


Contact wishes to make further submissions in support or opposition to submissions on the
Proposed RPS.

Contact has an interest in the Proposed RPS greater than the interest that the general public
has generally.

Contact’s further submissions are as set out in the table attached.

Contact wishes to be heard in support of its submissions and further submissions.

Yours faithfully
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PROPOSED REGIONAL POLICY STATEMENT FOR OTAGO

FURTHER SUBMISSION BY CONTACT ENERGY LIMITED

Name of Submitter

Submitter
Number

Section of RPS

Relief Sought

Support
or
Oppose

Reasons

Otago and Central
South Island Fish
and Game Councils

118/3

Whole Regional
Policy Statement
(overall approach)

Insert a list of regionally significant resource
management issues in Part A, as follows:

"Regionally Significant Resource Management issues

Issue 1: Cumulative effects of human activities on
natural resources, including the over allocation and
degradation of freshwater resources.

Issue 2;: Managing complex interconnections between
natural resources.

Issue 3: Incorporating tangata whenua values in
resource management decisions.

Issue 4: Spreading of pest species.

Issue 4A: The loss of biodiversity, including indigenous

biodiversity.
Issue 4B8: The loss and degradation of wetlands.

Issue 5: Vulnerability to natural hazards.

Issue 6: Adapting to climate change.
Issue 7: Responding to fuel and energy constraints.”

[Page 749 of Summary]

Oppose

As acknowledged in the submission,
the issues are stated in the relevant
chapters. There is no need to repeat
them.

Otago and Central
South Island Fish
and Game Councils

118/3

Whole Regional
Policy Statement
(overall approach)

Ensure RPS is consistent with the Otago Sports Fish
and Gamebird Management Plan

[Page 749 of Summary]

Oppose

The outcome, in terms of changes to
the RPS, is not clear should the
submission be accepted. Decision
makers are only required to have
‘regard to’ the Management Plan.




Name of Submitter | Submitter | Section of RPS Relief Sought Support | Reasons
Number or
Oppose
Forest and Bird NZ 98/259 Regionally » Re write the issues for the region so that they are in Oppose | The outcome, in terms of changes to
Significant Issues | accordance with Section 59 and 62 (RMA) to provide a the RPS, is not clear should the

more detailed overview of the significant issues submission be accepted.
including indigenous biodiversity, the regional matters
of National Importance (S6 RMA).
» Re write the objectives so that they deal with each of
the regionally significant resource issues, rather than
generalised outcomes, and provide clear reasons and
explanations for Objectives and Policies.
[Page 751 of Summary]

Matthew Sole 75/24 Chapter B2 — » Add objectives relating specifically to freshwater, Oppose | The outcome, in terms of changes to

general requests

beds of rivers lakes wetlands and their margins,
coastal water, outstanding natural features and
landscapes including seascapes, land and seascapes,
natural character, including:

* The following biodiversity objective:

"Indigenous biodiversity in terrestrial, freshwater and
coastal environments is maintained through protection
and is restored and/or enhanced where it has been lost

or degraded so that the full range of naturally occurring
ecosystems and habitats and their complement of flora
and fauna is present across / characterises the region,

and enhancement, and restoration particularly in
places where biodiversity has been lost, or degraded.”

« The following objective:

"Human activity supports the healthy functioning and
resilience of naturally occurring ecosystems including

where integrated with production systems.”
- Add an explanation that this objective seeks to halt

the RPS, is not clear should the
submission be accepted.

Other aspects of the relief sought,
particularly in relation to restoration of
biodiversity, may not be realistic in
relation to some environments (e.g. the
Clutha River due to the presence of
hydro dams).




Name of Submitter | Submitter | Section of RPS Relief Sought Support | Reasons
Numbher or
Oppose
and more so reverse the decline in Otago's
biodiversity, and how retaining and enhancing
indigenous habitats, will help halt the decline and why
this is important for Otago's identity and economy.
[Page 791 of Summary]
Forest and Bird NZ 98/24 Chapter B2 - * Re word to read: "The values and life supporting Oppose | The outcome, in terms of changes fo

general requests

capacity of Otago’s natural and physical resources are
recognised, maintained and enhanced.”

* Add objectives relating specifically to freshwater,
beds of rivers lakes wetlands and their margins,
coastal water, outstanding natural features and
landscapes including seascapes, land and seascapes,
natural character.

Add the following biodiversity objective:

"Indigenous biodiversity in terrestrial, freshwater and
coastal environments is maintained through protection,
and is restored and/or enhanced where it has been fost
or degraded so that the full range of naturally occurring
ecosystems and habitats and their complement of flora
and fauna is present across/characterises the region,
and enhancement, and restoration particularly in
places where biodiversity has been lost, or degraded."

= Add further objective:

"Human activity supports the healthy functioning and
resilience of naturally occurring ecosystems including
where integrated with production systems”

+ Add an explanation that this objective seeks to halt
and more so reverse the decline in Otego’s
biodiversity, and how retaining and enhancing
indigenous habitats, will help halt the decline and why

the RPS, is not clear should the
submission be accepted.

Other aspects of the relief sought,
particularly in relation to restoration of
biodiversity, may not be realistic in
relation to some environments (e.g. the
Clutha River due to the presence of
hydro dams).
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Name of Submitter | Submitter Section of RPS Relief Sought Support | Reasons
Number or
Oppose

this is important for Otago's identity and economy.
* Add similar Objective for the coastal ecosystems;
"Coastal ecosystems and their life supporting capacity
are protected and where degraded are enhanced and
restored.”
[Page 791 of Summary]

Environmental 127/24 Chapter B2 — include a chapter focused on freshwater and Oppose | The outcome, in terms of changes to

Defence Society
Incorporated

general requests

incorporate the necessary provisions [i.e.:
« Regionally significant issues relating to freshwater;

- Objectives relating to freshwater, including provision
for the environmental bottom lines in the NPSFM;

+ A freshwater management framework addressing
water quality and guantity, as required under section
CA of the NPSFM;

» Policies and methods addressing the management of
effects (including cumulative effects) of subdivision and
development to reduce impacts on water quality and
on water quantity;

+ Recognition and provision for the preservation of the
natural character of wetlands, and lakes and rivers and
their margins, and their protection from inappropriate
subdivision, use and development;

+ Protection of all wetlands.

[Page 792 of Summary]

the RPS, is not clear should the
submission be accepted.




Name of Submitter

Submitter
Number

Section of RPS

Relief Sought

Support
or
Oppose

Reasons

Environmental
Defence Society
Incorporated

127/24

Chapter B2
general requests

Develop specific measureable objectives addressing
freshwater, and covering inter alia:

+ The safeguarding of the life-supporting capacities,
ecosystem process and indigenous species and their
associated ecosystems of freshwater.

* Avoiding further over-allocation and phasing out
existing over-allocation.

+ Improving and maximizing the efficient allocation and
efficient use of water.

* Protecting significant values of wetlands and of
outstanding freshwater bodies.

For example, see provisions attached in Annexure 2-A.

[Page 792 of Summary]

Oppose

The outcome, in terms of changes to
the RPS, is not clear should the
submission be accepted.

Environmental
Defence Society
Incorporated

127/24

Chapter B2 —
general requests

Include a chapter focused on Outstanding Natural
Features and Landscapes (ONFLs) and incorporating
the necessary provisions to respond to the specific
submissions contained in EDS' submission [i.e.:

» Regionally significant issues relating to ONFLs;

- Specific objectives relating to ONFLs - See examples
in Annexure 2-B of the EDS submission.;

* Policies and methods which clearly identify the
activities which must be managed and how in order to
protect the integrity of ONFLs and amenity
landscapes.]

[Page 793 of Summary]

Oppose

The outcome, in terms of changes to
the RPS, is not clear should the
submission be accepted.

Meridian Energy Ltd

82/30

Policy Suite 2.1 —
The values of

Delete policies 2.1.1 and 2.1.2 and add the following

Support

Agree that the requirement for
“protection” is too high a threshold.




Name of Submitter | Submitter | Section of RPS Relief Sought Support | Reasons
Number or
Oppose
natural resources | new policy: in part The policies could be amended to

are recognised,
maintained or
enhanced

"Recognise the values of freshwater, and the beds of
rivers, lakes, wetlands, and their margins, and manage
them to:

a) Protect outstanding water bodies and wetlands;
and

b} Maintain or enhance the natural functioning of
rivers, lakes, and wetlands, their riparian margins,
and aquifers; and

¢) Maintain ecosystem health and indigenous
biodiversity; and

d) Retain the range and extent of habitats provided by
freshwater; and

e) Maintain migratory patterns of freshwater species,
uniess detrimental to indigenous biodiversity; and

f) Maintain or enhance natural character; and

g) Avoid aquifer compaction, and seawater intrusion
in aquifers; and

h) Maintain or enhance coastal values supported by
freshwater values; and

iy i) Maintain good water quality or enhance it where it
has been degraded; and

i) Retain the quality and reliability of existing drinking
water supplies; and

k) Maintain Kai Tahu values; and
I} Provide for other cultural values; and

m) Maintain important recreation values; and

address the issues raised in the
submission rather than deleting them.
Contact has lodged submissions in
relation to these policies seeking
changes of a slightly different nature.




