing for alternative transport modes such as walking, cycling and passenger
transport in urban areas to reduce car dependency where possible.

3B.3 Objectives and policies

Objective 1

To maintain and enhance the safe, efficient and integrated operation of the transport
network within the District.5?

Policies

To ensure that the adverse effects of vehicle movements to and from roads are
managed by:%

a. Requiring appropriate sight lines for vehicles at railway crossings, at
intersections and at property entrances and exits.

b. Ensuring that vehicle crossings are formed to a safety standard
appropriate to the function, as defined in the Roading Hierarchy in
Appendix 3B.1, of the road concerned.

C. Preventing vegetation, signs and structures from obscuring official signs or
posing a risk to road users.

d. Providing appropriate facilities for pedestrians and cyclists, particularly in
urban areas.

e. Ensuring that new vegetation plantings are managed to maintain
adequate visibility at road intersections and property accesses, and to
minimise icing of roads.

To ensure that the adverse effects of vehicle movements associated with access
ways are managed by:®*

a. Limiting the number of new vehicle crossings onto all roads.

b. Requiring all accesses onto roads to be built to a standard that is
appropriate for their intended use.

C. Ensuring that property accesses are spaced, constructed and used in a
manner which does not disrupt traffic flows.

62 Support S2/014 by Kiwirail and S7/013 by NZ Transport Agency
63 Support S2/015 by Kiwirail and S7/014 by NZ Transport Agency
64 Support S7/015 by NZ Transport Agency
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d. Ensuring that traffic generation to and from sites is managed through car
equivalent movements to ensure traffic, including heavy vehicles, are
compatible with the roading network.

1.3 To ensure development setbacks near railway level crossings are achieved to
maintain sight distances as specified in Appendix 3B.5.%

Objective 2
To protect the roading network, as identified in Appendix 3B.1, from the potential
adverse effects of all land use activities.

Policies
2.1 To establish and maintain a roading hierarchy for roads in the District.®’

2.2 To recognise the importance of maintaining the safety and efficiency of the
District’s roading network.%®

2.3 To restrict the through movement of traffic where this can have adverse effects
on visual, noise and safety on adjacent residential uses. ®

2.4  To promote corridor management for key road routes within the District, which
may include restricting or encouraging the through movement of vehicles.”

2.5 To enable the development of network utilities in the road reserve only where
the roading network has the capacity to accommodate them.”*

Objective 3

To mitigate the adverse effects of roads and vehicles on amenity values of the District.”?

Policies

3.1 To ensure all roads are designed to achieve form and function consistent with
the Roading Hierarchy and road cross sections in Appendix 3B.1 and Appendix
3B.2 respectively.”

85 Support $2/016 by Kiwirail and S7/016 by NZ Transport Agency

8 Support $7/017 by NZ Transport Agency and S5/022 by Horizons

7 Support $S7/018 by NZ Transport Agency and S5/023 by Horizons

%8 Support $S7/019 by NZ Transport Agency and $20/013 by First Gas

89 Support $7/020 by NZ Transport Agency

70 Support $7/021 by NZ Transport Agency and $21/003 by the Oil Companies
"1 Support $7/022 by NZ Transport Agency

72 Support $7/023 by NZ Transport Agency

3 Support $7/024 by NZ Transport Agency
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3B.4

3B.4.1

3B.4.2

3.2 To mitigate the effects of roads and parking areas on visual amenity values
through the provision of landscaping.”

3.3 To support and encourage walking and cycling as alternative modes of
transport.”

3.4  Torequire that building materials and exterior lighting do not cause reflection or
light spill that distracts road users.”®

3.5 To ensure roads are designed recognising alternative modes and the need to
provide local road amenity.”’

3.6 To ensure development of new roads is integrated into the existing roading
network in a coordinated manner.”®

Rules

Rules in this chapter apply District-wide and the chapter needs to be read in
conjunction with the District Plan maps, relevant appendices and provisions of the
applicable zone. This section includes some rules and some performance standards
that relate to permitted activities within each zone in the District.

Roads — Permitted Activity
All roads are a Permitted Activity.

Guidance Note: Roads other than State Highways are not designated under this Plan
and are zoned instead. The zoning of roads must be the same as that of the adjoining
land. If the zoning on opposite sides of the road is different, then the road centreline
is the zone boundary.

Access — Permitted Activity
The formation of vehicle crossings onto roads is a Permitted Activity in all zones
provided that they comply with the standards in Rule 3B.4.3 below.

Guidance Note: All vehicle crossings must be constructed according to Council policy
and that Council’s vehicle crossing application form is completed and submitted for
approval.

74 Support S7/025 by NZ Transport Agency
75 Support S7/026 by NZ Transport Agency
76 Support S7/027 by NZ Transport Agency
77 Support S7/028 by NZ Transport Agency
78 Support S7/029 by NZ Transport Agency
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3B.4.3

3B.4.4

Access — Standards for Permitted Activities
For all zones the formation of vehicle crossings onto all roads must comply with the
following standards:

All vehicle crossings must be sited in accordance with the minimum sight distances
and intersection spacing’s as defined in Appendix 3B.3.

Vehicle crossings may only be constructed on Major Arterial Road or Minor Arterial
Road identified in Appendix 3B.1 if there is no alternative legal access from the site
to another road.

In the Outer Business Zone, vehicle access to sites from SH54/Aorangi Street,
between Gladstone St and Eyre Street, must be left turn in and left turn out only.

No new vebhicle crossings will be located within 30m of any railway level crossing.”®

Existing vehicle crossings that are within 30m of a railway level crossing must be
maintained to ensure the sightline standards detailed in Appendix 3B.5 are met.%

No dwelling or accessory building will have access via an unformed legal road
(paper road).

Onsite manoeuvring must be provided for vehicles to enter and exit in a forward
direction.

Vehicle crossing movements must not exceed 100 car equivalent movements per
day and the car equivalent movements must be calculated in accordance with
Appendix 3B.4.

Accessways and vehicle crossings must comply with the sight distances and
minimum spacing identified in Appendix 3B.3 Measurement of Sight Distances and
Minimum Spacing.

Glare — Standards for Permitted Activities
Any Permitted Activity within any zone in the District Plan must also comply with the
following glare standards:

Exterior lighting must be directed away from public places and adjoining premises
and must avoid any spill of light that may distract road users.

7% Support $2/017 by Kiwirail
80 Support S2/018 by Kiwirail
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3B.4.5

b.

There must be no sun-strike effect on road users resulting from mirrored glazing
or unpainted corrugated iron fences.

Car Parking — Standards for Permitted Activities

Any activity in the District must also comply with the following car parking standards:

Assessment of Car Parking Requirements

Car parking requirements must be determined using Table 3B.1 Car Parking
Standards, provided onsite and must be assessed in accordance with the following
matters:

i Where two or more buildings are located on the same site, car parking
requirements for potential activities within each building must be achieved,
and

ii. For a multi-purpose site where all facilities may be used at one time, the
total parking requirements for each facility will have to be provided.

iii. Any fraction under one half resulting from car parking space calculations
will be disregarded. Fractions of one half or more will be counted as one car
parking space, and

iv. Car parking requirements based on staff numbers will be calculated using
fulltime equivalent staff members for the activity concerned.

Car Parking and Manoeuvring Spaces, and Access

Sites outside the area shown in Appendix 3B.6 must provide onsite car parking in
accordance with Table 3B.1 Car Parking Standards.

Car parking spaces required under Table 3B.1 Car Parking Standards must be
provided onsite.

Manoeuvring space and car parking spaces must comply with the minimum
dimensions set out in NZS 2890.1:2004 Parking Facilities — Off-Street Car Parking
and NZS 4121 (2001): Design for Access and Mobility — Buildings and Associated
Facilities.

Change of Use or Additional Development

e.

Where a change of use occurs requiring a higher number of car parks or where the
floor area of an existing building is increased, additional car parking must be
provided to achieve the requirements of Table 3B.1 Car Parking Standards.

Formation and Screening of Car Parking Areas
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f. For all activities except dwellings, car parking and manoeuvring spaces in the
Outer Business, Residential, and Village zones required by Table 3B.1 Car Parking
Standards must be formed, surfaced in seal or concrete and marked out to the
Council’s standard.

g.  For all activities in the Rural and Industrial zones, except dwellings, car parking
and manoeuvring spaces required by Table 3B.1 Car Parking Standards must be
formed, surfaced in seal, concrete or permeable surfacing and marked out to the
Council’s standard.

h.  Car parking areas adjoining sites zoned Residential must be screened from the
Residential Zone by a solid screen wall or fence at least 2m high.

i Car parking in the Recreation Zone must not be located within 3m of the front

Chapter 3 - District Wide Rules — Transport

boundary of the site, or within 4.5m of any property zoned Residential or Village.

Table 3B.1 - Car Parking Standards

Activity Car parking Requirements
Assisted living accommodation 1 carpark for every two staff members plus
1 carpark for every three people
accommodated.
PAGE
Catteries and Boarding Kennels No less than four car-parking spaces. 19
Commercial Services Medical practitioners — 1 carpark per staff

member and 2 patient carparks per
practitioner.

Hospitals — 0.7 carparks per bed

Offices and other commercial services — 1
carpark per 40m?gross floor area.

Community Facilities 1 carpark per 10 m? gross floor area.

Dwelling and Family Flats 2 carparks per dwelling and 1 park per
family flat.

Education Facilities For Pre-Schools and Day Care Centres — 1

carpark per staff member, plus 1 park per 4
children if there is a requirement for
parental supervision.

For Primary Schools — 0.7 of a carpark per
staff member.

For Secondary Schools — 0.7 of a carpark
per staff member plus 1 carpark per 20
students.
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For Tertiary Education Facilities — 1 carpark
per 10m2gross floor area.

Entertainment facilities

1 carpark per 4 seats provided.

Funeral parlour

Chapels — 1 carpark for every 10 seats
provided.

Other Rooms — 1 carpark per 65 m? gross
floor area.

Home occupations

In addition to parking associated with the
dwelling — 1 carpark per staff member.
Where retail or services are provided from
the home occupation, 2 carparks for
visitors.

Light Industry and Industry

1 car park per 100 m? gross floor area.
Where retail or services are provided, 2 car
parks for visitors.

Supermarkets and large format retail
activity exceeding 2,000m? gross floor
area

1 carpark per 25m? gross floor area.

Motor vehicle sales and servicing
(office space only)

1 carpark per 40 m?gross floor area.

Retail Activities under 2000m? gross
floor area

1 carpark per 40 m? gross floor area.

Rural and Animal Services

1 carpark per staff member, plus 1 carpark
per 50m? of gross floor area.

Restaurants

1 carpark per 4 seats.

Service stations

3 carparks per workshop service bay plus 2
per 100m? of remaining gross floor area.

Visitor Accommodation

1 carpark per staff member plus 1 carpark
per room accommodation to let.

3B.4.6

Guidance Note: Where an activity is not specified in Table 3B.1 Car Parking Standards
above, then car parking requirements will be assessed against those activities listed

that most closely matches the proposed activity.

Restricted Discretionary Activities

The following activities are Restricted Discretionary Activities

transportation:

MANAWATU DISTRICT COUNCIL PROPOSED DISTRICT PLAN 2016
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Any Permitted Activity that does not comply with any of the relevant standards
in Rules 3B.4.3, 3B.4.4, and 3B.4.5.

For these activities, the Council has restricted its discretion to considering the following

matters, only to the extent that they are relevant to the standard that is not met:®!

(0]

(0]

the safe, efficient and integrated operation of the transport network
design and appearance of parking areas

glare

access

visual amenity effects on adjoining residential zoned properties and surrounding
streetscape.

traffic generation, site access and parking

effects on walking and cycling and other alternative modes such as passenger
transport.

In determining whether to grant a resource consent and what conditions to impose,

the Council will, in addition to the objectives and policies of the Transport section and

the relevant zone, assess any application in terms of the following assessment criteria:®?

Vi.

the degree of non-compliance with the particular performance standards that
the proposal fails to meet.

whether the application remains consistent with the intention of the standard(s)
it infringes.

whether the application will result in any adverse effects on amenity values of
neighbouring properties or the character of the zone in which the activity is
proposed.

whether the application will result in any adverse effects on streetscape
character as anticipated under Appendix 3B.2.

the degree to which the non-compliance can be mitigated to ensure any effects
are internalised to the site.

whether there is a reasonably practicable alternative for legal access to a road
other than a Major Arterial Road or Minor Arterial Road.

81516/038 by Powerco
82 Support S2/019 by Kiwirail
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vii.  the degree to which the proposal contains sufficient onsite parking to meet the
needs of the activity.

viii. whether alternative transport modes such as walking, cycling and passenger
transport have been provided for.

3B.4.7 Discretionary Activities
Any activity not otherwise specified as Permitted or Restricted Discretionary, or is not
specifically provided for in this Plan, shall be a Discretionary Activity.

Chapter 3 — District Wide Rules - Transport
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Appendix 3B.1 Roading Hierarchy
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Diagram 1  Manawatu District Roading Hierarchy

83 Support S7/032 by NZ Transport Agency and $5/021 by Horizons
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Diagram 2  Feilding Roading Hierarchy
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following adoption of a Palmerston North City District Plan Change to incorporate these roads.
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Figure 2
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Appendix 3B.3 Measurement of Sight Distances and Minimum Spacing

Minimum Sight Distances from Vehicle Crossings
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Minimum spacing between Intersections and between vehicle crossings

NOT TO SCALE
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DIAGRAM B: ACCESSWAY SEPARATION FROM INTERSECTION AND OTHER ACCESSWAYS
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Appendix 3B.4 Calculation of car equivalent vehicle movements

A Car equivalent movements are defined as being the following within any given day:
i one car to and from the site 2 car equivalent movements
ii. one truck to and from the site 6 car equivalent movements
iii. one truck and trailer to and from the site 10 car equivalent movements

iv. a dwelling is deemed to generate 8 car equivalent movements

Chapter 3 — District Wide Rules - Transport

B The number of car equivalent movements will be deemed to be less than 30 if they exceed
30 on no more than two days per week, provided that they do not exceed 60 on any given
day.

C The number of car equivalent movements will be deemed to be less than 100 if they exceed
100 on no more than two days per week.
PAGE
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Appendix 3B.5 Traffic Sight Lines at Road/Rail Level Crossings

Approach sight triangles at level crossings with Stop or Give Way signs

On sites adjacent to rail level crossings controlled by Stop or Give Way signs, no building, structure
or planting must be located within the shaded areas shown in Figure 1. These are defined by a sight
triangle taken 30 metres from the outside rail and 320 metres along the railway truck.

Centre of
roadway

NOTES:
Drawing Is not to scale.

Distance A is taken from the
outside rail track.

[ osstRucTION FREE ZONE

Figure 1 Approach sight triangles for Level Crossings with “Stop” or “Give Way” signs.

Guidance Note:

The approach sight triangles ensure that clear viability is achieved around rail level crossings with
Stop or Give Way signs so that a driver approaching a rail level can either:

° See a train and stop before the crossing; or
° Continue at the approach speed and cross the level crossing safely.

Of particular concern are developments that include shelter belts, tree planting, or a series of
building extensions. These provisions apply irrespective of whether any visual obstructions already
exist.

No approach sight triangles apply for level crossings fitted with alarms and/or barrier arms.
However, care should be taken to avoid developments that have the potential to obscure visibility
of these alarm masts. This is particularly important where there is a curve in the road on the
approach to the level crossing, or where the property boundary is close to the edge of the road
surface and there is the potential for vegetation growth.

84 Support $2/020 by Kiwirail
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Restart sight triangles at level crossings

On sites adjacent to all rail level crossings, no building, structure or planting must be located within
the shaded areas shown in Figure 2. These are defined by sight triangle taken 5 metres from the
outside rail and distance A along the railway track. Distance A depends on the type of control in

Table 1 below.

Centre of
roadway

677 m

NOTES:
Drawing Is not to scale.

5m restart position is taken
from the outside rail track.

- OBSTRUCTION FREE ZONE

Figure 2

Restart Sight Triangles for all Level Crossings

Table 1 Required restart sight distances for Figure 2

Signs only Alarms only Alarms and
barriers
677m 677m 60m

Guidance Note:

The restart sight line triangles ensure that a road vehicle driver stopped at a level crossing can see
far enough along the railway to be able to start off, cross and clear the level crossing safely before

the arrival of any previously unseen train.
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Of particular concern are developments that include shelter belts, tree planting, or series of building
extensions. These conditions apply irrespective of whether any visual obstructions already exist.

Guidance Notes:

1. Figures 1 and 2 show a single set of rail tracks only. For each additional set of tracks add 25 m
to the along track distance in Figure 1, and 50m to the along track distances in Figure 2.

2. Allfigures are based on the sight distance formula used in New Zealand Transport Agency Traffic
Control Devices Manual 2008, Part 9 Level Crossings. The formulae in this document are
performance based however the rule contains fixed parameters to enable easy application of
the standard. Approach and restart distances are derived from a:

e Train speed of 110km/h

e Vebhicle approach speed of 20km/h

e Fall of 8% on the approach to the level crossing and a rise of 8% at that level crossing
e 25m design truck length

e 90 angle between road and rail.
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Appendix 3B.6 Parking Central Feilding
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Figure 1

VA Area in Central Feilding where onsite car parking is not required
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3C

3C.1

3C.2

NOISE

Introduction

Noise can create issues and may impact people’s health and their enjoyment of the
District. Noise can vary in its source, character, duration and time of occurrence
creating a range of adverse environmental effects.

Noise provisions in this section provide certainty to the community around what levels
of noise are acceptable when taking account of the noise producer and the receiving

environment.

undertake: Rural production activities are the predominant activities in the rural area
of the District. There is pressure for increased rural lifestyle living which can seek
different expectations for the rural area. This can lead to complaints about the noise
generated by rural production activities as part of day to day activities.®

Residential amenity is especially sensitive to adverse noise effects. Noise provisions
have been established to protect residential communities from such adverse effects,
especially during night-time hours.

Specific noise limits are covered in Manfeild Park Zone and the Special Development
Zone. Those provisions appear in the respective chapters, and are not reproduced
below.

Resource Management Issues

The following resource management issues have been identified in relation to noise:

1. Noise can result in significant adverse environmental effects on the existing
environment.

2. Noise sensitive activities can be adversely affect by noisy uses and activities in the
District.

3. Recognising that evening noise levels typically reduce in all zones compared with
daytime noise and contribute to local amenity.

4. Noise levels generated by land use activities can vary within a zone and between
zones.

85523/010 by Horticulture NZ
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3C.3

3C.4

3C4.1

3C.4.2

5. Rural and rural lifestyle uses can have different amenity expectations which can
result in complaints.®®

Objectives and Policies

Objective 1
To ensure noise generated from activities is appropriate to the character and level of
amenity anticipated in the surrounding environment and human health and safety.

Policies
1.1 To ensure noise level standards protect dwellings and other noise sensitive
activities from unreasonable noise levels.

1.2 To ensure noise levels within the Inner and Outer Business Zones and the
Industrial Zone enable the functioning of these activities without resulting in
significant adverse environmental effects on adjacent residential activities.

1.3  To consider appropriate mitigation measures where noise levels exceed the zone
or zone interface noise limits.

1.4 To provide for noise associated with rural production activities in the rural
87
zone.

Rules

Rules in this chapter apply District-wide and the chapter needs to be read in
conjunction with the District Plan maps, relevant appendices and provisions of the
applicable zone.

Permitted Activities
All activities are permitted provided they comply with the performance standards in
Rule 3C.4.2.

Standards for Permitted Activities
For all zones, the permitted activities specified in Rule 3C.4.1 above must comply with
the following standards:

a. Noise levels shall be measured and assessed in accordance with the provisions
of NZS 6801:2008 Acoustics — Measurement of environmental sound unless
otherwise specified.

b. All activities must comply with the following noise levels for the zone the activity
is located in:

86.523/011 by Horticulture NZ
87.523/012 by Horticulture NZ
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Table 3C.1 — Noise levels

Potentially affected zone — measured at any point

'Zone the a'ctivity Time Period | Within the boundary of any other site in the zone

is located in Residential/ Rural Inner and Outer
Village Business

Residential/ 7am —10pm 45dB Laeq (15 mins)

Village — these | 10pm —7am 35dB Laegq (15 mins)

apply only to
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Potentially affected zone — measured at any point Y
.Zone the a.CtIVItY Time Period | Within the boundary of any other site in the zone g
is located in Residential/ Rural Inner and Outer [
Village Business é
home 10pm —7am 55dB Lamax %
occupations and g
non-residential B
activities 5
L
[m)]
Recreation 7am —7pm 55dB Laegq (15 mins) |
7pm—10pm | 50dB Lacg (15 mins ?
10pm —7am 40dB Laeq (15 mins) %)_
10pm—7am | 70dB Lamax 2
(@)
Rural 7am —7pm 55dB Laeq (15 mins) | 55dB Laeq (15 mins)
7pm —10pm 50dB Laeq (15 mins) | 50dB Laeq (15 mins)
10pm —7am 40dB Laeq (15 mins) | 40dB Laeq (15 mins)
10pm —7am 70dB Lamax 70dB Lamax
Industrial 7am —7pm 55dB Laeq (15mins) | 55dB Laeq (15 mins)
7pm —10pm 50dB Laeq (15 mins) | 50dB Laeq (15 mins)
10pm —7am 45dB Laeq (15 mins) | 45dB Laeq (15 mins)
10pm —7am 75dB Lamax 75dB Lamax
Inner and Outer | 7am—7pm 55dB Laeq (15 mins) PAGE
Business 7pm —10pm 50dB Laeq (15 mins) 41
10pm —7am 45dB Laeq (15 mins)
10pm —7am 75dB Lamax
At any time 65dB Laeq (15 mins)
10pm —7am 85dB Lamax

Guidance Note: The noise provisions for Manfeild Park Zone and the Special
Development Zone are contained in the specific zone chapters.

C. Sounds generated by construction, maintenance and demolition activities will be
assessed, predicted, measured, managed and controlled by reference to
NZS6803:1999 Acoustics — Construction Noise.

d. Noise from the following activities are not controlled by Rule 3C.4.1.b in this Plan:
i Aircraft being operated during or immediately before or after flight.

ii. Vehicles being driven on a road, excluding the use of airbrakes on trucks.
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iii. Trains other than when being tested (when stationary), maintained,
loaded or unloaded.®®

iv. Rural production activities, except for intensive farming.
V. Crowd noise at any area zoned recreation.

Vi. Emergency Services Sirens.

Guidance Notes:

1.

Sound from commercial renewable energy generation will be assessed, predicted,
measured and controlled by reference to the NZS6808:1998 Acoustics — The
Assessment and Measurement of Sound from Wind Turbine Generators.

Noise from Helicopters using separate helicopter landing areas that are not part
of an airport will be assessed according to NZS 6807:1994 Noise Management and
Land Use Planning for Helicopter Landing Areas.

Noise associated with aircraft operations will be assessed by NZS 6805:1992
Airport Noise Management and Land Use Planning.

Unreasonable or excessive noise can be controlled by reference to the specific
provisions of the Resource Management Act (1991), specifically sections 16 and
327.

3C.4.3 Discretionary Activities
Any activity that does not meet the noise standards for a Permitted Activity specified in
Rule 3C.4.2, or is not specifically provided for in this plan, shall be a Discretionary
Activity.

88 Support $2/021 by Kiwirail
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3D

3D.1

3D.2

EARTHWORKS

Introduction

Earthworks are often carried out in conjunction with subdivision and development
including through construction of a structure or building, the establishment of a site
access and when completing landscaping. Earthworks are also undertaken in the rural
environment in conjunction with rural production activities, and for biosecurity
purposes to dispose of unwanted organisms.®

Without appropriate management, earthworks have the potential to affect land
stability and cause erosion. Rehabilitation and design have an important role in the
mitigation of potential adverse effects such as land stability and visual amenity.

Earthworks can also affect archaeological sites and care should be taken to ensure
those sites are protected and not destroyed.

Resource Management Issues

The following resource management issues have been identified in relation to
earthworks:

1. Potential adverse effects resulting from earthworks de—ret can®® detract from
the amenity values of the District.

2. Earthworks can result in or increase the risk of land instability.>?

3. Earthworks can result in adverse effects on historic heritage values featureser
ﬁ Il I’ I . | . I I I . -ﬁ- .92

4, Earthworks can result in adverse effects on the values that cause a natural

feature or landscape to be outstanding.

5. Increased risk of natural hazards when overland flow paths or stormwater
drains/swales are changed through earthworks.%

6. Earthworks can compromise the safe, efficient and effective functioning of
established network utilities including regionally and nationally significant
infrastructure.®

89523/015 by Horticulture NZ and S16/047 by Powerco

°0511/044 by Transpower

1 Support S5/024 by Horizons

92.53/015 by Heritage NZ Pouhere Taonga

93 Support S5/025 by Horizons

94516/047 by Powerco, S20/025 by First Gas and S11/045 by Transpower
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3D.3

Objectives and Policies

Objective 1

To ensure earthworks do not result in adverse effects on the visual amenity, landscape,
or historic heritage ereultural values of the area.”

Policies

1.1

1.2

1.3

To mitigate any visual amenity effects arising from earthworks.

To restrict earthworks within the area of items scheduled sites-identified-in-this
Rlepes—ceoriainingsighificantheregermlves—sarticularlytheose ideniified in
Appendix 1A (Wetlands, Lakes, Rivers and their Margins), 1B (Significant Areas of
Indigenous Forest/Vegetation (excluding Reserves), 1D (Trees with Heritage
Value), 1E (Buildings and Objects with Heritage Value) and 1F (Sites with Heritage
Value).*®

To restrict earthworks in Outstanding Natural Features or Landscapes_as
scheduled in Appendix 1C,%” except where earthworks are necessary to eliminate

risk to human health and safety.

1.4 To ensure the scale of earthworks are appropriate for the site they are located
on to avoid visual amenity effects on or beyond the site.*
Objective 2

To ensure that earthworks are designed and undertaken in a manner to minimise the

risk of land instability and accelerated erosion visual-amenity-effects, 1

Policies

2.1

9 53/016 by Heritage NZ Pouhere Taonga
% 53/018 by Heritage NZ Pouhere Taonga
9753/019 by Heritage NZ Pouhere Toanga
98 53/020 by Heritage NZ Pouhere Taonga
99516/050 by Powerco and $S21/011 by the Oil Companies
100 516/049 by Powerco and $S21/010 by the Oil Companies
101516/050 by Powerco and S21/011 by the Oil Companies
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3D.4.1

2.2 To manage the scale of earthworks on sites susceptible to erosion and land

instability.1?

2.3 To require rehabilitation measures be undertaken to avoid accelerated erosion

following earthworks.®

2.4  To ensure all adverse effects from earthworks including dust and sediment run-
104

off are managed onsite.
2.5 To ensure that earthworks do not affect the functioning of'®> known overland
flow paths.