Name of Submitter

Submitter
Number

Section of RPS

Relief:Sought

Support
or
Oppose

Reasons

n)

Maintain the landscape and amenity values of
rivers,

lakes, and wetlands; and

Avoid the adverse effects of pest species, prevent
their introduction and reduce their spread; and

Mitigate the adverse effects of natural hazards,
including flooding and erosion; and

Maintain bank stability; and

Maintain the ability of existing infrastructure to
operate within their design parameter”

Make any consequential amendments necessary to
give effect to the relief sought.

P

age 809 of Summary]

Forest and Bird NZ

98/31

Policy 2.1.1 -
Managing
freshwater values

* Re name title to read:

» "Managing for healthy freshwater ecosystems", or

» "Achieve healthy freshwater ecosystems"

+ Amend introductory text accordingly

« Amend (a) to read:

"Ensure all water bodies and their margins have
healthy ecosystems; and”

« Amend (b} to read:

"Retain the full range of habitats and indigenous
species supported by freshwater."

* Retain (c) and (e) - (k)
* Amend (d) to read:

Oppose

Some of the provisions requested set
too high and/or unrealistic thresholds
due to the words “protect”, “avoid” and
"ensure”, e.g. "Avoid changes in
hydrology which could adversely affect
indigenous biodiversity.” This creates
a zero effect outcome which is
unrealistic in relation to the operation
of hydro dams.




Name of Submitter

Submitter
Number

Section of RPS

Relief Sought

Support

Oppose

Reasons

"Protect migratory requirements for alfl life cycle stages
of freshwater species, unless detrimental to indigenous
species.”

+ Amend (I) to read:

“Protect recreation values™

+ Add the following policies

"q) Avoid human induced erosion and sedimentation

ry Ensure all water bodies are safe for human health
and contact recreation

s) Avoid changes in hydrology which could adversely
affect indigenous biodiversity.

t) Halt the decline of indigenous species

u) Phase out the over allocation of freshwater that
adversely affects water quality and in stream flows by
2035.

v) Set limits and targets to achieve ecological health
for all water bodies."

[Page 814 of Summary]

Environmental
Defence Society
Incorporated

127/31

Policy 2.1.1 —
Managing
freshwater values

+ Re-classify as a series of objectives identifying the
key freshwater outcomes sought. Appropriate policies
will [be] needed to complement each objective.

- Amend the chapeau to identify the activities which
need to be managed in order to achieve the outcomes
sought in clauses (a) - (p).

- Amend clause (c) to clarify that protection of the
significant vaiues of all wetlands is required.

» Amend clause {g) to clarify the relationship between

Oppose

The outcome, in terms of changes to
the RPS, is not clear should the
submission be accepted.

The suggested amendment to clause
(p) to provide for the maintenance of
existing infrastructure within freshwater
limits needs to take into account the
fact that existing infrastructure is
designed (and consented) to operate

8




Name of Submitter

Submitter
Number

Section of RPS

Relief Sought

Support
or
Oppose

Reasons

coastal and freshwater values, for example through
identifying transition areas where fresh and coastal
waters intersect.

* Amend clause (1) to refer to maintenance of water
quality and other freshwater attributes such as flow,
required for recreation purposes.

+ Amend clause (k) to refer to preventing pest species
as far as possible.

* Amend clause (p) to provide for the maintenance of
existing infrastructure within freshwater limits.

[Page 820 of Summary]

in a particular manner.

Forest and Bird NZ

98/42

Policy 2.2.1 —
Identifying areas
of significant
indigenous
vegetation and
significant
habitats of
indigenous fauna

» Amend title to include terrestrial, freshwater and
coastal sites.

* Amend to read:

"Identify and protect areas of significant indigenous
vegetation and significant habitats of indigenous fauna
for terrestrial and freshwater environments using the
criteria set out in Schedule 5 (being the schedule as
amended by this submission)."

= Add new (b) "Identify and protect areas of significant
indigenous vegetation and significant habitats of
indigenous fauna for coastal environments using the
criteria set out in Schedule xx (being the schedule
included in this submission in Appendix Two)."

[Page 871 of Summary]

Oppose

The requirement to “protect” is too high
a threshold to be applied in every
situation.

Environmental
Defence Society
Incorporated

127/43

Schedule 5 -
Criteria for the
assessment of

* Retention of the 5 criteria headings.

« Changes to align with, or substitution with EDS's

Oppose

The criteria proposed are excessive
and likely to be over-inclusive.




Name of Submitter | Submitter | Section of RPS Relief Sought Support | Reasons
Number or
Oppose
significant preferred wording for
indigenous - significant ecological areas criteria
vegetation and
habitat of - significant ecological marine areas criteria
indigenous fauna .
[refer to submission].
[Page 871 of Summary]

Transpower New 97/44 Policy 2.2.2 — Make similar amendments to the following changes Support | For the reasons stated in the primary
Zealand Ltd Managing suggested for Policy 2.2.4: submission.
§igp|ﬁcant “Protect, enhance and restore the values of

indigenous .
. outstanding natural features, landscapes and
vegetation and seascanes. by:
significant pes, by:
habitats of a) avoiding, or where this is not practicable, remedying
indigenous fauna | or mitigating adverse effects...; and
b)avoiding-remedying-or-mitigating-other-adverse
effects-on-othervalues—and-.."
[Page 878 of Summary]
Pioneer Generation 142/44 Policy 2.2.2 - That Policy 2.2.2 be adopted with the following Support | For the reasons stated in the primary
Ltd Managing amendments” submission.
significant . .
Lo Protect and, where appropriate, enhance the values of
indigenous L — .
) areas of significant indigenous vegetation and
vegetation and L ) 2 "
D significant habitats of indigenous fauna, by...
significant
habitats of [Page 884 of Summary]
indigenous fauna
Shotover Country 131/46 Policy 2.2.4 - Amend as follows: Support | For the reasons stated in the primary
Ltd Managing submission.

outstanding
natural features,

"Rrotect-enhance-and-restore Manage subdivision,
use and development that affects the values of
outstanding natural features, landscapes and

10




Mame of Submitter

Submitter
Number

Section of RPS

Relief Sought

Support
or
Oppose

Reasons

landscapes and
seascapes

seascapes, by:

a) Avoiding adverse effects orthose-values-whieh
contribute-te which will result in the loss of the
significance of the natural feature, landscape or
seascape; and

6)-Assessing-the-significance-of-adverse-effests-en
values;-as-detailed-in-Schedule-3:-and

a) Recognising that appropriately designed and
managed recreational activities in_such locations can
be appropriate, and can entail community benefits
such as the enjoyment of landscapes values

(h) Recognising that when activities have a functional
need to locate within such places and emphasis on
mitigating or remedying adverse effects rather than
avoiding them may be appropriate".

[Page 896 of Summary]

Environmental
Defence Society
Incorporated

127/48

Policy 2.2.6 —
Managing special
amenity
landscapes and
highly valued
natural features

Amend Policy 2.2.6 to:
» Comprise of objectives and policies.

* Require avoidance of significant adverse effects of
the values contributing to the identification of amenity
landscapes, and to avoid, remedy or mitigate all other
effects on those values.

* Include addition policies identifying what activities
(i.e. subdivision, use and development) need to be
managed, and how in order to avoid significant
adverse effects.

Oppose

The outcome, in terms of changes to
the RPS, is not clear should the
submission be accepted.