Objective 3

To protect the operation of the National Grid and infrastructure of regional and
national importance by avoiding earthworks that could undermine their integrity and
functioning.1%®

Policies

3.1 To control earthworks within the National Grid Yard to ensure the continued
safe, effective and efficient access to and operation, maintenance and upgrading
of the National Grid.®”

3.2 To control earthworks near infrastructure of regional and national importance to
ensure their safe and efficient operation, maintenance and upgrading.1®®

Rules

Rules in this chapter apply District-wide and the chapter needs to be read in
conjunction with the District Plan maps, relevant appendices and provisions of the
applicable zone.

Permitted Activities
The following are Permitted Activities in all zones, except the Rural and Flood Channel
zones provided that they comply with the standards in Rule 3D.4.2 below.

102 Sypport S5/032 by Horizons

103 Support S5/033 by Horizons

104 Support S5/034 by Horizons

10555/035 by Horizons

106 Support S5/036 by Horizons and $11/046 by Transpower
107.511/047 by Transpower

108 Support S5/038 by Horizons and $20/027 by First Gas
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a. Earthworks, other than in an Outstanding Natural Feature or Landscape.
b. Earthworks within the National Grid Yard undertaken:

i by a network utility operator within a transport corridor as part of a
transmission activity or for electricity infrastructure, or

ii. as part of agricultural or domestic cultivation, or
iii. repair, sealing or resealing of a road, footpath driveway or farm track, or
iv. any vertical holes not exceeding 500mm in diameter provided they are:

a. more than 1.5m from the outer edge of a pole support structure or
stay wire; or

Chapter 3 - District Wide Rules — Earthworks

b. a post hole for a farm fence or horticulture structure and more than
65m from the visible edge of a tower support structure
foundation.'®

c. Earthworks for the purposes of burying material infected by unwanted
organisms as declared by the Minister under the Biosecurity Act 1993.1%°

PAGE

46 Guidance Notes:

1. Water takes, diversions, discharges and eEarthworks are also regulated by the

Manawatu-Wanganui Regional Council and a resource consent maybe required
under the rules of the One Plan.!

2. Earthworks near or within areas of cultural and natural heritage values may also
require an Archaeological Authority under the Heritage New Zealand Pouhere
Taonga Act (2014). It is an offence to modify or destroy an archaeological site or
destroy an archaeological site or demolish/destroy a whole building if the person
knows or reasonably suspects it to be an archaeological site. An archaeological site
is any place, including any building or structure (or part of), that:

e was associated with human activity or the site of a wreck of a vessel that

occurred before 1900; and

109511/048 by Transpower
110523/018 by Horticulture NZ
111 55/043 by Horizons
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3D.4.2

provides or may provide, through archaeological investigation, evidence

relating to the history of New Zealand.**?

3. The disposal of contaminated material, including unwanted organisms, may trigger

resource consent from the Manawatu-Wanganui Regional Council under the rules

of the One Plan.*3

Standards for Permitted Activities
The Permitted Activities specified above must comply with the following standards:

Any sediment run-off from earthworks must be contained within the subject site.
All dust and sedimentation control measures must be installed prior to

earthworks commencing, maintained during the construction works, and only

removed once stabilisation occurs.***

Earthworks must not be undertaken closer than 20m of the banks of the Oroua
River or Kiwitea Stream.

Earthworks must not be undertaken closer than 10m of the banks of the Makino
Stream.

Earthworks must not be undertaken within any area identified in Appendix 1A
(Wetlands, Lakes, Rivers and their Margins), 1B (Significant Areas of Indigenous
Forest/Vegetation (excluding Reserves), 1D (Trees with Heritage Value) and 1F
(Sites with Heritage Value).

Earthworks undertaken in the National Grid Yard do not

i Exceed a depth (measured vertically) of 300mm within a distance
measured 12m from the outer visible edge of any National Grid Tower,
and

ii. Create an unstable batter that will affect a transmission support structure,
and

iii. Resultin areductionin the ground to conductor clearance distances below
what is required by Table 4 of NZECP34:2001.

Guidance Note: The New Zealand Electrical Code of Practice for Electrical Safe
Distances (NZECP34:2001) contains restrictions on the location of structures and
activities in relation to all electricity lines. Compliance with the Code of Practice

112.53/021 by Heritage NZ Pouhere Taonga
113523/018 by Horticulture NZ
114516/052 by Powerco and 521/012 by the Oil Companies
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is mandatory. Compliance with the permitted activity standards of the Plan does

not ensure compliance with the Code of Practice.'?®

g. No earthworks, buildings or structures can be undertaken or erected within 20m
of a natural gas transmission pipeline.!®

h. Earthworks must comply with the standards specified in Table 3D.1 Earthwork
Volumes.

i. Earthworks must not block any stormwater or overland flow paths.!'’

Table 3D.1 Earthwork Volumes

Chapter 3 - District Wide Rules — Earthworks

Zone Minimum Maximum Maximum Maximum
setback from area per permitted change to
site boundary site exposed | volume per existing

at any one siteinany 12 | ground level
time month period
1.5m 3m 500m? 500m3 1.5m

Residential, Village

PAGE & Inner Business \/ \/ \/
48 Zones

Outer Business & \/ ‘/ \/

Industrial Zones

Manfeild Park &

Special \/ ‘/ \/

Development
Zones

Recreation Zone \/ ‘/ \/

Guidance Notes:

1. The restrictions above do not apply to land based quarrying activities which are managed in the
Rural Zone of this Plan.

115 Support S16/054 by Powerco
116 Support S20/028 by First Gas
117 Support S5/044 by Horizons
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2. Earthworks are also regulated by the Manawatu-Wanganui Regional Council and a resource
consent may be required under the rules of the One Plan, or any subsequent Regional Plan.!®
The One Plan requires Erosion and Sediment Control measures to comply with the Greater

Wellington Regional Council’s Erosion and Sediment Control Guidelines dated September 2002.

3. The National Environmental Standard for Assessing and Managing Contaminants in Soil to
Protect Human Health (2011) also applies to earthworks and a resource consent may be
required under those provisions.

4. Where earthworks are to be undertaken within 20m of any electricity line or high pressure gas
transmission line, the owners of the electrical or gas*'® network should be advised of the
intention to carry out the works not less than 5 working days prior to their commencement.

5. Earthworks that may or will modify or destroy an archaeological site nreareorwithinareas—of
edtturaland-natural-heritagevaluesmayalse-require an Archaeological Authority under the

Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga Act (2014). It is an offence to modify or destroy an

Chapter 3 — District Wide Rules — Earthworks

archaeological site or demolish/ destroy a whole building if the person knows or reasonably

suspects it to be an archaeological site. An archaeological site is any place, including any

buildings or structure (or part of), that:

e was associated with human activity or the site of a wreck of a vessel that occurred before

1900; and
e provides or may provide, through archaeological investigation, evidence relating to the PAGE
history of New Zealand.'? 49

3D.4.3 Restricted Discretionary Activities

The following activities are Restricted Discretionary Activities:

a. Any earthworks undertaken in the National Grid Yard that do not comply with
the standards for permitted activities under Rule 3D.4.2 above.

For this activity, the Council has restricted its discretion to considering the following
matters, only to the extent that they are relevant to the standard that is not met:**

o] Any effects on the operation of the National Grid

o] Volume, area and location of the works, including temporary activities
such as stockpiles

118 55/045 by Horizons

119.520/029 by First Gas

120 53/022 by Heritage NZ Pouhere Taonga
121516/038 by Powerco
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3D.4.4

3D.4.5

o] Hours of operation and time of year the proposed works will occur
o Site remediation
o] The use of mobile machinery within the National Grid Yard

o] Demonstrated compliance with the New Zealand Electrical Code of
Practice for Electrical Safe Distances (NZECP34:2001).

Discretionary Activities
Any earthworks that do not meet the Permitted Activity standards, or is not specifically
provided for in this Plan, shall be a Discretionary Activity.

Guidance Note: The National Environmental Standard for Assessing and Managing
Contaminants in Soil to Protect Human Health (2011) also applies to earthworks and a
consent may be required under those provisions.

Non-Complying Activities
Any earthworks within an Outstanding Natural Feature or Landscape identified in
Appendix 1C, except within an existing road carriageway, is a Non-Complying Activity.
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3E

3E.1

3E.2

3E.3

SIGNS

Introduction

Signs are an important part of commercial and promotional activities. The role of a sign
is predominantly to promote or draw attention to an activity or an event. Signs are
often auxiliary to another activity, however can still generate adverse effects on the
environment. These effects can be attributed to mostly visual amenity, but can also
adversely affect the efficient operation of the transport network.

Itis critical to ensure all signs are managed appropriately to avoid, mitigate and remedy
potential adverse effects on the environment. Legislation can require that hazard or
risk identification and site safety signage is provided on a site. For avoidance of doubt,
these signs are not controlled by the Plan, provided the legislative requirements are
met.'?

Resource Management Issues

The following resource management issues have been identified in relation to signs:

1. The need to ensure that signs do not detract from the existing amenity of the
District.
2. The need to ensure signage does not create visual obstructions or pose safety

concerns for road users and pedestrians.

3. The occurrence of advertising signs that do not relate to the activity on the site
the sign is located on, causing visual clutter and loss of amenity for the
surrounding environment.

Objectives and policies

Objective 1

To ensure the erection of any sign does not result in adverse effects on the visual
amenity values of the environment.

Policies

1.1 To maintain the low frequency of signage existing in the District by restricting the
number, size and type of signs erected to ensure visual amenity is maintained.

1.2  Torestrict the illumination of signs to ensure adverse amenity effects from glare,
light spill or distractions to road users and the surrounding environment are
avoided.

122.516/056 by Powerco and 521/013 by the Oil Companies
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3E.4

3E4.1

1.3 To distinguish between permanent and temporary signs and provide for them
separately given the difference in their duration.

1.4 To manage the location, appearance and frequency of temporary signs to ensure
they are of limited duration.

1.5 To manage the cumulative effect of a proliferation of advertising signs on rural
amenity.

1.6 To ensure signage is in keeping with the character of the area or building where
it is located.

1.7 To ensure the erection of advertising signs is only on the site where the activity
is occurring.

Objective 2

To ensure signs do not detract from the safety of road users and pedestrians.

Policies

2.1 To ensure that only official signs and information signs are located within the

road reserve.

2.2 To restrict the number, size and type of signs erected to ensure safety of road
users and pedestrians.

2.3 To avoid the use of trivision or flashing signs where this could lead to road user
distraction.

2.4  To avoid distraction to road users from the occurrence of signs not relating to an
activity undertaken on the site.

Rules

Rules in this chapter apply District-wide and the chapter needs to be read in
conjunction with the District Plan maps, relevant appendices and provisions of the

applicable zone.

Permitted Activities
The following are a Permitted Activity provided that they comply with the standards in
Rule 3E.4.2 below:

a.

Signs and official signs

b. Temporary signs
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3E.4.2 Standards for Permitted Activities
a. Signs located within the road reserve must comply with the following standards:

One information sign and one official “welcome to” sign erected at each
entrance to a township.

No sign may result in visual obstruction or cause confusion for road users,
pedestrians or cyclists.

The maximum sign face area of an information sign or official “welcome
to” sign must not exceed 3m?2. Where a sign is double sided, it may have

3m? on each sign face area.

One sign placed on the footpath per business premise in the Inner and
Outer Business Zones. These signs must:

a. not exceed 0.8m? in size, and

b. relate to a product, service or event offered within the premises and
must only be placed adjacent to the kerbline outside the premises
that they relate to.

Guidance Note: Signs on roads will also need approval from the New Zealand

Transport Agency or the Council’s Roading Team.??

b. Except as provided for in Rule 3E.4.2.a and Rule 3E.4.2.c, all signs must comply
with the following standards:*?*

vi.

One sign may be displayed per site. This includes any sign that is
freestanding, or is written on or affixed to a building.

Signs must relate to the predominant activity on a site, or be associated
with an activity otherwise permitted by this Plan or Resource Consent has
been granted.

A sign may be LED, backlit or spot lit but must not be flashing, animated,
trivision, or contain revolving lights or lasers.

Any sign that is LED, backlit or spot lit must not result in light spill into any
adjoining property zoned Residential.

No sign may be painted or located on a building roof.

Signs must not obstruct the clarity of official signs.

123 Sypport S7/030 by NZ Transport Agency
124 Support S7/031 by NZ Transport Agency
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Vil.

viii.

Signs must not create an obstruction or cause safety concerns for road
users.

Signs must also comply with any permitted activity conditions of the zone
in which it is located in.

The maximum sign face area of any sigh must not exceed 0.6m?, except
that signs within the Inner and Outer Business Zones and Industrial Zone
must not exceed a maximum sign face area of 3m?2.

Guidance Note: The Inner and Outer Business Zones, Manfeild Park Zone and the
Special Development Zone have additional signage provisions contained in the

relevant zone chapters.

All Temporary Signs must comply with the following standards:

vi.

Vil.

viii.

The maximum sign face area of any sign must not exceed 1.5m?, except
for electioneering signs which must not exceed a maximum sign face area
of 3m2.

The erection of a temporary sign must not be for more than two months
in any 12 month period.

Signs must not create an obstruction or cause safety concerns for road
users.

Signs must not be located on Council property or within the legal road

reserve.

A sign may be LED, backlit or spot lit but must not be flashing, animated,
trivision, or contain revolving lights or lasers.

Any sign that is LED, backlit or spot lit must not result in light spill into any
adjoining property.

Signs must not obstruct official signs.

Signs for electioneering are only permitted in the two month period prior
to the election, and must be removed before the day of the election.

Signs for sporting events, public meetings, galas, market days, and other
recreational and festive events must only be permitted in the two month
period prior to the event, and must be removed no later than one week
after the conclusion of the activity.