11




Name of Submitter | Submitter | Section of RPS Relief Sought Support | Reasons
Number or
Oppose
See examples in Annexure 2-B of the EDS
submission.
[Page 909 of Summary]
Environmental 127/55 Policy 2.2.13 - Amend the RPS to: Oppose | The outcome, in terms of changes to
Defence Society Managing + Include specific freshwater obiectives. includin the RPS, is not clear should the
Incorporated outstanding water ieiide sp e ; J t;: di ' Ig d submission be accepted.
bodies and objectives relating to freshwater bodies and wetlands. ‘ .
wetlands » Require avoidance of permanent loss of significant A requirement to avoid all adverse
equ oidan P ntlo g : effects is a zero effect regime and is
values of wetlands and outstanding fresh water bodies. not consistent with the RMA
- Require the avoidance of all adverse effects on these A requirement to enhance freshwater
areas. bodies and wetlands may not be
- Identify what activities the effects of which need to be realistic.
avoided.
- Require enhancement of freshwater bodies and
wetlands.
[Page 930 of Summary]
QOceana Gold (New 140/55 Policy 2.2.13 — Amend “a) Avoiding, remedying or mitigating Support | For the reasons stated in the primary
Zealand) Ltd Managing significant...” submission.
ggg?sng:]n dg water [Page 932 of Summary]
wetlands
Aurora Energy 76/98 Policy 3.4.1 — Amend Policy 3.4.1 c) as follows Support | For the reasons stated in the primary
Limited Integrating u » submission.
infrastructure with ¢) Manage urban-growth...
land use [Page 1007 of Summary]
Meridian Energy 82/99 Policy 3.4.2 — Amend b) as follows: Support | For the reasons set out in the primary
Limited ;\:f?:l:t%i?c%ure “b) Reduse Minimise adverse effects of those activities submission.

12




Name of Submitter | Submitter | Section of RPS Relief Sought Support | Reasons
Number or
Oppose
activities as far as praticable, including cumulative adverse
effects on natural and physical resources.
[Page 1018 of Summary]

Radio New Zealand | 57/100 Policy 3.4.3 — Amend the policy as indicated below: Support | For the reasons set out in the primary
Limited Designing Heline | poicy 3.4.3 Designing Provide for lifeline uilties and submission.
faciliites for facilities for essential or emergency services

essential or Daesign Provide for lifeline utilities, and facilities for
emergency essential or emergency services, to-by :
services a) Maintaining their ability to function to the fuilest
extent possible, during and after natural hazard events;
and
b) Taking into account their operational co-
dependence with other lifeline utilities and essential
services to ensure their effective operation.
[Page 1024 of Summary]
Transpower New 97/101 Policy 3.4.4 — Amend as follows: Support | For the reasons set out in the primary
Zealand Ltd mftli?;aast;ilgr? hazard "Protect the functioning of hazard mitigation measures, submission.
measures, lifeline lifeline
utilities, and utilities, essential or emergency services, including by:
essential a) Restricting the establishment of any new these
emergency tivities
services ac

b) Avoiding significant adverse effects on the
operation, maintenance and upgrading those
measures...

c) Avoiding, remedying or mitigating other adverse
effects on the operation, maintenance and upgrading

13




Name of Submitter | Submitter | Section of RPS Relief Sought Support | Reasons
Number or
Oppose
these of utilities...”
[Page 1028 of Summary]
Waitaki Irrigators 113/103 Policy suite 3.5~ | Recognise the nationai and regional importance of Oppose | The outcome, in terms of changes to
Collective Limited Infrastructure of irrigation infrastructure within this suite of policies. the RPS, is not clear should the
?Gattig:zl‘ and [Page 1033 of Summary] submission be accepted.
glor . While irrigation infrastructure has
significance is o !
. benefits in terms of agricultural
managed in a L .
) production, it is not in the category of
sustainable way ) D .
national significance in the same way
as other infrastructure is under
National Policy Statements (e.g. NPS
for Renewable Electricity Generation
2011).
Fonterra Co- 99/104 Policy 3.5.1 - Retain Policy 3.5.1 as notified subject to the following Support | For the reasons set out in the primary
operative Group Recognising amendments “ Recognise the national-and-regional submission.
Limited national and significance-of and provide for the continued operation
regional of the following regionally and nationally significance
significance of infrastructure. ..”
infrastructure [Page 1035 of Summary]
Fonterra Co- 99/107 Objective 3.6 — Retain Objective 3.6 as notified. Support | For the reasons set out in the primary
operative Group Energy supplies submission.
Limited to Otago's [Page 1054 of Summary]
communities are
secure and
sustainable
Otago Water 121/162 Policy suite 4.4 — | Include the following new policy ahead of the existing Oppose | The requested policy presupposes that

Resource Users
Group

Otagos
communites can
make the most of

policy 4.4.1:

"4.4.1A Managing water for consumptive use

water is available, which may not be
the case on the basis that it has been
allocated or is otherwise already being

14




Name of Submitter | Submitter | Section of RPS Relief Sought Support | Reasons
Number or
Oppose
the natural and When managing water; used for other purposes.
g:g}l;i?gl;gfize a) Recognise that the consumptive uses of Otago's
water reguire sufficient quantities of quality water; and
b) Recognise that significant historic investment reliant
on water availability require sufficient quantities of
quality water.”
[Page 1204 of Summary]
Trustpower Limited 85/166 Objective 4.5 — Amend Objective 4.5 as follows: "Adverse effects Support | For the reasons set out in the primary
Adverse effects of | arising from the development use of Otago’s natural submission.
using and and physical resources are avoided, remedied or
enjoying Otago’'s | mitigated ef-using-and-enjeying-Otago's-ratural-and
natural and built built-environment-are-minimised
:anr;r\:zlr’ggr:;nt are [Page 1209 of Summary]
Environmental 1271174 Policy 4.5.7 — * Delete clause (a). Oppose | The requested deletion of clause (a) is
Defence Society Enabiling . . . . opposed on the basis that the
Incorporated offsetting of é\mend t?f Sﬁzqur thatﬂ:g ds?tmeri%ct:a:mr;s ar\i/:tldat(r)lce of functional necessity to locate in a
indigenous adverse efiects Is required. ' is ppropriale significant or outstanding area is a
biodiversity prowFie for remediation, mitigation or offsetting in those relevant consideration.
locations.
» Amend to specify when offsetting is required. For :gr?r::ec;fr;?gr?c}ass: tgethzuggrsnei’s‘:ot
example, subdivision, use and development which clear should tlge submission t;e
[affects] indigenous biodiversity. accepted.
[Page 1230 of Summary]
Central Otago 59/175 Policy 4.5.8 — Delete Oppose | Offsetting is recognised as an
Environmental Offsetting for appropriate technique in certain
Society indigenous [Page 1233 of Summary) circumstances.
biodiversity

15







Name of Submitter | Submitter | Section of RPS Relief Sought Support | Reasons
Number or
Oppose
Forest and Bird NZ 98/249 Glossary Add new definitions: Support | For the reasons set out in the primary

« "Biodiversity Offsets

Measurable conservation outcomes resuiting from
actions designed to compensate for residual adverse
biodiversity impacts arising from project development
after appropriate avoidance, minimisation, remediation
and mitigation measures have been taken. The goal of
biodiversity offsets is to achieve no net loss and
preferably a net gain of biodiversity on the ground.”

* "No net loss
Means no net loss with respect to:

* Species abundance, population structure, and
composition (e.g. individual species or species groups)

+ Habitat structure (e.g. vegetation tiers, vegetation
pattern) - Ecosystem function (e.g. nutrient cycling
rates)

* People’s use of and cultural values associated with
biodiversity (e.g. particularly valued habitats or
species).

No net loss, in essence, refers to the point at which
biodiversity gains from targeted biodiversity
management activities match the losses of biodiversity
due to the impacts of a specific development project,
so that there is no net reduction in the type, amount
and condition (quality) of biodiversity. A net gain
means that biodiversity gains exceed a specific set of
losses associated with a development.”

[Page 1315 of Summary)

submission.
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Name of Submitter

Submitter
Number

Section of RPS

Relief Sought

Support
or
Oppose

Reasons

Royalburn Farming
Company Ltd

102/249

Glossary

Add the following definitions:

« Significant infrastructure — include lifeline utilities and
any infrastructure considered to be of regional or
national significance;

» Significant Community Facility - include facilities that
provide essential community services;

= Urban; ?

- Regionally Significant Soil Resource - include all soil
resources intended to be managed by the PRPS;

« Regionalily Significant industry Activity - include any
activity associated with tourism or primary production;

» Hard mitigation measures;

Amend definition of Kai Tahu to clarify if has the same
or different meaning as “Ngai Tahu”, having particular
regard to the Ngai Tahu Claims Settlement Act 1998
and other planning documents outside Otago.

[Page 1316 of Summary]

Support
in part

‘Significant infrastructure’ - for the
reasons set out in the primary
submission.

Director General of
Conservation

117/249

Glossary

+ Inciude the following definition of'biodiversity
offsetting” as follows:

"Measurable conservation outcomes resuiting from
actions designed to compensate for significant residual
adverse biodiversity impacts arising from project
development after appropriate avoidance,
minimisation, remediation and mitigation measures
have been taken. The goal of biodiversity offsetting is
to achieve no net loss and preferably a net gain of
biodiversity on the ground.”