All signs must be removed from the site no later than one week after the
completion of the activity or event the sign was promoting.
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Xi. Only one sign advertising the sale, rent or auction of a property must be
located on the property to which they relate and must be removed no later
than one month after settlement.

3E.4.3 Discretionary Activities
Any sign that does not meet the Permitted Activity standards, or is not specifically
provided for in this Plan, shall be a Discretionary Activity.
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3F

3F.1

3F.2

3F.3

3F.4

TEMPORARY ACTIVITIES

Introduction

Temporary activities vary in their nature and scale; they are usually of short duration,
intermittent and can involve activities outside of normal working hours. Temporary
activities are necessary to meet a range of social, cultural and economic needs within
the community and are provided for where any resulting adverse effects can be
appropriately managed.

Resource Management Issues

The following resource management issue has been identified for temporary activities:

1. The need to recognise the short term nature of effects that are associated with
temporary activities.

2. To recognise the role of temporary activities in promoting the social and cultural
wellbeing of the communities of the Manawatu.

Objectives and Policies

Objective 1
To provide for a wide range of temporary activities within the District while ensuring
any adverse effects are managed.

Policies
1.1 To restrict the scale, intensity, location, duration and frequency of temporary
activities to manage any adverse effects on the surrounding environment.

1.2  To ensure temporary activities do not result in adverse amenity effects on noise
sensitive activities.

Rules

Rules in this chapter apply District-wide and the chapter needs to be read in
conjunction with the District Plan maps, relevant appendices and provisions of the
applicable zone.
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3F.4.2

Permitted Activities
Temporary activities are a Permitted Activity provided they comply with the
performance standards in Rule 3F.4.2.

Standards for Permitted Activities

Temporary activities must comply with the following standards:

125

a. For sporting events, public meetings, galas, market days, and other recreational

and festive events:

Hours of operation occur between 7am — 10pm, and
Duration not exceeding 3 consecutive days, and

No more than 4 events of a similar nature on the same site, in any 12
month period, and

Temporary buildings and structures must be readily moveable, meet all
yard setback requirements of this Plan and must be removed from the site
upon the completion of the temporary activity.

b. Temporary buildings and structures must:

iv.

be readily moveable;
meet all yard setback requirements of this Plan;

be removed from the site within 6 months of the commencement of the
activity;

not occupy a site for more than one 6 month period in any 12 months.

Guidance Note: Consideration must also be given to the requirements of the
Building Act (2004) and the Building Code for temporary buildings and structures.

c. The temporary storage of materials and goods must not exceed a period of more

than 6 calendar months.

d. The demolition of buildings, excluding those buildings identified in Chapter 4 —
Historic Heritage, provided the materials and debris from the demolition are
removed from the site no later than one month after the completion of the

demolition.

125 Sypport $11/051 by Transpower
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e. Noise associated with temporary activities must comply with the noise
provisions relating to the zone it is located in.

f. All temporary activities, including buildings and structures, shall be located
outside of the National Grid Yard.

Guidance Note: For guidance on vibration Council recommends District Plan users refer
to the NZ Transport Agency State highway construction and maintenance noise and
vibration guide dated August 2013 for best practice.*?®

3F.4.3 Discretionary Activities
Any temporary activity that does not meet the Permitted Activity standards, or is not
specifically provided for in this Plan, shall be a Discretionary Activity.
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126 521/015 by the Oil Companies, S16/058 by Powerco and S18/031 by Chorus
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3G

3G.1

3G.2

3G.3

RELOCATED BUILDINGS

Introduction

Relocating buildings provides for the sustainable and economic reuse of buildings that are
no longer required in their current location. Buildings may have been previously used, or
purpose built for relocation. The age and condition of previously used buildings that are
commonly relocated within the Manawatu District often means that remedial and
upgrading works are required to be undertaken. These works ensure that the building
does not result in adverse visual effects on the surrounding environment. It is therefore
important that relocated buildings are managed to ensure amenity values are maintained.

The relocation of significant historic built heritage scheduled in Schedule 4a and Appendix
1E (Buildings and Objects with Heritage Value)'?’ is a separate matter not addressed
through this chapter. Consideration of these buildings is required under the provisions of
Chapter 4 — Historic Heritage.

Resource Management Issues

The following resource management issues have been identified:

1. The need to recognise the sustainable use and economic benefits associated with
the reuse of buildings by relocating them to a new site

2. The need to manage the adverse visual effects that can occur from relocating
buildings to a new site.

3. New buildings that are small scale and purpose built to be relocated are less likely
to result in adverse visual effects on the environment.

Objectives and policies

Objective 1

To enable the relocation and establishment of relocated buildings only where
reinstatement remedial’?® works will ensure the building maintains the visual amenity
values of the surrounding area.

Policies

1.1 To ensure any reinstatement remedial'®® and upgrading works undertaken are
completed in a timely and efficient manner.

127.53/025 by Heritage NZ Pouhere Taonga
128.59/001 by House Movers
129.59/001 by House Movers
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3G4

3G.4.1

3G.4.2

1.2 To ensure any reinstatement remedial'®® and upgrading works will result in a
relocated building achieving a level of visual amenity the same or better than the
surrounding area.

1.3 To encourage relocated buildings that are of an age, character and condition that
requires minimal reinstatement remedial’>! work.

Rules

Rules in this chapter apply District-wide and the chapter needs to be read in conjunction
with the District Plan maps, relevant appendices and provisions of the applicable zone.

Permitted Activities
The following are permitted activities provided that they comply with the standards in
Rule 3G.4.2:

a. Inthe Outer Business, Industrial, Residential and Village Zones

i. Relocated buildings up to and including 40m? in gross floor area.

ii. New buildings that are designed and purpose built to be relocated.

b. All relocated buildings in the Rural Zone.'*?

Standards for Permitted Activities

The permitted activities specified in Rule 3G.4.1 above must comply with the following
conditions:

a. Any relocated building intended for use as a dwelling must have previously been
designed, built and used as a dwelling.

b. The relocated building must be installed on permanent foundations immediately
upon delivery to the destination site.

c. The relocated building is not located within the Flood Channel Zone.

d. Compliance with all standards specified for permitted activities in the relevant zone
and other parts of this Plan.

e. A building pre-inspection report shall be submitted by the owner of the relocated
building to the Council at the same time as an application is made for a building
consent for the relocated building. That report shall be on the form contained in

130.59/001 by House Movers
13159/001 by House Movers
132.59/001 by House Movers
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3G.4.3

Appendix 3G.1 and is to identify all reinstatement works that are to be completed to

the exterior of the building.

The building pre-inspection report shall be prepared by:

e Alicenced building practitioner (carpenter or design category); or

e Abuilding inspector from the local authority where the building is being relocated

from.

All reinstatement work required by the Condition Table in Section 2.0 of the building

pre-inspection report (in Appendix 3G.1) to reinstate the exterior of any relocated

building shall be completed within 12 months of the building being delivered to the

destination site.

The owner must complete the Owner Certificate and Declaration in Section 7.0 of the
building pre-inspection report (in Appendix 3G.1) to certify to the Council that all the

reinstatement work will be completed within 12 months of the building being
133

delivered to the destination site.

Controlled Activities
Any relocated building that is not provided for as a permitted activity under Rule 3G.4.1

or does not meet the Performance Standards in Rule 3G.4.2 is a controlled activity,

provided they comply with the following standards:

Any relocated building intended for use as a dwelling must have previously been

designed, built and used as a dwelling.

The relocated building is not located within the Flood Channel Zone.

Compliance with all standards specified for permitted activities in the relevant zone

and other parts of this Plan.

A building pre-inspection report shall be submitted by the owner of the relocated

building to the Council at the same time as an application is made for a building

consent for the relocated building. That report shall be on the form contained in

Appendix 3G.1 and is to identify all reinstatement works that are to be completed to

the exterior of the building to ensure the visual amenity of the area where the building

is to be located is maintained.

The owner must complete the Owner Certificate and Declaration in Section 7.0 of the

building pre-inspection report (in Appendix 3G.1) to certify to the Council that all the

reinstatement work will be completed within 12 months of the building being

delivered to the site.

13359/001 by House Movers
13459/001 by House Movers
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For this activity, Council has reserved its control over, and may impose conditions on a
resource consent when considering, the following matters:

(o} Requirements for remedial reinstatement **’works and upgrading the exterior of
the building to ensure visual amenity of the surrounding area is maintained.

o The time allowed for remedial reinstatement '*® works and upgrading of the
exterior of the building to be completed once the relocated building is located on

its destination site.

135 Support S5/039 by Horizons
136.59/001 by House Movers
137.59/001 by House Movers
138.59/001 by House Movers
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3G.4.42

3G.4.53

o The immediate installation of the relocated building onto permanent foundations
upon delivery to the destination site.

0 The suitability of the relocated building for the intended reuse.

o How the age and character of the building is consistent with the level of amenity in
the surrounding environment.

o How the standards for permitted activities in the relevant zone and other parts of
this Plan have been met.

Non-Notification of Controlled Activities
Under section 77D of the Resource Management Act (1991), an activity requiring resource
consent under Rule 3G.4.3 will not be publicly notified, except where:

0 The applicant requests public notification (in accordance with Section 95A(2)(b)), or

0 The Council decides special circumstances exist (in accordance with Section 95A(4)).

Restricted Discretionary Activities
The following activities are a Restricted Discretionary Activity, in all zones, in respect to
relocated buildings:

0 Any relocated building that does not meet the Permitted and*° Controlled Activity
standards or does not comply with the relevant Permitted Activity standards in all
other parts of the District Plan.

For this activity, the Council has restricted its discretion to considering the following
matters, only to the extent that they are relevant to the standard that is not met:'**

0 Scale of built form and location on site

0 Exterior remedial and upgrading works

139.59/001 by House Movers
14059/001 by House Movers
141516/038 by Powerco
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o Time for remedial and upgrading works to be completed

o] The extent of non-compliance with the standard(s) in the Plan

In determining whether to grant a resource consent and what conditions to impose, the
Council will, in addition to the objectives and policies of the Relocated Buildings section
and the relevant Zone, assess any application in terms of the following assessment
criteria:

i Whether the application remains consistent with the intention of the standard(s) it
infringes.

ii. The extent to which there will be adverse effects where an application does not
meet the standards.

iii.  Whether the application will result in adverse effects on the character and visual
amenity values of the immediate surroundings or wider streetscape.

iv.  The need for remedial reinstatement '** works and upgrading to ensure visual
d.144

amenity of the surrounding area is maintained, including landscaping propose

V. The proposed time for remedial reinstatement '*> works and upgrading to be

completed once the relocated building is located on its destination site.

3G.4.64 Discretionary Activities

Any relocated building not provided for as a Permitted, '’ Controlled or Restricted
Discretionary Activity or is located in the Flood Channel Zone is a Discretionary Activity.#

142.59/001 by House Movers
14359/001 by House Movers
14459/001 by House Movers
14559/001 by House Movers
146 59/001 by House Movers
147.59/001 by House Movers
148 Support S5/040 by Horizons
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Building Pre-Inspection Report
[inset new location address]
[insert District]

For: Manawatu District Council

[insert date of report]
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1.0

1.1

1.2

GENERAL INFORMATION
Introduction

This Building Pre-Inspection Rreport (Report) has been prepared in accordance with the

requirements of the Manawatu District Plan. It accurately records the external condition of the
[dwelling house/garage/ancillary building] to be relocated and sets out te—establish all
reinstatement works required to the exterior of the building after it has been relocated releeatien
to a workmanlike standard and to achieve a tidy appearance to meet requirements of the District

Plan.

Limited inspection of the interior has been undertaken for the purpose of the building consent
application which must be lodged with the Manawatu District Council at the same time as this

Report is submitted to the Council.

The Condition Table set out in Section 2 of this Report and associated photographs assist in

providing a representation of the condition of the building prior to the commencement of the

relocation.

The Report also provides photographs of the surroundings of the destination site. These photos
provide context for the standard to be achieved in reinstating the relocated building.

The Report has been prepared by [Name] of [Company Name] as per our instruction/agreement

dated [date] on behalf of our clients [Name] in accordance with the requirements of the Manawatu
District Plan.

Applicants Contact Details

Applicant: [Applicant (clients) name]
Contact address: [Contact address]
Telephone:

Email:

Any Additional information:

MANAWATU DISTRICT COUNCIL PROPOSED DISTRICT PLAN 2016



Agent: [Authorised agent’s name]
Contact address: [Contact address]
Telephone:

Email:

Any Additional information:

Building details

Type of building

[Dwelling house, garage, ancillary building]

Approximate age of building:

[Provide date range i.e. 1940-1950]

Brief Description:

[Number of storeys, approximate size, roof, walls, floor
construction, additional features]

Proposed site address:

[Address of the intended site of the relocated building]

Site address where the building
was inspected:

[Address... |

Proposed Use of Building

[Dwelling house, residential garage, ancillary]

Previous Use of the Building

[Relocated building must have been previously designed,
built and used as a dwelling (Except previously used
garage and ancillary buildings)]

Is the building being split for

[Yes/No]

transportation

Will the split affect wall cladding

[Yes/No — details, number of sections, identify the

location of the cut(s)]

Will the split affect roof cladding

[Yes/No — details, nhumber of sections, identified the

location of the cuts(s)

Inspection Dates & Weather:

[Date and weather at the time of inspection]

Inspection by:

[Name of inspector]

Other persons present:

[Name of other parties present]

Building Consent Status

[Has Building Consent documentation been prepared for
the relocation works.]