« Include definition of "no net loss" as follows: "No

Support

For the reasons set out in the primary
submission.
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Name of Submitter

Submitter
Number

Section of RPS

Relief Sought

Support
or
Oppose

Reasons

overall reduction in biodiversity as measured by type,
amount and condition.”

[Page 1319 of Summary]
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Mitigation and off-setting are reasonable and

Whole
Otago Regional strengthened to ensure "mitigation” and effective tools where these result in meeting
Environment Policy "off-setting” will not be used to betray the social, cultural, environmental and
al Society Statement those fundamental principles. economic outcomes desired.
(overall
approach)
Guardians of | 73 Whole Suggests a review of the outcomes to Oppose Regional Policy Statements are intended to
Lake Regional make them more tangible, measurable, provide an overview of the resource
Wanaka and Policy and inspirational, as well as clarification management issues of the region and policies
Guardians of Statement around operational intent, and the and methods to achieve integrated
Lake Hawea (overall relationship of the RPS to the ORC Long management of the natural and physical
approach) Term Plan and Regional City and District resources of the region. The submitter seeks
plans. that the RPS goes further than providing this
overview. This would overstep the optimal role
of the RPS, particularly given the varying
community issues and preferences between
Otago’s TLAs.
McKeague 89 Whole Amend all policies using the word "avoid", | Support There are a number of areas within the draft
Consultancy Regional or delete the word "avoid” and replace RPS where the words ‘avoid’, ‘prevent’ or
Ltd Policy with "minimise”, given the potential impact ‘require’ occur. Given the potential implications
Statement of case law. of using these terms we ask Council to amend
(overall as sought.
approach)
McKeague 89 Whole Add clarity as to whether, to be deemed Support Clarity is required.
Consultancy Regional "significant”, resources need to meet all
Ltd Policy criteria or just one, in the relevant policies.
Statement
(overall
approach)

Federated Farmers Further Submissions to the Proposed Ofago Regional Policy Statement.
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Fonterra Co- | 99 Whole Seeks to amend the RPS to clearly Support Proposed amendments would provide greater
operative Regional identify the regionally significant issues clarity to plan users and better recognise the
Group Policy that need to be addressed and set out the positive contribution of natural and physical
Limited Statement objectives, policies and methods to resource use to the community.
(overall address those issues.
approach) Seeks the PRPS is amended to set out a
clear, coherent, integrated strategy
focussing specifically on the management
of natural and physical resources.
Seeks that the PRPS include more explicit
provisions that recognise and provide for
natural and physical resources to be used
for the benefit of the social and economic
well-being of the community.
Waitaki 113 | Whole Reconsider the use of the word "avoid" Support There are a number of areas within the draft
Irrigators Regional throughout the PRPS. RPS where the words ‘avoid’, ‘prevent’ or
Collective Policy ‘require’ occur. Given the potential implications
Limited Statement of using these terms we ask Council to amend
(overall as sought.
approach)
Horticulture 124 Whole Make amendments to better recognise the | Support Would better recognise the positive
New Regional importance of food production in the contribution of natural and physical resource
Zealand Policy Otago region. use to the community.
Statement
(overall
approach)
Oceana 140 Whole Relating to the use of "avoid, enhance, There are a number of areas within the draft
Gold (New Regional maintain”; Amend and/or ensure that the RPS where the words ‘avoid’, ‘prevent’ or
Zealand) Policy use of prescriptive terms like "avoid" are ‘require’ occur. Given the potential implications

Federated Farmers Further Submissions to the Proposed Otago Regional Policy Statement.
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of using these terms we ask Council to amend

(overall as sought.
approach)
Ravensdown | 143 Whole Amend the use of the term "Avoid", so Support There are a number of areas within the draft
Works Regional that effects of inappropriate activity are RPS where the words ‘avoid’, ‘prevent’ or
Limited Policy avoided. ‘require’ occur. Given the potential implications
Statement of using these terms we ask Council to amend
(overall as sought.
approach)
Ravensdown | 143 Whole With regard to the use of the words Support Proposed amendments would provide greater
Works Regional "values" and "outcomes", amend to clarity for plan and resource users.
Limited Policy specify values and outcomes sought.
Statement
(overall
approach)
Upper 144 Whole Review and amend the language and Support Proposed amendments would provide greater
Clutha Regional rhetoric to be clear and precise. The use clarity for plan and resource users.
Conservatio Policy of the word "values" needs to be
n Taskforce Statement reviewed. Clearly define or replace the
(overall word "values”.
approach)
Remarkable | 147 Whole Remove the policies to maintain and Support Proposed amendments would provide greater
s Park Regional enhance resources that are not of clarity for plan and resource users.
Limited and Policy regional significance, so that the RPS
Queenstown Statement focuses on those resources that are of
Park Limited (overall regional significance.
approach)

Federated Farmers Further Submissions to the Proposed Otago Regional Policy Statement.
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Straterra 151 Whole » Deletion of the word “protect” where it Support ! Proposed amendments would provide greater
Regional occurs and replaced with “maintain”. clarity for plan and resource users.
Policy » The addition of remedy or mitigate
Statement wherever sole reference is made to
(overall avoiding adverse effects.
approach) * Replace “minimise” with “avoid, remedy
or mitigate”.
Dunedin City | 156 Whole Enabling policies should be able to Support The sought wording change would better
Council Regional override more specific avoidance policies. enable TLAs to give full effect to the RPS
Policy where the term "avoid" is used in the context of
Statement enabling policies.
(overall
approach)
Central 37 Regionally State the significant resource Support Agree that in the absence of those issues, the
Otago significant management issues for the Otago region. PRPS advances policies and methods which
District issues are best determined at a local and not regional
Council level.
Dunedin City | 156 Regionally o Ensure that there is a more Support Agree there needs to be greater clarity and
Council significant comprehensive identification and consistency of language regarding issues
issues articulation of regionally and responsibilities for them.
significant issues and, where an
issue is regionally significant,
responsibilities are allocated
appropriately through relevant
methods, and consistency of
language and terms.
¢ Include more comprehensive
identification and articulation of
the regionally significant issues,

Federated Farmers Further Submissions to the Proposed Otago Regional Policy Statement.
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showing how these are to be

addressed with the objectives and

2

e Seeks the RPS include the
following as a "regionally
significant issue™

"Natural and physical resources need to
be effectively and sustainably managed to

fully realise the benefits of infrastructure
and economic activities for the region's

wellbeing (particularly the region’s
economic wellbeing)."

policies..
Dunedin City | 156 Introduction - Provide further guidance on where an Support Proposed amendments would provide greater
Council Overview and | RPS sits within the wider planning clarity for plan and resource users.
the Otago framework.
Region
Dunedin City | 156 Introduction - Include a description of the geographical Oppose in part While people are important, the primary focus
Council Overview and | distribution of the people of Otago. is the management of resource use. We would
the Otago not support any such amendment where it
Region undervalued the importance of resource use in
rural areas to the Otago region.
Fonterra Co- | 99 Introduction - Seeks amendments to the fourth outcome | Support Agree the sought amendments would provide
operative RPS of the RPS Framework. greater clarity, and better acknowledgement of
Group framework the benefits of the primary sector’s resource
Limited use to the region.
AgResearch | 116 Introduction - + Seeks that the RPS identify Support Agree the sought after amendment will provide
Ltd RPS "regionally significant issues" greater clarity, and that there is a need for the
framework instead of "outcomes". RPS to include a focus on encouraging future

economic growth within the Otago Region.

Federated Farmers Further Submissions to the Proposed Otago Regional Policy Statement.

Page 7




Otago and 118 Introduction - Seeks amendment to the description of Oppose While the resilience and quality of natural

Central RPS "Otago has high quality natural resources resources and ecosystems is important, the

South Island framework and ecosystems” (p.11) to elevate the ability to sustainably use these resources is

Fish and importance of natural resources and their also important. The sought amendment

Game ecosystems. elevates the status of natural resources and

Councils ecosystems beyond what is required or
reasonable for effective resource use.

Transpower | 97 Introduction - Seeks wording changes In "Expression of | Support in part Federated Farmers initially submitted to retain

New The Treaty Te Tiriti o Waitangi". the proposed wording; however we agree the

Zealand Partner submitter’s suggested wording more

Limited appropriately reflects the role of Kai Tahu and
recognises that some developments/use (e.g.
nationally or regionaily significant
infrastructure) has to be located in specific
areas.

Dunedin City | 156 Introduction - Seeks amendment to the first bullet point | Support Agree the sought amendment better reflects

Council The Treaty on page 7. Kai Tahu rights in terms of consultation, and

Partner under the Treaty of Waitangi.

Central 37 Schedule 3 - Delete Schedule 3. Support Agree with the submitter’s concerns around

Otago Significance the local implications of Schedule 3.