MANAWATU DISTRICT COUNCIL PROPOSED DISTRICT PLAN 2016
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1.5

Site characteristics

Existing character of the site

[Description of the site where the relocated building is to

be located]

Topography of the surrounding

[Description of the surrounding environment, is it hilly,

environment

flat, building concealed from the road, etc]

Areas of Vegetation on and

[Description of the vegetation on site, proximity of the

around the site

building location to any areas of indigenous vegetation]

Areas of any cultural or heritage

[Description of any cultural or heritage values on or near

value

the site.

Areas assessed by Licensed Building Practitioner

Describe how the building was inspected.

Example:

The external envelope of the subject building viewed from ground floor level and where safely

accessed by ladder from ground level.

Internally, our inspection was limited

to those parts of the buildings that could be safely accessed

and a head and shoulders inspection of the roof space.

Access was gained into the subfloor space....]

Reporting Conditions

This Report has been prepared under the following conditions of engagement:

The building inspection undertaken for the purpose of this Report survey is based on a visual
inspection only; therefore it is not possible to guarantee that all concealed areas containing
defects will be accessible (floor voids, roof voids, etc). No intrusive investigation will therefore
be undertaken.

Signs of water ingress will be searched for during the building inspection undertaken for the
purpose of this Reporteempletion-efthesurvey, however the Report cannot warrant that the
building is free from water penetration, from defective roofing, cladding, rainwater goods,
rising damp or the like unless evident at the time of our visual survey.

Only areas where safe access is possible have been inspected.

The Report is provided for the use of the eliertapplicant identified in section 1.1 of this Report
and the Manawatu District Council and may not be used by others without written permission
by those parties. The writer of this Report accepts no liability to third parties who may act on
the report.

This Report must be read in conjunction with photograph and condition tables provided.

This Report is for the purposes of meeting the requirements of the Manawatu District Plan. It
is not a Report to address matters required by the Building Act 2004. A building consent is
required for the relocation pf this building and all subsequent works as a consequence. The

MANAWATU DISTRICT COUNCIL PROPOSED DISTRICT PLAN 2016



building work must be designed and undertaken by Licensed Building Practitioners. Fhe

HSO e 3-59 HE-Sa HYy-€ Hatte 3 SUrsosesorthe e 0o4

1.75 Exclusions
This report does not include comment about the following:
a) The structure of the building unless otherwise commented upon;
} T i il pu—
c) The value of the property;
d) Illegal Works; and
e) Internal condition of the building unless otherwise commented upon.
Additionally, no search has been made of:
f) Local Authority rates;
g) Government Valuation; or
h) LIM or PIM reports.
1.86 Definitions
The following defines the condition comments of the elements surveyed:
Good: Items that have suffered minimal weathering, wear or decay and are free from
any visual defects.
Reasonable: Iltems that have worn through ‘normal’ use and weathering, and is in
commensurate condition to the building age and use.
Poor: Iltems that are worn, decayed or weathered either due to the age, abnormal use
or lack of maintenance.
L7 Aress Accessed
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35.0 LICENSED BUILDING SURVEYORS PRACTITIONER SIGNATURE
I, certify that the information provided is true and correct and that the building described above
appears to have applied with the relevant Building Regulations at the time of its construction,
and (if a dwelling) the building has been previously designed, built and used as a dwelling (Except
previously used garage and ancillary buildings).

Author Peer Reviewer

name name

Signed: If undertaken/available

Qualifications LBP Category, BOINZ—RICS—NZIBS;

ALLZIAere
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For and On Behalf of Company Name

Address

Telephone

Email

6.0

Inspectors business address

Telephone business number

Email business address

OWNER CERTIFICATE AND DECLARATION

As a requirement of the finsert-eceuneitnramel-Manawatu District Plan/Reseurce-Consent, |/we
CERTIFY that I/we will ensure that within 12 months from

the building being delivered to the destination site the reinstatement work required in the

pleted. buildings-externalreinstatement;

Condition Table in Section 2.0 of this Report will be com

| acknowledge that failure to complete any reinstatement manrdatery work identified in the

Condition Table in Section 2.0 ‘Mandatery-ConditionTable’relating to-the reinstatement-of the

notice, enforcement order, or prosecution. This report does not restrict the Council to undertake

enforcement action under other legislation.

| acknowledge that Council can charge a fee to cover the costs of monitoring inspections

necessary to ensure the reinstatement work required in the Condition Table in Section 2.0 of this

Report is completed. This fee is stated in the Council’s Fees and Charges Schedule. Should the

reinstatement work not be completed within 12 months of the building being delivered to the

destination site I/we understand that a resource consent application is required for the relocated

building.

SIBNE: . (PRINT) cevievieeereereereereereererver e
Owner
SigNed: .o (PRINT) vttt e
Owner
SIBNE: . (PRINT) v eveteeteeeeieree et ever e
Owner
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The changes to the Definitions section are outlined below. All proposed new text is shown as
underlined and all text proposed to be deleted is indicated with strikethreugh-

2 DEFINITIONS

ARTERIALROAD

COLLECTOR ROAD

. ial | regional I lictri ial
I o 2

means roads that provide circulation in local areas and links to
arterial roads, while balancing these needs with pedestrian and
local amenity values. These roads provide access for all modes of
transport including public transport. Typical traffic flows are
between 3,000 and 10,000 vehicles per day. These include a
number of central roads through the town of Feilding, Pohangina
Road, Newbury Line and the main roads to the beaches and tourist
routes like the Apiti-Rangiwahia route. Refer to Appendix 3B.1 for
those roads that are identified in the District as being a Collector
Road.

COLLECTOR ROAD | means those roads that currently carry traffic volumes below that

(TOURIST) of a Collector Road, but serve a similar function in that they link
areas of population together. Refer to Appendix 3B.1 for those
roads that are identified in the District as being a Collector Road
(Tourist).

EARTHWORKS means the removal, deposit or relocation of soil that results in

alteration between te the existing and finished ground level. This
includes but is not limited to, soil movement associated with
subdivision and site works as defined in the Building Act 2004.

For the purposes of this Plan, earthworks excludes the following:

e work associated with the forming,! upgrade or maintenance
of farm tracks

e fences and fence lines, including their post holes?, unless
within the National Grid Yard?

e trenching and backfilling ancillary to the installation of
network utilities and services

e the minor upgrading, replacement®, or maintenance of
network utilities

e cultivation, including harvesting and maintaining of crops®
e aggregate extraction, unless within the National Grid Yard®.

151/001 by Federated Farmers

251/001 by Federated Farmers and S16/001 by Powerco

3511/001 by Transpower
4516/001 by Powerco

>51/001 by Federated Farmers and $S23/019 by Horticulture NZ

6511/001 by Transpower
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HEIGHT

INFRASTRUCTURE OF
REGIONAL AND
NATIONAL IMPORTANCE

in relation to any building, means the vertical distance between
the ground level at any point and the highest part of the building
immediately above that point.

Height measurements specifically exclude:

a. antennas
b. chimneys
c. flagpoles
d. lightning rods’

in_relation to network utilities, has the same meaning as the
infrastructure of regional and national importance listed in Policy
3-1 of Manawatu-Wanganui Regional Council One Plan.?

LOCAL ROADS

MAJOR ARTERIAL ROAD

means roads that provide access and connectivity within a local
area. Local roads in urban areas typically carry up to 3,000 vehicles
per day, have low vehicle speeds, have two lanes and provide for
on-street parking, property access and pedestrian needs. Local
roads in rural areas typically carry less than 1,000 vehicles per day.

means roads of strategic importance to the Region. They provide

MINOR ARTERIAL ROAD

interconnections between areas within the District and distribute
traffic from major intercity links. Access is generally at grade but
may be limited. Urban traffic volumes are typically greater than
20,000 vehicles per day and rural 5,000 vehicles per day with a
significant number of heavy vehicles. Typical urban operating
speeds are 50 to 70km/h and rural 80 to 100km/h. Major Arterial
Routes are State Highways 54, 56, Milson Line, Saddle Road,
Halcombe Road and Camerons Line. Refer to Appendix 3B.1 for
those roads that are identified in the District as being a Major
Arterial Road.

means roads that provide access between Collector and Major

Arterial Roads. These roads have a dominant through vehicular
movement and carry the major public transport routes. Access to
property may be restricted and rear servicing facilities may be
required. Urban traffic volumes are typically 8,000 to 20,000
vehicles per day and rural from 1,000 to 5,000 vehicles per day
with a higher proportion of heavy vehicles. Typical urban
operating speeds are 40 to 60 km/h and rural 80 to 100 km/h.
Minor arterial roads include Rongotea-Longburn Road to the north
of Kairanga-Bunnythorpe Road, Green Road, and the Cheltenham-
Mangaweka routes. Refer to Appendix 3B.1 for those roads that
are identified in the District as being a Minor Arterial Road.

7 Support $17/002 by Spark and $18/003 by Chorus
8 Support S8/004 by NZ Defence Force, S11/002 by Transpower and S20/002 by First Gas
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MINOR UPGRADING

NATIONAL GRID

in relation to network utilities means increasing the carrying
capacity or efficiency of an existing utility while the effects of that
utility remain the same or similar in character, intensity and scale.
Minor upgrading shall not include an increase in the voltage of an
electricity line unless the line was originally constructed to operate
at the higher voltage but has been operating at a reduced voltage.
Examples of minor upgrading may include :

a. Adding circuits and conductors to electricity and
telecommunication lines.

b. Reconductoring lines with higher capacity conductors.
c. Resagging conductors.

d. Bonding of conductors.

e. Adding longer or more efficient insulators.

f.  Adding earthwires to electricity lines, which may contain
telecommunication lines, earthpeaks and lightning rods.

g. Adding electrical or telecommunication? fittings.

h. Replacement of cross arms with cross arms of an

alternative design.

i. Relocation and replacement of support structures, such as

poles supporting electricity and telecommunication lines

up to 3m from the original location®®.

j- An_increase in support structure height required to
achieve compliance with NZECP 34:2001™.

means the area measured either side of the centreline of above

CORRIDOR

ground National Grid lines (see definition of National Grid Yard) as
follows:

a. 14m for 110kV lines on single poles
b. 32m for 110kV lines on towers
c. 37m for 220kV lines on towers.

Note: the National Grid Corridor and Yard setbacks do not apply to
underground cables or any transmission lines (or sections of lines)
that are designated.*

I ther_side_of & line_of ol
| National Grid I follows: 32rm for the 110K National
crid li I L within G h-Precinct1 L/ i

°516/002 by Powerco

10517/004 by Spark, S16/002 by Powerco, $18/005 by Chorus and S11/003 by Transpower)
11516/002 by Powerco and $11/003 by Transpower

12 Support S11/004 by Transpower
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NATIONAL GRID YARD

NETWORK UTILITY

DA}NE ; ror_definition_of National Grid_Yard).
treast

means;

a. The area located 12m in any direction from the outer edge of
a National Grid support structure; and

b. The area located 10m either side of the centreline of an

overhead 110kV National Grid line on single poles; or

The area located 12m either side of the centreline of any

overhead National Grid line on towers.

iy

Not to scale

LEGEND
—— Centreline @ Single Pole [ Pi Pole . Tower

means an activity or operation of a network utility operator (as
defined under section 166 of the Resource Management Act) and
also®® includes those facilities which provide an essential service to
the public including:

a. telecommunications,

b. radiocommunications,

c. transformation, transmission or distribution of electricity

d. distribution or transmission oy pipeline of gas or
petroleum,

e. water supply (including treatment),

f. sewerage reticulation,

g. sewage treatment and disposal,

h. drainage and stormwater control or irrigation systems,

i. roads,

j. railway,

k. fire stations,

I. airports,

m. navigational aids, and

n. meteorological facilities,

1358/003 by NZ Defence Force and S5/041 by Horizons
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NOISE SENSITIVE ACTIVITY

OFFICIAL SIGN

PLANNED
DEVELOPMENT

o. solid waste facilities, and
p. New Zealand Defence Force facilities**.

means any of the following

assisted living accommodation
community facilities

dwelling and other residential activities'®
education facilities

visitor accommodation

hospitals*®

means any regulatory traffic and official signs approved by Council

a+oad-contrelingautherity or provided under any legislation and
which-are-erected-on-aroad.

~0 o0 T

means network utility infrastructure that is the subject of a lodged
or granted application for certificate of compliance or resource
consent, or a notice of requirement, or a confirmed designation."’

RELOCATED BUILDING

means any second hand building which is transported in whole or

REPLACEMENT

SENSITIVE ACTIVITIES

in parts and relocated from its original site to its final destination

site, but excludes a pre-fabricated building which is delivered
dismantled to a site, for erection on that site.

for the purposes of network utilities, means the repair or putting
back in place the components of the network utility infrastructure
so that it remains the same or similar in character, intensity and
scale as what was originally in that location.*®

has the same meaning as Noise Sensitive Activity defined earlier
in this chapter.

means_any advertising matter used to give information on a
product, service, event or location. It includes the frame,
supporting device and any associated ancillary equipment where
the principal function is to support the advertising matter. Any
advertising material located within shop window displays in the

1458/003 by NZ Defence Force and S5/041 by Horizons

15511/007 by Transpower
16511/007 by Transpower
17516/015 by Powerco
18516/001 by Powerco
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SIGN FACE AREA

TEMPORARY ACTIVITIES

Inner and Outer Business Zones and the Special Development Zone
are excluded.

means the measurement of the area covered by advertising

matter and does not include the area of the supporting device.

means any short term activity that does not occur more than four

TEMPORARY SIGN

times a year on the same site and any buildings and structures
associated with that activity and includes, but is not limited to:

e Sporting events, public meetings, galas, market days, and
recreational and festive events

e Temporary buildings and structures

e Anytemporary storage of goods or materials

e Demolition and removal of buildings.

means any sign that is of a temporary nature advertising any
forthcoming activity. It includes, without limitation:

e Any parliamentary or local authority election signs

e Construction or development signage on any building or
demolition site

e Exhibition or event signage

e Real estate signs advertising the sale, rent or auction of land
or premises.