District threshold

Council

Royalburn 102, | Schedule 3 - Delete Schedule 3 or amend as per Support Agree with the concerns expressed by these

Farming 103, | Significance suggested wording. submitters around the implications of Schedule

Company 104, | threshold 3.

Ltd, Walter 105,

Peak 106,

Station, 107,

Federated Farmers Further Submissions to the Proposed Otago Regional Policy Statement.
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Millbrook
Country
Club,
Eastburn
Farm, RCL
Queenstown
PTY Ltd,
Damper Bay
Estates Ltd,

Halfway Bay
Station,
Water Tight
Investments
Ltd, Soho
Basin
Skifield
Limited,
Northlake
Investments
Limited,
Shotover
Country
Limited,
Ayrburn
Farm
Developmen
ts Limited,
Bridesdale
Farm
Developmen
ts Limited,

Glencoe

Federated Farmers Further Submissions to the Proposed Otago Regional Policy Statement.




Station

Limited,

Treble Cone

Investment

Limited,

Woodlot

Properties

Limited,

Henley

Downs Farm

Holdings

Limited, Real

Journeys.

Landpro 150 Chapter B1 - « Supports objectives, policies and Support in part Agree that it is important to ensure resource

Limited general methods which ensure resource management decisions take Kai Tahu values

requests management decisions take Kai Tahu into account, however it is important that there

values into account whilst providing is some flexibility around what this involvement
flexibility on the circumstances within may mean for more general resource
which Kai Tahu will be engaged for more management processes, particularly given the
general resource management processes. potential for unnecessary duplication and delay
* Supports policies and methods which leading to additional costs.
avoid procedural duplication, delays and
increases in costs where resource
management decisions are required from
a local authority.

Te Runanga | 154 Outcome 1 Seeks amendment to Outcome 1 to Oppose Providing ‘availability of high quality resources

o Moeraki, and provide for the ‘availability’ of ‘high quality unnecessarily and unfairly elevates the status

Federated Farmers Further Submissions to the Proposed Otago Regional Policy Statement.
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Kati Huirapa introduction resources’ to Kai Tahu. of Kai Tahu above other resource users, a

Runaka ki particular concern given this is the high level

Puketeraki, resource management document for the Otago

Te Runanga region.

o Otakou

and Hokonui

Runanga

Contact 74 Need 1.1 Suggests amendments to wording in Support Agree with the concerns around use of the

Energy paragraph 2 under "Need" under words ‘give effect to’ and that it is important

Limited Objective 1.1 (p.16). that the language used does not accidentally

confuse the decision maker’s obligations.

Otago Water | 121 Need 1.2 Suggests amendments to wording in Support Agree with the concerns expressed by the

Resource statement associated to Objective 1.2 (p. submitter, particularly that

Users Group 16). - The provision currently implies that
local authorities have not been
sufficiently effective in recognising Kai
Tahu values and plans.

- “Torecognise Kai Tahu plans” is too
absolute and suggests the Kai Tahu
plans are binding on local authority
plans.

- “To enable the exercise of customary
rights” is too absolute. Section 6 of the
RMA refers to recognising and
providing for the protection of
"protected customary rights" not
"customary rights”.

Otago Water | 121 Introduction to | Seeks deletion of the paragraph within Support in part We have similar concerns as the submitter but
Resource Objective 1.1 the introduction to Objective 1.1 which consider these could be addressed in large

Federated Farmers Further Submissions to the Proposed Otago Regional Policy Statement.
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Users Group

begins..."A partnership approach, which
involves Kai Tahu...”

e
part by rewording the proposed introduction
along the lines sought by the submitter, rather
than deleting it altogether.

Alliance 56, Policy 1.1.2 - Seeks amendments to Policy 1.1.2 Support We agree with the amendments sought for the

Group 60, Taking the reasons expressed by these submitters. The

Limited, 61, principles of RMA already obliges councils to maintain good

PowerNet 85 The Tiriti o working relationships with Kai Tahu when

Limited, HW Waitangi into dealing with resource management issues.

Richardson account.

Group

Limited,

Trustpower

Limited

Transpower | 97 Policy 1.1.2 - Seeks amendments to Policy 1.1.2 Support Agree with the principle that Kai Tahu values,

New Taking the rights and interests are considered in the

Zealand principles of resource management process but do not

Limited The Tiriti o consider that Kai Tahu should be elevated
Wiaitangi into above all other parties, as not consistent with
account. Part 2 RMA, in particular section 6-8.

Royalburn 102, | Policy 1.1.2 - Seeks amendments to Policy 1.1.2 Support Wording should be consistent with RMA Part

Farming 103, | Taking the 2.

Company 104, | principles of

Ltd, Walter 105, | The Tiriti o

Peak 106, | Waitangi into

Station, 107, | account.

Millbrook 108,

Country 109,

Club, 129,

Eastburn 130,

Federated Farmers Further Submissions to the Proposed Otago Regional Policy Statement.
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Farm, RCL 131,
Queenstown | 132,
PTY Ltd, 133,
Damper Bay | 134,
Estates Ltd, | 135,

Halfway Bay 136,
Station, 137,
Water Tight 138
Investments
Ltd, Soho
Basin
Skifield
Limited,
Northlake
Investments
Limited,
Shotover
Country
Limited,
Ayrburn
Farm
Developmen
ts Limited,
Bridesdale
Farm
Developmen
ts Limited,

Glencoe
Station
Limited,
Treble Cone
Investment

Federated Farmers Further Submissions to the Proposed Otago Regional Policy Statement. Page 13



Limited,
Woodlot
Properties
Limited,
Henley
Downs Farm
Holdings
Limited, Real
Journeys.
Otago Water | 121 Policy 1.1.2 - Amend Policy 1.1.2 (e) and delete Policy | Support Agree with submitter’s concerns.
Resource Taking the 1.1.2 (fiii).
Users Group principles of
The Tiriti o
Waitangi into
account.
Dunedin City | 156 Delete Policy 1.1.2 (b) and (f)(iii). Support Agree with submitter’'s concerns, particularly
Council that Kai Tahu do not need to be involved in
resource management decision-making or
implementation processes. Statutory
acknowledgements only require local
authorities to put them on their plans, and treat
Ngai Tahu as affected parties.
Otago Water | 121 Introduction to | Delete the following paragraph from the Support Agree that the decision for a local authority to
Resource Objective 1.2 introduction to Objective 1.2: "In addition transfer its functions, powers or duties to an iwi

Users Group

to the ability to participate in decision-
making and implementation."

authority needs to be made by a local authority
in regard to the particular circumstances and
should not be a Regional Policy Statement

Federated Farmers Further Submissions to the Proposed Otago Regional Policy Statement.
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direction.
Alliance 56, Objective 1.2 - | Suggests wording amendments to Support Agree that a requirement to "recognise and
Group 60, Kai Tahu Objective 1.2. provide for" Kai Tahu values will provide a
Limited, 61, values, rights broader framework for the management of
PowerNet 85 and interests these values and that reference to “rights”
Limited, HW and customary should be deleted as the subsequent policies
Richardson resources are do not provide any further context around what
Group sustained specific “rights” are being referred to.
Limited,
Trustpower
Limited
Te Runanga | 154 Objective 1.2 - | "Kai Tahu values, rights and customary Oppose Suggested wording goes significantly beyond
o Moeraki, Kai Tahu resources are protected and enhanced that intended.
Kati Huirapa values, rights sustaiped."
Runaka ki and interests
Puketeraki, and customary
Te Runanga resources are
o Otakou sustained
and Hokonui
Runanga
Waitaki 113 Policy 1.2.1 - Amend to include wording such as "where | Support Agree that the intent of the policy should be
Irrigators Managing the | appropriate and practicable”. supported, but that there may be instances
Collective natural where it is not possible or practicable for a
Limited environment to resource in a particular site to support a
support Kai customary use or values associated with it,
Tahu and that there is little guidance as to how
wellbeing conflicting uses and values are to be resolved.
Te Runanga | 154 | Policy 1.2.2- | Seeks that Policy 1.2.2 is reworded to Oppose Inclusion of landscapes is not appropriate at
o Moeraki, Recognising this level; particularly if the intent is to ‘protect’

Federated Farmers Further Submissions to the Proposed Otago Regional Policy Statement.
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Kati Huirapa

important sites

include landscapes.

these landscapes as sought by the submitter.