Temporary signs do not include a permanent structure whereby
the advertising matter is altered regularly.

MANAWATU DISTRICT COUNCIL PROPOSED DISTRICT PLAN 2016
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URBAN AREA means any land zoned Residential, Village, Inner or Outer Business,
Industrial, Recreation, Manfeild Park or Special Development.
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IN THE MATTER OF The Resource Management Act 1991
AND
IN THE MATTER OF Manawatu Sectional Plan Review:

Proposed Plan Change 55
STATEMENT OF EVIDENCE OF NIGEL ROBERT LLOYD

Introduction

1. My name is Nigel Robert Lloyd. I am an acoustical consultant with Acousafe
Consulting & Engineering Limited, a position I have held for over 30 years.

2. I have a degree in mechanical engineering gained at the University of Wales,
University College Cardiff in 1976.

3. Prior to my current position, I was employed by the Industrial Acoustics
Company in the UK as an acoustical consultant between 1977 and 1980 and then
spent five years as the Department of Labour noise control engineer in New
Zealand, advising the safety inspectorates on occupational noise management and
control. I have a total of 39 years’ experience as a noise control
engineer/acoustical consultant.

4. I am a Member of the Acoustical Society of New Zealand and I have completed
a ‘Making Good Decisions’ course.

5. T'have advised Manawatu District Council on the District Plan noise reviews since
2013. Ihave reviewed the District Plan noise issues in two parts. Part 1 dated 29
April 2016 reviewed the Operative District Plan noise rules and made
recommendation for updating the rules to reflect the latest New Zealand
Standards and the appropriate limits that should apply. Part 1 is most relevant to
PC 55.

6.  Part 2 is still in draft form and deals with Special Rural Activities such as future
wind farms, quarrying, and noisy rural activities such as frost fans, helicopters
and audible bird scaring devices. These aspects will be more relevant to the
review of the Rural Zone, which will take place separately.

7. Thave advised a number of Councils during District Plan reviews going back to the

early 1990s.

P.O. BOX 14-315 WELLINGTON 6241, TEL 04-388 3407
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8. I confirm that I have read the ‘Code of Conduct for Expert Witnesses’ contained

in the Environment Court Practice Note 2014. My evidence has been prepared to

comply with that Code and I have not omitted to consider material facts known

to me that might alter or detract from the opinions I express.

The Scope of My Evidence

9.  T'have been instructed by Council to only review and address specific submissions

on noise for PC55. The objective, policies and rules that are of relevance are:

Chapter 3C — Noise

e Overall chapter

e New Policy

e Policy 1.1
e Rule3C.4.1
e Rule3C.4.2

Chapter 3F — Temporary Activities
e Policy 1.2

10. The submissions deal with the following matters:

a.

Reverse Sensitivity for State Highway noise (NZTA - S7/003) and
generally (Oil Companies' - S21/006),

Provision for rural production activities in the Rural area (Horticulture
New Zealand - S23/012, 013 & 14) & (Federated Farmers - S1/011),
Apply Rural noise limits at the notional boundary rather than the site
boundary (New Zealand Defence Force - NZDF — S8/010),

Relax the Residential/Village Zone noise limits (Spark - S17/028 &
Chorus New Zealand Limited - S18/029),

Allow temporary activity noise to have greater impacts (Powerco -
S16/057), (Oil Companies - S21/014),

Provide for Temporary Military Training Activity (New Zealand Defence
Force - S8/012)

! Z Energy Ltd, BP Oil NZ Ltd, Mobile Oil NZ Ltd

P.O. BOX 14-315 WELLINGTON 6241. TELEPHONE 64-4-388 3407
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Reverse Sensitivity (State Highway Noise)

Submission S7/003- NZTA

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

The submission requests that reverse sensitivity provisions for noise are included
in Section (3C) of the District Plan. This provision would apply where the State
Highway speed environment is 70km or greater.

I considered the NZTA submission in Acousafe’s report dated 29 April 2016. 1
agree that sensible reverse sensitivity controls are appropriate in the Rural Zone
of the District but not in the Residential and Village Zones. The issue with these
Zones is that significant development has already taken place alongside roads
where the speed limit equals or exceeds 70 km/hr, where the reverse sensitivity
controls would apply.

The NZTA submission follows the latest guidelines for controlling reverse
sensitivity impacts on State Highways?. These guidelines seek to ensure that
reverse sensitivity is efficiently managed by local authorities by:

* imposing separation and setback distances between sensitive activities and
the road edge;

* encouraging non-sensitive land use to separate residential or other sensitive
activities from major transport corridors;

* adopting effective urban design principles and acoustic treatment
performance standards within district plans;

* requiring design and construction standards to achieve appropriate internal
noise and vibration levels within effects areas.

The Transport Agency policy has two main elements: setbacks and acoustic
treatment of buildings, which are addressed in a Buffer Area and Effects Area
respectively. These two areas are defined by distances from the edge of the
carriageway.

The recommended Rules from the Guide are:

A. New buildings or alterations to existing buildings containing noise
sensitive activities must be at least 40 metres from the edge of the state
highway carriageway and there is an existing solid and continuous
building, fence, wall or landform that blocks the line of sight from all parts
of all windows and doors to the new or altered habitable spaces to any part

of the road surface of the state highway. This excludes unaltered existing
spaces.

2 Guide to the management of effects on noise sensitive land use near to the state highway network
September 2015.  http://www.nzta.govt.nz/resources/planning-policy-manual/docs/planning-policy-
manual-appendix-5D.pdf

P.O. BOX 14-315 WELLINGTON 6241. TELEPHONE 64-4-388 3407
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B. New buildings or alterations to existing buildings containing noise
sensitive activities, in or partly in the state highway buffer area must be
designed, constructed and maintained to achieve road-traffic vibration
levels complying with class C of NS 8176E:2005.

C. New buildings or alterations to existing buildings containing noise
sensitive activities, in or partly in the state highway buffer area or effects
area must be designed, constructed and maintained to achieve the indoor
design noise levels from road-traffic set out in the table below (which is
copied from the NZTA Guide).

BUILDING TYPE OCCUPANCY ACTIVITY NOIS LE EL L,
I:

Living spaces, sleeping spaces (including visitor accommadation and 20 dB
retirement accommodation )

Conference rooms, drama studios _

Lecturla rooms and theatres, music studics

Residential

Education

Sleeping areas in educational facilities A0 dB

g sl vt Er
Health - : ;

Clinics, consulting roaoms, theatres, nurses' stations 45 di
Cultural buildings Places of worship, marae

16. The NZTA Guide is more applicable to busier state highway gateways into larger
cities, for example, where continuous fencing along the route can help to mitigate
the noise. These rules are less appropriate for state highways in the Manawatu,
such as beside Kimbolton Road.

The following plan shows a 200 metre set-back along the 70-80km/hr section of
Kimbolton Road and illustrates the level of residential development that has

already occurred.
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17.

70-80km Zones and associated 200m buffer alongside
State Highways in Manawatu District

Kimbolton Road

- 200m buffer from centreine of road (sporon.)
@  NITA 70k zones

Proposed Loning
Recreation
Residential
Rura

- Flood Magard Overly 1
Flocd Hazard Overlay 2

Rural Awrial Photography dated 2011

The reverse sensitivity controls cannot apply to existing dwellings and treating
any new dwellings and alterations to existing dwellings will not provide NZTA
with the protection against reverse sensitivity impacts they desire for this section

of road. This impact already exists for Kimbolton Road because the sections are
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18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

all well-developed relatively close to the highway and there are few (if any) empty
sections. With access driveways and the variation in ownership along the route
there is no chance of having a ‘continuous building, fence, wall or landform that
blocks the line of sight’ as provided for in the NZTA recommended rules.
Council has studied the proliferation of different ‘valuations’ within 200 metres
of State Highways. There are three residential areas; one in Feilding on
Kimbolton Rd, one at Cheltenham and another at the Himatangi Beach Rd / SH1
Junction.

There are nearly 100 residential units in these three areas and 9 empty sections,
of which only a few are likely to be developed for new dwellings.

While I support the protection of state highways from reverse sensitivity effects,
it is clearly not worthwhile to provide for noise insulation and ventilation of new
dwellings in residential/township zones in the Manawatu District given that there
are so few empty sections.

With respect to requiring that additions to existing dwellings in the
Residential/Village Zone be noise insulated, I do not consider that this will make
a significant difference to the protection of the state highway from reverse
sensitivity effects. Noise insulating the additions makes no difference to the
existing buildings and there are practical difficulties in constructing and
ventilating new parts of each dwelling in a different manner to the existing
dwelling.

I agree that a provision for noise insulation and ventilation should be made in the
Rural Zone but I have concerns about what the buffer distance should be (as I
discussed in Acousafe’s Part 1 report).

My recommendation is that the NZTA reverse sensitivity rules only be placed
within the Rural Zone and not in the Residential/Village Zones. As such, these
rules should be considered at the time the Rural Zone is reviewed.

The NZTA guide also sets out recommendations for ventilation which include a
requirement for the need to meet clause G4 of the New Zealand Building Code,
a sound limit for the ventilation, minimum air change rates, and the need to
provide cooling that is able to be controlled by the occupant to ensure that the

temperature does not get to more than 25°C.

P.O. BOX 14-315 WELLINGTON 6241. TELEPHONE 64-4-388 3407
ACOUSAFE CONSULTING & ENGINEERING LTD



25.

26.

27.

28.

I have no specific expertise in mechanical ventilation (other than controlling the
noise from it), but rather than providing for a suite of ventilation requirements
that would not normally be within the jurisdiction of Council e.g. internal sound
levels from the system, temperature requirements and the ability to incrementally
control the airflow, I suggest that consideration be given to a basic ventilation
design provision (limited to the number of air changes) that has been successful
in other District Plans. The ventilation is only required to substitute for (not)
opening a window.

I included a simplified version of the NZTA rule for inclusion in the Rural Zone

Section of the District Plan which can be considered at the appropriate time.

This suggested Rule would only apply to the Rural Zone where the speed limit is

70 km/hr or more and is as follows:

Acoustic Insulation and Setbacks for State Highways

(1) All dwellings constructed within 80 metres of the carriageway edge of a
State Highway shall be designed, constructed and maintained in
accordance with a design report prepared by a suitably qualified and
experienced acoustical engineer stating that the design as proposed will
achieve compliance with an internal noise level of 40dB Laeqe4nr) in
habitable rooms.

Provided that no residential building is constructed within 40 metres of
the carriageway edge of the State Highway.

(11) Where bedrooms with openable windows are proposed in buildings
requiring acoustic insulation, a positive supplementary source of fresh air
ducted from outside is required at the time of fit-out. For the purposes of
this requirement, a bedroom is any room intended to be used for sleeping.
The supplementary source of air is to achieve a minimum of 7.5 litres per
second per person.

(i)  For all other developments, compliance shall be achieved with the
satisfactory design guidelines given in AS/NZS 2107:2000: Acoustics —
recommended design sound level and reverberation times for building
interiors.

The provisions above will be further reviewed and updated during the preparation

of the Rural Plan Change.
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29.

I recommend that the NZTA submission is declined as it seeks to apply reverse

sensitivity controls to State Highways in the Residential and Village Zones.

Reverse Sensitivity (General)

Submission S21/006 - Z Energy Ltd, BP Oil NZ Ltd, Mobile Oil NZ Ltd

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

The submission seeks to make it clear that, in accordance with the policy
approach in the Industrial Zone, there will be higher noise levels in some zones
and, in those zones, noise level standards will not be set to protect noise sensitive
activities. The submission points out that industries can operate during night time
hours (in some cases 24 hours a day) and at higher levels than would otherwise
be allowed in other zones where noise sensitive activities are anticipated.
Amendment to Policy 1.1 is sought to clarify that noise sensitive activities should
not expect to be protected from night-time noise in those zones where noise
sensitive activities are not anticipated.

While I agree with the sentiment of this submission, I consider that the change
sought by the submitter would be too far ranging in its impact if it was to be
included in the general noise section (3C.3 Objectives and Policies (Policy 1.1)).
The main issue with such a policy is that there is no definition of which zones the
policy would be referring to. If such a change was to occur then it would be best
inserted in the Zone for which it is intended i.e. the Industrial Zone. It should not
apply to the Rural Zone for example and could be misinterpreted in relation to
that Zone.

The Industrial Zone already actively discourages noise sensitive activities from
establishing (dwellings are non-complying activities) and the policy change
sought by this submission would not be appropriate in any other zone where noise
sensitive activities are permitted.

The draft Industrial Zone policy (16.3.1.2) is to avoid the establishment of non-
industrial activities within the Industrial Zone.

I recommend that this submission be declined in respect to the inclusion of a
general provision policy to require noise sensitive activities to avoid locating in
zones where higher noise levels are anticipated unless they provide adequate
noise insulation. The District Plan specifically controls activities in Zones

through the permitted activity list i.e. does not permit dwellings in the Industrial
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Zone. The general nature of such an addition would add a layer of complexity

for other Zones (such as Rural) that is unnecessary.

Noise in the Rural Zone

Submission S23/012 - Horticulture New Zealand

35.

36.

37.

38.

This submitter seeks that there be a policy that ensures that noise generated by
rural production activities is accepted as part of the rural environment. This will
provide a policy framework for the exemption for rural production activities from
the noise limits.

There is provision under 3C.4.1(c) for rural production activities (except for
intensive farming) to not be controlled by the noise limits in Table 3C.1 and I
agree that it would be appropriate to provide for a policy framework for this.

The submitter seeks for the words “To provide for noise associated with rural

production activities in the rural zone” to be included as a policy and I consider

it appropriate that this be included as a new policy under 3C.3 Objectives and
Policies (Objective 1).

I recommend that the submission be accepted in this respect.

Submission S1/011 - Federated Farmers

39.

40.

41.

42.

This submitter seeks to amend the times associated with noise limits in Table
3C.1 to provide for intensive farming activities. It is common for intensive
farming activities to begin outside of 'normal business or activity hours'.
Federated Farmers submits that the permitted time period provided for in Table
3C.1 be amended to enable these activities.

The submitter seeks that the time period 10pm to 7am be amended to 10pm to
Sam for the Rural Zone and that therefore the daytime zone is consequently
amended to start at Sam (5am to 7pm).

The issue with applying the daytime noise limit at Sam is the noise limit of 55 dB
L Aeq(15 mins) does not protect against sleep disturbance. In addition, the night-time
Lamax provision would cease at this time.

The submitter refers to intensive farming activities as being required to meet the
noise limits. While that is true, the limits also form the permitted baseline against

which all other activities that might establish in the Rural Zone would be judged.
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43.

44.

This might be anything from contractors’ depots to factories to distribution
centres.

By changing the night-time hours to cease at S5am provides for sleep protection to
cease at that time. This only allows 7 hours sleep protection (10pm to 5am)
which, in my opinion, is unacceptable. The time of 7am is a reasonable hour
(some would say too early) to protect the rural community against the start-up of
a noisy neighbouring activity.

For that reason, I recommend that this submission be declined in this respect and

that the night-time period be retained up until 7am.

Submission S23/013 - Horticulture New Zealand

45.

46.

47.

48.

49.

50.

This submitter considers that the wording of 3C.4.2 Standards for Permitted
Activities (d - iv) would be better to state that the activities are exempt from the
requirements, rather than not controlled by.

Horticulture NZ also seeks that it be made clear that helicopter landing areas and
rural airstrips are part of rural production activities and so are included in
3C.4.2(d —iv) and would not therefore be controlled by the limits in Table 3C.4.2.
With respect to the use of the word “exempt” rather than “not controlled by” the
words “not controlled by have been carefully selected. The use of the word
“exempt” has previously been interpreted as meaning that there are no controls
on the activities which are identified i.e. they are completely exempt. Therefore,
rural production activity could operate at any time of the day or night with no
limit on the noise or no requirement to control the noise.

This is not however the case because there are sections of the RMA that control
unreasonable (s16) and/or excessive noise (s327). Section 16 of the RMA
requires that the best practicable option (BPO) must be adopted to ensure that
noise does not exceed a reasonable level.

While the noise is not controlled by the limits in Table C3.1, rural production
activity is not exempt from being controlled if the noise is unreasonable or if it
can be reduced using the BPO.

With respect to the helicopter landing areas and rural airstrips these can cause a

significant noise nuisance and are appropriately controlled by reference to
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51.

NZS 6805% and NZS 6807*. The difference here is between the occasional use of
a paddock purely for agricultural use and the establishment of a rural airstrip for
regular use by aircraft and helicopters. The latter could have a significant impact
on residential neighbours and the noise needs to be controlled.

I therefore recommend that the submission be declined in these respects.

Submission S23/014 - Horticulture New Zealand

40.

This submission seeks that 3C.4.2 Standards for Permitted Activities (Guidance
Note 2) should also clarify that intermittent use for rural production activities is
included in the “exemptions”. Rural production activities are not controlled by
the District Plan noise rules and this already includes intermittent use if it can be
shown that it is for rural production activities, including use by top dressing
planes and helicopters. As stated above, I disagree that helicopter landing areas
and rural airstrips per se should be given exemption from the need to be assessed
using the relevant New Zealand Standards and as such I recommend that this part

of the submission is declined.

Noise in the Rural Zone — The Notional Boundary
Submission S8/010 NZDF

52.

53.

54.

This part of the NZDF submission identifies that Table 3C.1 states that the
potentially affected zone is to be measured at any point within the boundary of
any other site in the zone. However, the notional boundary is the generally
accepted approach to applying the relevant noise limits and there is no robust
rationale provided to deviate from this.

In my Part 1 report dated 29 April 2016 I explained why the use of notional
boundary concept is poor as a future planning tool because it does not protect land
in a situation where an owner has the existing right to build a new noise sensitive
activity, such as a dwelling.

The notional boundary is defined in NZS 6801:2008° as “a line 20 metres from
any side of a dwelling or the legal boundary where this is closer to the dwelling™.

3 NZS 6805:1992 Airport Noise Management and Land Use Planning
4NZS 6807:1994 Noise Management and Land Use Planning for Helicopter Landing Areas

3NZS 6801:2008 Acoustics — Measurement of Environmental Sound
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55.

56.

57.

58.

59.

60.

It is a common law principal® that there is no defence that the plaintiff has come
to the nuisance. The simple reason for this common law rule is that an owner
should not be able to permanently diminish the value of neighbouring land,
without providing compensation simply by establishing his or her use first.
Section 8.4.4 of NZS 6802:2008 discusses the locations at which noise emissions
from a site are required to comply with a noise limit and states “whether rural
land not used for human habitation deserves protection against noise may depend
on the suitability of the land for future residential development and the existing
or future potential recreational amenity of the land”’.

By applying the noise limits at the site boundary this protects the land itself from
external noise and, if necessary, allows a further assessment to be made of the
future use of neighbouring land to determine whether there are any conflicts
between a neighbour’s right to construct a noise sensitive activity against the
need, if any, to exceed District Plan noise limits on that land.

There are a number of Councils that apply the noise limits at the site boundary in
Rural Zones including Palmerston North City, South Taranaki District, and Hutt
City. Ashburton District Council only applies the “notional boundary” concept
to large rural blocks, not small scale rural/residential areas. In Wellington, the
City District Plan applies the least strict residential noise limits at the rural site
boundary while applying strict noise limits at the ‘Notional Boundary’ (which is
called the conceptual boundary in that case).

It is recognised that there is a tension with respect to where the noise limit should
apply in rural areas, and NZS 6802:2008 recommends that the notional boundary
be used. However, to avoid uncertainty with respect to future planning
provisions, then I recommend that the rural noise limits apply at the neighbouring
land site boundary rather than at the notional boundary of dwellings.

I therefore recommend that the submission be declined in this respect and that the

Rural Noise limits apply at any point within the boundary of any other site.

¢ Davidson, A., 2003 “Reverse Sensitivity — Are No-Complaints Instruments a Solution? “New Zealand

Journal of Environmental Law, 7, p203.
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Noise in the Residential/Village Zones

Submission S17/028 - Spark

61.

62.

63.

64.

65.

This submitter reasons that the noise standards for cabinets in the National
Environmental Standards for Telecommunications Facilities (NESTF) should be
applied to all noise emitting activities in the Residential/Village Zone (3C.4.1
Permitted Activities (b) — Table 3C.1 Noise Levels — Residential/Village). Their
argument is that because the standards in the NESTF are deemed quiet enough on
a national basis for telecommunications cabinets then all activities in these zones
in the Manawatu District should be standardized to the same limits as
telecommunications cabinets.

I strongly disagree with this reasoning. It is the prerogative of the local
community to establish what their local noise environment should be. This might
be stricter than the NESTF standards or less strict. The NESTF applies to
telecommunications units which are specifically located and have their own noise
propagation characteristics.

The noise limits in the Residential/Village Zone are deliberately strict. These
zones form a very small part of the Manawatu District (the Rural Zone represents
96% of the District) and the strict noise limits are purposely designed to provide
for a quiet and peaceful community with noisy activities encouraged to go
elsewhere.

Telecommunication cabinets do not need to meet the District Plan noise limits
because of the NESTF and this is appropriate given their likely location in
residential streets (and the difficulty in meeting local noise limits) but also the
fact that cabinet noise sources are comparatively small and the noise will reduce
quickly with distance. Larger noise generating activities (such as a factory) will
tend to cause noise levels to be greater further from the source. This means that
telecommunication cabinets can establish closer to site boundaries than other
sources and generate high local noise that is less likely to cause a nuisance further
afield.

The NESTF noise limits are appropriate for telecommunication cabinets and
reflect the importance of these devices as telecommunications infrastructure with
the restriction on where they can be positioned (in residential areas). It is,

however, not reasonable to apply the same standard to all types of activities.
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66.

67.

These other activities may not have the same importance as the
telecommunication cabinets and would be able to be located elsewhere.

It is also entirely appropriate for the Manawatu community to identify
residential/village areas to be quiet and to be protected against future noise
generating activities.

I therefore recommend that this submission be rejected in this respect, for the
above reasons, and that the noise limits recommended for Table 3C.1 for

Residential/Village should remain unchanged.

Submission S18/029 - Chorus

68.

This submission is the same as the one above and my recommendation is the

same.

Temporary Activity Noise

Submission S16/057 - Powerco

69.

70.

71.

72.

The submission seeks to add the word “significant” before “adverse effects” in
3F.3 Objectives and Policies (Policy 1.2). This would ensure that less than minor
or minor effects are not considered alongside significant adverse effects. It should
be noted that sometimes short term effects are acceptable when temporary (e.g.
for emergency works).

I agree that short term effects may have a lesser impact than effects of permanent
activities but this is because the temporary nature of the activity makes it less
significant. In other words, the activity could generate higher noise levels but the
impact could still be minor or less than minor.

For example, an entertainment event might occur on one afternoon for 2-3 hours
which could generate quite high levels of noise and still be reasonable. The
overall assessment of that single event might be that the noise effects are minor
or less than minor.

However other temporary activities might locate at a single location for, say, a
month at a time. It is not difficult to imagine that a noise source (say a portable
generator) could create noise during that period that would cause a nuisance to
nearby residential neighbours. This effect would be significant and would not be

acceptable.
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73.

74.

75.

76.

While I accept therefore that short term temporary activities could reasonably
generate noise that exceeds the District Plan noise limits, the key to the
assessment would be that the noise effects would need to be, at least, minor and,
at best, less than minor. Such an activity would be Discretionary and would be
assessed on its merits in terms of the Resource Management Act.

I do not consider that it is appropriate to provide for temporary activities that have
“significant” effects.

The submission mentions emergency work and this is dealt with by the
application of the construction noise standard’ or by the separate provisions in the
RMA for emergency work®.

I therefore recommend that this submission be declined insofar as it seeks to insert
the word “significant” before “adverse effects” in 3F.3 Objectives and Policies
(Policy 1.2).

Submission S21/014 - Z Energy Ltd, BP Oil NZ Ltd, Mobile Oil NZ Ltd

77.

This submission seeks the same outcome as the submission above and 1

recommend that it be declined for the same reasons.

Temporary Military Training Activities (TMTA)

Submission S8/12 - NZDF

78.

79.
80.

81.

NZDF seeks to provide for temporary military training activities under Chapter 3
as it is inappropriate to confine these to a particular zone due to the varied nature
of the activities.

I considered the issue of TMTA in my Part 1 Report dated 29 April 2016.

I disagree with the NZDF position. NZDF seeks to install a standardised
approach for TMTA across the country using set-backs from activities such as
weapons firing, battle simulations and explosives as the prime control
mechanism. This includes night-time battle simulations.

I consider that such activities should not be provided for as Permitted Activities
throughout the District. Noisier TMTA activities would be more appropriate in

the Rural Zone, for example, than in the Residential/Village Zone and I

7NZS 6803:1999 Acoustics — Construction Noise
8 Sections 330 and 330B.

P.O. BOX 14-315 WELLINGTON 6241. TELEPHONE 64-4-388 3407
ACOUSAFE CONSULTING & ENGINEERING LTD



recommend that provision for TMTA is not included in Chapter 3 but that it be
considered in each zone section as it is reviewed. On that basis [ recommend that

the submission be declined.

Conclusions

82. I have considered various submissions regarding noise in Chapter 3 of the
Proposed District Plan as part of the PC 55 considerations and made
recommendations accordingly.

Nigel Lloyd

Acousafe Consulting & Engineering Limited
17 November 2016

P.O. BOX 14-315 WELLINGTON 6241. TELEPHONE 64-4-388 3407
ACOUSAFE CONSULTING & ENGINEERING LTD
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Introduction

1.

My name is John Hudson. | am a landscape architect and principal of my own practice,
Hudson Associates, and have been practicing in this field for over 30 years. | have a Bachelor
of Arts Degree in Geography from Victoria University and hold post graduate diplomas in
landscape architecture and business administration from Lincoln and Victoria Universities
respectively. | am a registered member, fellow and past president of the New Zealand
Institute of Landscape Architects, and have also held the roles of member and chairman of
the Institute’s professional examination committee for ten years, as well as judge for the

Institute’s biennial award.

I hold a recently renewed Making Good Decisions certificate from the Ministry for the
Environment as a Hearing Commissioner, and have previously attained the Chairing
Endorsement. | have been engaged as an independent commissioner for several large
consent applications, the largest being an appointment by the Minister for the Environment
to the Board of Inquiry hearing Mighty River Power’s Turitea Wind Farm consent application,

which was Called In as a project of national significance.

My practice consults on projects throughout New Zealand, with particular focus on
landscape assessment, subdivision, large scale design, and infrastructure. | am currently
engaged by a number of local authorities throughout the country to provide specialist advice
on consent applications and district plan assessments and provisions. | regularly appear as

an expert witness at both Council hearings and Environment Court appeals.

| confirm that | have read and am familiar with the Environment Court’s Code of Conduct
Practice Note 2014. | agree to be bound by that Code of Conduct and confirm that | have
not omitted to consider material facts known to me that might alter or detract from the

opinions that | express in the following evidence.

| have been engaged by Manawatu District Council to provide expert witness evidence with
regard to specific provisions and submissions of Plan Change 55 that relate to network
utilities within Outstanding Natural Landscapes/Outstanding Natural Features. | have
previously been engaged by Manawatu District Council to prepare a District wide Landscape
Assessment, which has helped inform my understanding of the Manawatu landscape

context.