Runaka ki of cultural This may have significant implications for
Puketeraki, significance to reasonable resource use, particularly for

Te Runanga Kai Tahu primary producers.

o Otakou

and Hokonui

Runanga

Te Runanga | 154 Policy 1.2.2 - Seeks the relocation of Policy 1.2.3 Oppose Inclusion of landscapes is not appropriate at
o Moeraki, Recognising paragraphs a) - ¢) to Policy 1.2.2 and this level; particularly if the intent is to ‘protect’
Kati Huirapa important sites | subsequent amendments to Policy 1.2.2. these landscapes as sought by the submitter.
Runaka ki of cultural This may have significant implications for
Puketeraki, significance to reasonable resource use, particularly for

Te Runanga Kai Tahu primary producers.

o Otakou

and Hokonui

Runanga

Royalburn 102, | Policy 1.2.3 - Seeks amendments to the wording of Support Agree that the proposed amendment better
Farming 103, | Protecting Policy 1.2.3. reflects the RMA Part 2 direction in terms of
Company 104, | important sites protecting matters of national importance from
Ltd, Walter 105, | and values of inappropriate subdivision, use and

Peak 106, | cultural development, and that the practicality of
Station, 107, | significance to applying Schedule 3 efficiently is questionable.
Millbrook 108, | Kai Tahu

Country 109,

Club, 129,

Eastburn 130,

Farm, RCL 131,

Queenstown | 33

PTY Ltd, 133,

Damper Bay | 134,

Federated Farmers Further Submissions to the Proposed Otago Regional Policy Statement.
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Halfway Bay
Station,
Water Tight
Investments
Ltd, Soho
Basin
Skifield
Limited,
Northlake
Investments
Limited,
Shotover
Country
Limited,
Ayrburn
Farm
Developmen
ts Limited,
Bridesdale
Farm
Developmen
ts Limited,

Glencoe
Station
Limited,
Treble Cone
Investment
Limited,
Woodlot
Properties
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Limited,

Henley
Downs Farm
Holdings
Limited, Real
Journeys.
Waitaki 113 Policy 1.2.3 - Amend Policy 1.2.3 to include wording Support Agree there may be instances where it is not
Irrigators Protecting such as "where appropriate and possible or practicable for a resource in a
Collective important sites | practicable". particular site to support a customary use or
Limited and values of values associated with it, and that there is little
cultural guidance as to how conflicting uses and values
significance to are to be resolved.
Kai Tahu
Wiaitaki 70 Policy 1.2.4 - Delete: a) Facilitating Kai Tahu accessto = Support Agree that access to sites on private land is a
District Enabling Kai sites of cultural significance. matter of negotiation between the landowner
Council Tahu and those seeking access.
relationships
with wahi
tupuna and
associated
sites
Dunedin City | 156 Policy 1.2.4 - Delete Policy 1.2.4 a). Support Agree that Councils are unable to facilitate Kai
Council Enabling Kai Tahu access to sites of cultural significance
Tahu through the District Plan.
relationships
with wahi
tupuna and
associated
sites

Federated Farmers Further Submissions to the Proposed Otago Regional Policy Statement.
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Royalburn
Farming
Company
Ltd, Walter
Peak
Station,
Millbrook
Country
Club,
Eastbumn
Farm, RCL
Queenstown
PTY Ltd,
Damper Bay
Estates Ltd,

Halfway Bay
Station,
Water Tight
Investments
Ltd, Soho
Basin
Skifield
Limited,
Northiake
Investments
Limited,
Shotover
Country
Limited,
Ayrburn
Farm
Developmen

Policy 1.2.5 -
Enabling
sustainable
use of Maori
land

subdivision, use and development.
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ts Limited,
Bridesdale
Farm
Developmen
ts Limited,

Glencoe
Station
Limited,
Treble Cone
Investment
Limited,
Woodlot
Properties
Limited,
Henley
Downs Farm
Holdings
Limited, Real
Journeys.

Central
Otago
Environment
al Society

59

Chapter B2 -
general
requests

Seeks amendment of the chapter.

Oppose

Many of the amendments sought go beyond
both the chapter’s intent and beyond what is
required for sustainable management of the
region’s resources while at the same time

providing for economic and social wellbeing.

Matthew
Sole

75

Chapter B2 -
general
requests

Seeks amendment of the chapter.

Oppose

Many of the amendments sought go beyond
both the chapter’s intent and beyond what is
required for sustainable management of the
region’s resources while at the same time

providing for economic and social welibeing.

Federated Farmers Further Submissions to the Proposed Otago Regional Policy Statement.
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Seeks amendment of the chapter.

Many of the amendments sought go beyond

98 Oppose
Bird NZ general both the chapter’s intent and beyond what is
requests required for sustainable management of the
region’s resources while at the same time
providing for economic and social wellbeing.

Fonterra Co- | 99 Chapter B2 - Seeks a new Objective: Support Agree that protection and enhancement of
operative general "Objective [X] Otago’s special amenity resources that fall within the scope of section 6
Group requests landscapes and highly valued natural of the Act is not warranted for resources of
Limited features are identified and protected from lesser importance, and that this additional

inappropriate development. Otago has a objective provides clarity to other policies.

number of special amenity landscapes or

natural features which are highly valued

but which are not outstanding for the

purposes of section 6 of the Resource

Management Act 1991. Often, enabling

development in these areas will be

appropriate provided significant adverse

effects can be appropriately avoided,

remedied or mitigated.”
Landscape 123 Chapter B2 - Seeks a review of Objectives 2.1, 2.2 and | Oppose Oppose the inclusion of landscapes at this
Connections general 2.3, and related policies, to ensure level. Further, the submitter provides no detail
Trust requests wording adequately addresses the on the particular aspects sought from the

maintenance and enhancement of review, simply that the wording is ‘adequate’.

landscape values, healthy ecosystems,

habitats, and of the life-supporting

capacity of air, water, soil and land.
Environment | 127 Chapter B2 - Include a chapter focused on freshwater Oppose In terms of rural water quality, these concerns
al Defence general and incorporate the necessary provisions. are addressed under the regional water plan

requests (6a).

Society

Federated Farmers Further Submissions to the Proposed Otago Regional Policy Statement.
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Incorporated

Environment | 127 Chapter B2 - Develop specific measureable objectives Oppose Addressed through the regional water plan.

al Defence general addressing freshwater.

Society requests

incorporated

Environment | 127 Chapter B2 - Include a chapter focused on Outstanding | Oppose This is not a regionally significant issue to be

al Defence general Natural Features and Landscapes addressed through the RPS.

Society requests (ONFLs)

Incorporated

Environment | 127 Chapter B2 - Include a chapter focused on the coastal Oppose Amendments sought go beyond what is

al Defence general environment and incorporating the required.

Society requests necessary provisions

Incorporated

Remarkable | 147 Chapter B2 - [Reconsider] the value of including Support Agree there is a need for greater clarity around

s Park general Objective 2.1 and associated policies, the objective.

Limited and requests given that it appears to apply to all natural

Queenstown and physical resources, rather than those

Park Limited of regional or national significance.

Otago 40 Outcome 2 Preamble to the chapter lists economy Oppose in part Agree in principle that without natural

Peninsula and first. Natural resources and ecosystems resources and ecosystems, there is no

Biodiversity introduction should be given higher priority. economy. However, the amendment sought

Group unnecessarily devalues the importance of
economic benefit derived from resource use.

Landscape 123 Outcome 2 Seeks amendments to Part B - Chapter 2 | Oppose It is important that the RPS appropriately

Connections and (outcome explanation) (p. 23), and recognises the importance of resource use in

Trust

introduction

Objective 2.1 (explanatory text)(p.26), to
focus on the intrinsic and natural values of

providing for the Otago region’s economic and

Federated Farmers Further Submissions to the Proposed Otago Regional Policy Statement.
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the environment, and their protection, not social wellbeing.
on the use of the environment.
Horticulture 124 Outcome 2 Supports the recognition of primary Support Itis appropriate to recognise these factors.
New and production as an important sector and for
Zealand introduction the social and economic wellbeing of the
community and the reliance on the
quantity and quality of natural resources.
Matthew 75 Issue 2.1 - Seeks a re-write of the issues relating to Oppose The purpose of the RPS is to promote the
Sole Degradation of | Objective 2.1 to specifically address a sustainable management of natural and
Otago's number of concerns. physical resources, by providing an overview
natural of the resource management issues facing
resources Otago, and setting policies and methods to
manage Otago's natural and physical
resources. The amendments sought do not
provide for balanced, sustainable
management.
Forest and 98 Issue 2.1 - Seeks a re-write of the issues relating to Oppose The purpose of the RPS is to promote the
Bird NZ Degradation of | Objective 2.1 to specifically address a sustainable management of natural and
Otago's number of concerns. physical resources, by providing an overview
natural of the resource management issues facing
resources Otago, and setting policies and methods to
manage Otago's natural and physical
resources. The amendments sought do not
provide for balanced, sustainable
management.
Royalburn 102, | Issue?2.1- Seeks amendments to the wording of Support Agree that reference to natural values is
Farming 103, | Degradation of | Issue 2.1 appropriate.
Company 104, | Otago's
Ltd, Walter 105, | natural

Federated Farmers Further Submissions to the Proposed Otago Regional Policy Statement.
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Glencoe
Station
Limited,
Treble Cone
Investment
Limited,
Woodlot
Properties
Limited,
Henley
Downs Farm
Holdings
Limited, Real
Journeys.

Otago and
Central
South Island

Fish and
Game
Councils

118

Issue 2.1 -
Degradation of
Otago's
natural
resources

Seeks amendments to the wording of
Issue 2.1

Support

Suggested wording provides greater clarity.

Otago and
Central
South Island

Fish and
Game
Councils

118

Need 2.1

Seeks amendments to the "Need"
statement associated to Objective 2.1

(p.24).

Oppose

Disagree that some of the matters covered
could be considered to be of national
importance.

Matthew

75

Issue 2.2 -

Re write the issues associated to

Oppose

An inventory along the lines sought by the

Federated Farmers Further Submissions to the Proposed Otago Regional Policy Statement.
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Investments
Limited,
Shotover
Country
Limited,
Ayrburn
Farm
Developmen
ts Limited,
Bridesdale
Farm
Developmen
ts Limited,

Glencoe
Station
Limited,
Treble Cone
Investment
Limited,
Woodlot
Properties
Limited,
Henley
Downs Farm
Holdings
Limited, Real
Journeys.

.

el\{%»{ .

S

Oceana
Gold (New
Zealand)

140

Issue 2.2 -
Highly valued
natural

Add to the end of the issue: "At the same
time, the ability to undertake activities that
affect or use these resources is

Support

Agree that Otago's significant and highly
valued natural resources are a source of the
region's development potential and need to be

Federated Farmers Further Submissions to the Proposed Otago Regional Policy Statement.
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OSPRI 68 Policy suite Remove "avoid” from the clause "Avoid Support There are potentially significant impacts for
2.1-The the adverse effects of pest species...”" in rural landowners from this policy; the sought
values of policies 2.1.1 - 2.1.6 and ensure amendments would provide greater clarity
natural consistency with other policies which state around the nature and extent of these impacts.
resources are | that adverse effects need to be controlied.
recognised, Clearly identify in the methods how this
maintained or | pojicy is to be given effect to.
enhanced

Darby 81 Policy suite Delete policies 2.1.1 and 2.1.2 and adda | Support Agree there is duplication between the two

Planning LP 2.1-The new policy (wording suggested by policies, and that the protection requirements
values of submitter) set too high a test.
natural
resources are
recognised,
maintained or
enhanced

Meridian 82 Policy suite Delete policies 2.1.1 and 2.1.2 andadda | Support Agree there is duplication between the two

Energy 2.1-The new policy (wording suggested by policies, and that the protection requirements

Limited values of submitter) set too high a test.
natural
resources are
recognised,
maintained or
enhanced

Dunedin City | 156 Policy suite Clearly identify in the methods exactly Support Greater clarity is required.

Council 21-The how each aspect of each policy will be
values of given effect to.
natural
resources are

Federated Farmers Further Submissions to the Proposed Otago Regional Policy Statement.
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recognised,
maintained or

enhanced
Egg 29 Policy 2.1.1 - An additional sub-clause be added to Support Stock drinking water needs to be specifically
Producers Managing for Policy 2.1.1 : “Policy 2.1.1g) - Ensure that provided for under this policy.
Federation freshwater the reasonable needs of existing water
of New values users for drinking water (including stock
Zealand drinking water) can be met.”
Matthew 75 Policy 2.1.1 - The policy is re-named to read: Oppose The sought after amendments go significantly
Sole Managing for "Managing for healthy freshwater beyond what is required to provide for
freshwater ecosystems", with further amendments to sustainable use of the environment.
values the policy sought.
McKeague 89 Policy 2.1.1 - « Amend to provide greater clarity on how | Support Sought amendments provide greater clarity.
Consultancy Managing for the [Water Plan's] Regionally Significant
Ltd freshwater Wetlands fit with the concept [in Policy
values 2.1.1 (c)l.
* Retain Policy 2.1.1 (d).
» Replace "avoid" with "avoid and
minimise" or "minimise"” [in Policy 2.1.1
(n)].
The Fertiliser | 110 Policy 2.1.1 - Seeks amendments to the policy wording. | Support Sought amendments provide greater clarity.
Association Managing for
of New freshwater
Zealand Inc. values
Waitaki 113 Policy 2.1.1 - Addition of the following words: Support Amendments better provides for primary
Irrigators Managing for | *h)y where appropriate maintain or production and economic and social wellbeing.
Collective freshwater

enhance the natural functioning...”

Federated Farmers Further Submissions to the Proposed Otago Regional Policy Statement.
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" q) support and provide for primary

production values. ”
Peter and 146 Policy 2.1.1 - Replace "avoid" with or "minimise” [in Support Agree with the submitter’'s concerns that:
Margaret Managing for Policy 2.1.1 (n)]. +« "Avoid" is too restrictive, particularly if
Hore freshwater it results in a prohibited activity.
values » Unclear who has onus to avoid the
adverse effects of pest species - land
owner, ORC or source of the pest (e.g.
forestry company).
+ "Avoid” is at odds with approach in
Policy 4.5.5 which talks about
controlling adverse effects.
Aurora 76 Policy 2.1.2 - Insert new clause (m) as foliows: " (m) Support Agree that it is important to provide balance by
Energy Managing for provide for the current and reasonably having policies which provide for the use and
Limited the values of foreseeable future needs and cultural, development of river and lake beds, where this
beds ofrivers | economic and social wellbeing of people is appropriate. The current wording does not
and lakes, and the community by enabling the use provide for growth and development
wetlands, and | and development of river and lake beds - opportunities in the Region, which are
their margins where appropriate.” important for Otago’s social and economic
wellbeing.
Fonterra Co- | 76 Policy 2.1.2 - Delete Policy 2.1.2. Support Agree the policy duplicates the matters set out
operative Managing for under Policy 2.1.1 and appears to be within the
Group the values of scope of Clause a) of Policy 2.1.1.
Limited beds of rivers
and lakes,
wetlands, and
their margins
Fonterra Co- | 76 Policy 2.1.3 - Amend Policy 2.1.3. Support The sought amendments provide greater
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operative Managing for clarity around the policy and implications of
Group coastal water that policy, as well as providing for reasonable
Limited values and sustainable resource use.
Horticulture 124 Policy 2.1.4 - Amend Policy 2.1.4. Support There is a need to identify values and manage
New Managing for to these.
Zealand air quality

values
Alliance 56, Policy 2.1.5 - Amend Policy 2.1.5 Support The policy does not suitably recognise that the
Group 60, Managing for use of soil resources can also be essential to
Limited, 61 soil values the economic and social wellbeing of the
PowerNet region.
Limited,
HW
Richardson
Group
Limited
McKeague 89 Policy 2.1.5 - Remove the word "avoid" and replace Support "Avoid" is too restrictive, particularly if it results
Consultancy Managing for with "avoid or minimise" or "minimise” [in in a prohibited activity status, and the policy is
Ltd soil values Policy 2.1.5 (k) and (1)]. overly restrictive, unrealistic and impossibie to

implement and monitor

Peter and 146 Policy 2.1.5 - Remove the word “avoid" and replace Support "Avoid" is too restrictive, particularly if it results
Margaret Managing for with "minimise” [in Policy 2.1.5 (k) and ()]. in a prohibited activity status.
Hore soil values
Te Runanga | 154 Policy 2.1.5 - Amend policy as follows: Oppose Protection of interests and objectives goes
o Moeraki, Managing for | ") protect Kai Tahu values, rights beyond what is required and may be to the
Kati Huirapa soil values interests and objectives:" detriment of other resource users, particularly
Runaka ki if these are not defined clearly in the plan.
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DA
Puketeraki,
Te Runanga
o Otakou
and Hokonui
Runanga
Alliance 56, Policy 2.1.6 - Delete this policy. Support If other policies provide for areas of
Group 60, Managing for significance or can be amended to provide for
Limited, 61 ecosystem the concerns addressed under this policy we
PowerNet and would favour not replicating these.
Limited, indigenous
HW biodiversity
Richardson values
Group
Limited
Fonterra Co- | 99 Policy 2.1.7 - Delete this policy. Support The policy lacks any specific purpose or
operative Recognising direction.
Group the values of
Limited natural
features,
landscapes
and
seascapes
Fonterra Co- | 99 Schedule 4 - e Retain Schedule 4 but ensure it Support Agree schedule 4 needs to be structured to

operative
Group

Limited

Criteria for the
identification of
natural
features and
landscapes

clearly contemplates both
outstanding landscapes (as
provided by section 6 of the Act)
and other landscapes which might
be special amenity landscapes or
have high valued natural features

make it clear that it is intended to be used for
the purposes of identifying outstanding natural
features and landscapes. Thresholds are
needed in terms of size or rarity for associated
policies.