Scope of evidence

6. The evidence has been structured so that the background context is addressed prior to any

specific submissions, which should allow greater clarity and understanding of the context

behind individual submission points, and the reasoning behind our recommendations. The

evidence covers 6 main topics:

Planning Framework

Palmerston North City Council Approach

Horizons One Plan Policy Framework

Current and Proposed ONFL’s (Operative DP, One Plan and Plan Change 53)
Distinction between linear and non-linear infrastructure

Submission Points

Planning Framework

7. Network utilities in relation to outstanding natural landscapes and features are addressed in

part by the proposed Chapter 3 of the Manawatu District Plan. The relevant provisions are;

Objective 3 - To restrict, except within an existing road carriageway, the development of
network utilities within areas of significant heritage and landscape value recognising the

values of these important areas.

Policy 3.1 - To protect the values that cause an Outstanding Natural Feature and Landscape

to be identified in Appendix 1C from inappropriate subdivision, use and development.

Policy 3.2 - To restrict the development of network utilities, except within an existing road
carriageway, within areas of significant heritage and landscape value in Appendix 1A
(Wetlands, Lakes, Rivers and their Margins), 1B, Significant Areas of Indigenous
Forest/Vegetation (excluding reserves), 1C (Outstanding Natural Features, 1D ( Trees with

Heritage Value) and 1F (Sites with Heritage Value) unless there is no alternative location.

3A.4.1 Permitted Activities
The operation, maintenance, minor upgrading or repair of network utilities existing or which

have been lawfully established.

3A.4.5 Non-complying Activity
Any network utility located within an Outstanding Natural Feature or Landscape in Appendix

1cis a Non-Complying Activity



Essentially, we are discussing network utilities that are new and expanded (as existing
operation and maintenance is a permitted activity) network utilities being considered as a
non-complying activity within the areas identified as Outstanding Natural Features and

Landscapes.

Palmerston North City Council Approach

9.

10.

11.

12.

It is relevant to note the approach taken in the adjacent territorial authority of Palmerston
North City. They have recently completed a Sectional District Plan Review (aspects of which
are still under appeal). The main area of concern in relation to effects on Outstanding
Natural Landscapes within Palmerston North was identified as Windfarms within the Tararua
Ranges Landscape Protection Area (TRLPA), which has been spatially defined to give effect to

the Tararua Ranges ONFL listed in Schedule G of the Horizons One Plan.

The TRLPA is located within the Rural Zone and is addressed by Section 9 of the Proposed

District Plan which states that;
Objective 7 - To recognise parts of the Tararua Ranges and the Manawatu Gorge as
regionally Outstanding Natural Features and Landscapes and protect them from
inappropriate use and development.

And,
Policy 7.3 - To avoid further development of renewable energy generation activities and other

major structures that have the potential to cause significant adverse cumulative effects on

the Tararua Ranges Landscape Protection Area (Map 9.1)

This has led to a non-complying activity for windfarms located within the TRLPA, whereas a
discretionary status is applied when located outside of the TRLPA. This distinction between
non-complying and discretionary activity status based on the location within the recognised
ONFL (TRLPA) is similar to the approach currently being promoted by the Manawatu District

Council for network utilities.

Horizons One Plan

13.

The Horizons One Plan states under Issue 6-2(a) that;
The Region’s outstanding natural features and landscapes can be adversely affected by land
use activities and development. Adverse effects of development on outstanding natural
features and landscapes include the potential for significant adverse cumulative effects.
Developments with the potential for greatest impact include wind farms, residential

subdivision and other major structures.



14. This identifies that ONFL’s can be adversely affected by development and that the largest
impact can come from major structural elements. It is considered that new or expanded
network utilities fall within this consideration and have the potential for significant adverse

effects.

15. The Horizons One Plan also states that;
Territorial Authorities have the responsibility of managing the effects of land use, through
district plan provisions and land use resource consents. Consequently, the management of
competing pressures for the subdivision, use and development of land that may affect
outstanding natural features and landscapes is most appropriately dealt with at a territorial

level. (Chapter 6, 6.1.3 — Para 3)

16. Despite this direction that the management of ONFL’s is best addressed at the territorial
level, there are other relevant aspects of the One Plan which provide guidance, such as
Policy 6-7. This gives direction on how an ONFL assessment should be carried out, stating:

The Regional Council and Territorial Authorities must take into account but not be limited to the
criteria in Table 6.1 when:
(a)identifying outstanding natural features and landscapes, and consider whether the natural
feature or landscape is conspicuous, eminent, remarkable or otherwise outstanding, and
(b)considering adding to, deleting from, or otherwise altering, redefining or modifying the list
of outstanding natural features or landscapes listed in Table G.1 of Schedule G, or
(c)considering the inclusion of outstanding natural features or landscapes into any district
plan*, or
(d)establishing the relevant values to be considered when assessing effects” of an activity on:
(i) outstanding natural features and landscapes listed in Table G.1 of Schedule G, or

(ii) any other outstanding natural feature or landscape.

17. Table G.1 identifies a range of landscapes and features within the Manawatu District that

are outstanding at a regional level. These can be broadly describes as;

e A portion of the Rangitikei River
e The Ruahine Forest Park and the series of highest ridges and hilltops
e The Manawatu Gorge

e Parts of the Manawatu Coastline



18. The significance of Policy 6-7(b) needs to be considered in relation to these areas. The One

19.

Plan does not require their full extent to be included in an ONFL when the Territorial
Authority undertakes their spatial definition of these. Similarly, the extent of the Territorial
Authority’s spatial definition may exceed that indicated in the One Plan. That is the direction
and flexibility by 6-7(b). The One Plan Schedule G list is not rigid and the spatial definition of

ONFL's carried out identified by the Territorial Authority may alter, redefine or modify these.

The situation we have now is that; there are the OF’s listed in the Operative District Plan,
there are ONFL's listed in the One Plan Schedule G, and there are ONFL’s proposed as part of
the Manawatu District Council PC53. The full extent of proposed ONFL areas and the reasons

for their inclusion are detailed in the Manawatu Landscape Assessment Draft.

Current and Proposed ONFL’s

20. The changes made within PC55 only relate to Appendix 1C of the Manawatu District Plan at

21.

22.

23.

this stage. Appendix 1c only lists two Outstanding Features, being the Concrete Terraces
adjacent to the Rangitikei River and the Glow Worm Caves along Limestone Road. Neither
of these Outstanding Features are currently affected by the presence of network utilities

such as gas, electricity or communication corridors.

However, it is important to acknowledge that the provisions relating to Outstanding Natural
Landscapes and Features proposed by PC55, are intended to apply to all of the ONLF areas
through the subsequent District Plan review process, as the operative OF1 and OF2 areas
(Appendix 1C) are not being retained in the District Plan, and will be replaced by the ONFL’s
listed within the new Chapter 5 (via PC53).

Both of the Outstanding Features identified in the Operative District Plan, are contained
within the recently proposed update to Outstanding Natural Landscape and Feature areas
within the Manawatu District. The Manawatu Landscape Assessment has identified a
number of new ONFL areas within the district, and this will be used to update Chapter 5 of

the District Plan, through the Plan Change 53 process.

There is also the list of ONFL’s identified in Schedule G of the Horizons One Plan, however, at
a territorial level, this information has been refined within the Manawatu Landscape
Assessment Draft which is currently undergoing community consultation and will be

resolved through PC53.



Linear and Non-linear infrastructure

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

It is simple to distinguish between linear and non-linear network utilities (e.g. transmission
lines being linear and a telecommunications towers being non-linear). However, the
presence of infrastructural elements has the ability to compromise the values of an ONFL,
regardless of whether or not it has a linear orientation. For this reason, it is considered that

all network utilities should be treated with the same activity status within ONFL's.

Both linear and non-linear infrastructure have the ability to compromise the identified
characteristics and values of a landscape if they are out of scale with the receiving
environment. The dominance of infrastructural elements can occur as either a result of their
size/length, or through the clearance of natural areas that is required to accommodate their

installation and ongoing maintenance.

One concern specific to lineal infrastructure, is that it typically appears as an unnatural
ribbon, which is in direct contrast to the otherwise organic formation of outstanding natural
areas and their contents. This ribbon effect that is typical of above ground powerlines can
also have increased dominance due to your eye being drawn through the landscape along

the infrastructure corridor, which can disrupt the scenic qualities of the location.

There are different potential effects on landscape and amenity that arise through the
various network utility activities. However, they will all result in some degree of disturbance,
whether that be physical or visual, and it is considered that the placement of these utilities

within outstanding natural features and landscapes should not be anticipated.

Where alternative options are not possible, it is considered that a resource consent pathway
can be considered through the non-complying activity status. Provided that the identified
characteristics and values are not adversely effected, then it would be possible to allow
infrastructure activities across some of the outstanding natural features and landscapes.
However, | must note that these comments are made without the knowledge of specific

provisions that may be introduced under Plan Change 53.



Submission Points
29. There are 5 specific submission points that we have been asked to respond to in relation to

the network utilities provision for Outstanding Natural Features and Landscapes.

Transpower New Zealand Limited —S11/042

30. This submission point requests that new or expanded ‘Nationally Significant Infrastructure’
be downgraded to a discretionary activity status under Rule 3A.4.4.

Powerco — S16/045

31. This submission point requests a Restricted Discretionary Rule under 3A.4.4 for network
utilities located within an Outstanding Natural Landscape.

Transpower New Zealand Limited —S11/043

32. This submission point seeks to exclude ‘Nationally Significant Infrastructure’ from the Non-
Complying Rule 3A.4.5.
Powerco - S16/046

33. This submission seeks to exclude lineal network utilities from the Non-Complying Rule
3A.4.5.
First Gas Limited — 520/024

34. This submission seeks to exclude network utilities that are not ‘regionally or nationally

significant’ from the Non-Complying Rule 3A.4.5.

Response to Submissions

35. Essentially, these submission points can be addressed by two key themes. Firstly, that either
regionally or nationally significant infrastructure should be reduced from Non-Complying to
a Discretionary activity status for new or expanded network utilities. Secondly, that linear
infrastructure should also be reduced from Non-Complying to a Discretionary activity status

for new or expanded network utilities.

36. Based on both the existing and soon to be proposed extent of ONFLs in the Manawatu
District, it is considered that there is ample scope for new or expanded network utilities to
be located in a manner which does not require access through the identified ONFLs. Where
this is not possible, a non-complying activity status is appropriate so that the values and

characteristics can be protected.



37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

However, drawing a distinction between Regionally/Nationally Significant infrastructure and
all other infrastructure considered under network utilities is not considered to be justified
from a landscape and visual amenity perspective. The potential impacts that may arise from
these proposals, through the introduction of built elements into outstanding natural areas,

exist regardless of whether or not they are of regional or national significance.

The NPSET Policy 8 is referred to within Transpowers Submission (S11/042), which ‘seek to
avoid adverse effects on outstanding natural landscapes’. It is considered that a non-
complying activity status concisely seeks to avoid adverse effects in this situation, as a
discretionary status would anticipate this type of development and therefore not seek to

avoid.

Furthermore, in relation to the proposed non-complying activity status of network utilities
within ONFLs, another aspect to consider is the New Zealand Coastal Policy Statement
(NZCPS), which seeks, under Policy 15;
To protect the natural features and natural landscapes (including seascapes) of the coastal
environment from inappropriate subdivision, use, and development:
(a) avoid adverse effects of activities on outstanding natural features and

outstanding natural landscapes in the coastal environment;

| am aware that this National Policy Statement (NZCPS) direction only applies to the coastal
environment, however the policy direction is one of avoidance. A non-complying activity
status fulfils such a policy direction. As there is a potential coastal ONFL within the
Manawatu District, it is considered appropriate to apply a similarly restrictive status to all of
the ONFL’s within the district to afford the same level of protection and consistency, rather
than having a different approach for ONFL’s dependent on whether or not they are within

the Coastal Environment.

In relation to the distinction between linear and non-linear infrastructure, it is considered
that the potential adverse effects of linear infrastructure are just as likely as non-linear.
While, in terms of its visual presence, there is often a difference between lineal and non-
lineal network utilities, the scale, repetition, and dominant pattern that a linear
infrastructural element can have on the appearance of an ONFL, warrants a Non-Complying

activity status.



42.

43.

44,

Conclusions

Based on the discussion above, it is considered that a Non-Complying activity status is
appropriate for all network utilities within Outstanding Natural Features and Landscapes.
This includes network utilities that are of National (or Regional) importance and linear

infrastructure.

This is consistent with a similar situation in the adjacent Territorial Authority of Palmerston
North City, appropriately responds to the Horizons One Plan and is reinforced by the work
undertaken in the Manawatu District Landscape Assessment which has identified ONFLs
along with their characteristics and values. A benefit of the Non-Complying activity status is
that it provides a clear intention as to the protection of these important areas (ONFLs) and
indicates to developers of network utilities where new or expanded infrastructure is not
anticipated. Where other factors necessitate the location of a network utility within an
ONFL, it is considered that a Non-Complying activity consent could be sought where specific
proposals do not adversely affect the identified characteristics and values of an Outstanding

Natural Feature and Landscape.

The provisions discussed above, including their wording and activity status, are considered

appropriate from a landscape and visual amenity point of view and | support their intention.

John Hudson

FNZILA
30 October 2016
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