Federated Farmers Further Submissions to the Proposed Otago Regional Policy Statement.

Page 33



but which are not outstanding.

+ Include a discussion of the
purpose and application of the
attributes set out (and ensure the
attributes align with relevant case
law principles such as those
included in the modified Pigeon
Bay criteria).

s Include express reference to
outstanding landscapes being in
the context of section 6 of the Act
(and not more generally).

Royalburn
Farming
Company
Ltd, Walter
Peak
Station,
Millbrook
Country
Club,
Eastburn
Farm, RCL
Queenstown
PTY Ltd,
Damper Bay
Estates Ltd,

Haifway Bay
Station,
Water Tight
Investments

102,
103,
104,
103,
106,
107,
108,
109,
129,
130,

131,
132,
133,
134,
135,
136,
137,
138

Schedule 4 -
Criteria for the
identification of
natural
features and
landscapes

Delete schedule.

Support

We would rather these matters were

addressed through district planning processes.
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R
Ltd, Scho
Basin
Skifield
Limited,
Northlake
Investments
Limited,
Shotover
Country
Limited,
Ayrburn
Farm
Developmen
ts Limited,
Bridesdale
Farm
Developmen
ts Limited,

Glencoe
Station
Limited,
Treble Cone
investment
Limited,
Woodiot
Properties
Limited,
Henley
Downs Farm
Holdings
Limited, Real

e
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Dunedin City | 156 Policy suite Consider combining Policies 2.2.6 and Support Policies 2.2.6 and 2.2.4 (a) — (f) are identical,
Council 2.2 - Otago's 224, and could be simplified and streamlined by
significant and combining into a single policy
highly valued
natural
resources
Alliance 56, Policy 2.2.1 - Amend as follows: "ldentifying areas of Support It is appropriate that those areas within the
Group 60 Identifying significant indigenous vegetation and region that are significant are identified at the
Limited, 61Y areas of significant habitats of indigenous fauna at regional level.
PowerNet significant a regional level."
Limited, indigenous
HW Vfag(?tation and
Richardson sngn'lﬁcant
habitats of
Group .
Limited indigenous
fauna
Oceana 140 Schedule 5 - « Amend to include another criteria: | Support Clarifies the intent and implications of the
Gold (New Criteria for the "6. Size and Scale." schedule.
Zealand) assessment of e Clarify what is meant by the note
Limited significant beneath the Schedule.
indigenous « Ensure it satisfies the
vegetation and requirements in s32 of the Act.
habitat of
indigenous
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Peak
Station,
Millbrook
Country
Club,
Eastburn
Farm, RCL
Queenstown
PTY Ltd,
Damper Bay
Estates Ltd,

Halfway Bay
Station,
Water Tight
Investments
Ltd, Soho
Basin
Skifield
Limited,
Northlake
Investments
Limited,
Shotover
Country
Limited,
Ayrburn
Farm
Developmen
ts Limited,
Bridesdale
Farm

A
natural
features,
landscapes
and
seascapes

Federated Farmers Further Submissions to the Proposed Otago Regional Folicy Statement.







and

seascapes
McKeague 89 Policy 2.2.4 - o Replace "avoid" with "avoid and Support “Avoid" is too restrictive; Policy 2.2.4 (b) may
Consultancy Managing minimise" or "minimise" [in Policy lead to confusion.
Ltd outstanding 2.2.4 (a)).

natural s Delete [Policy 2.2.4] (b).

features,

landscapes

and

seascapes
Peter and 146 Policy 2.2.4 - Replace "avoid" with "minimise" [in Policy | Support “Avoid” is too restrictive.
Margaret Managing 2.2.4 (a)].
Hore outstanding

natural

features,

landscapes

and

seascapes
Central 37 Policy 2.2.5 - Amend Policy 2.2.5 as follows: "ldentify Support . Requiring TLAs to use schedule 4 goes
Otago {dentifying areas and values of special amenity beyond what is required.
District special landscape or natural features which are |
Council amenity highly valued for their contribution to the

landscapes amenity or quality of the environment, but

and highly which are not outstanding , using the

valued natural | attributes detailed in Schedule 4 ."

features
Fonterra Co- | 99 Policy 2.2.5 - Make better reference to the meaning of Support The PRPS requires amendment to ensure that
operative Identifying outstanding as follows: "Identify areas and the values of landscapes and features are
Group special values of special amenity landscape or identified in a consistent manner, having
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Limited amenity natural features ... which are not regard to their regional significance.
landscapes outstanding for the purposes of section 6
and highly of the Resource Management Act
valued natural | 1991, using the attributes detailed in
features Schedule 4."

Royalburn 102, | Policy 2.2.5 - Amend as follows: "Identify areas and Support Requiring TLAs to use schedule 4 goes

Farming 103, | ldentifying values of special amenity landscape or beyond what is required.

Company 104, | special natural features which are highly valued

Ltd, Walter 105, | amenity for their contribution to the amenity or

Peak 106, | landscapes quality of the environment, but which are

Station, 107, | and highly not outstanding ~using-the-attributes

Millbrook 108, | valued natural | gatailedin Schedule 4 "

Country 109, | features

Club, 129,

Eastburn 130,

Farm, RCL 131,

Queenstown | 132

PTY Ltd, 133,

Damper Bay | 134,

Estates Ltd, | 135,

Halfway Bay | 136,

Station, 137,

Water Tight 138

Investments

Ltd, Soho

Basin

Skifield

Limited,

Northlake

Investments

Limited,
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. Shotover

| Country
Limited,
Ayrburn
Farm
Developmen
ts Limited,
Bridesdale
Farm
Developmen
ts Limited,

Glencoe
Station
Limited,
Treble Cone
Investment
Limited,
Woodlot
Properties
Limited,
Henley
Downs Farm
Holdings
Limited, Real
Journeys.

Central
Otago

District
Council

37

Policy 2.2.6 -
Managing
special
amenity
landscapes

Delete policy 2.2.6 c).

Support

Appears unnecessary to include this level of
detail in respect to the matter and appropriate
for TLAs to establish their own rules for
management, particularly as this policy seeks
to protect landscapes and features that are not
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and highly
valued natural

deemed to be “outstanding”.

features
PowerNet 60, Policy 2.2.6 - Delete this policy or rewrite to focus more | Support Appears unnecessary to include this level of
Limited, HW | 61 Managing on the maintenance of amenity detail in respect to the matter and appropriate
Richardson special landscapes. for TLAs to establish their own rules for
Group amenity management, particularly as this policy seeks
Limited landscapes to protect landscapes and features that are not
and highly deemed to be “outstanding”.
valued natural
features
Fonterra Co- | 99 Policy 2.2.6 - Amend the Policy to read: Support It is more important to manage the values of
operative Managing "Manage Protect-or-enhance the values of special amenity landscapes than attempting to
Group special special amenity landscapes and highly ‘protect or enhance’ these.
Limited amenity valued natural features, by:
Ian(;ii?ar:)les a) Avoiding; i e
and highly significant adverse effects on those
valued natural . . .
foat values which contribute to the special
eatures amenity of the landscape or high value of
the natural feature; and ..."
* Delete (b).
* Retain (c) to (f).
Fonterra Co- | 99 Policy 2.2.8 - Delete Policy 2.2.8. Support Agree this provides no specific policy direction
operative ldentifying and duplicates matters that are within the
Group areas of high scope of Policy 2.2.3
Limited and

outstanding
natural
character in
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N
the coastal
environment

Fonterra Co- | 99 Policy 2.2.9 - Delete Policy 2.2.9. Support Agree this duplicates matters that are within
operative Managing the the scope of Policy 2.2.4.
Group natural
Limited character of

the coastal

environment
Fonterra Co- | 99 Policy 2.2.12 - | Delete Policy 2.2.12. Support Agree this duplicates matters that are within
operative Identifying the scope of Policy 2.2.3.
Group outstanding
Limited water bodies

and wetlands
Oceana 140 Policy 2.2.12 - | * Amend to clarify whether there is a Support Greater clarity and certainty is required.
Gold (New Identifying priority ranking and if
Zealand) outstandin.g necessary how many factors must be met
Limited water bodies | to become an outstanding water body.

and wetlands « Add some reference on how

"significance” is determined.

McKeague 89 Policy 2.2.13 - ¢ Replace "avoid" with "avoid and Support Agree that "avoid" is too restrictive, and that
Consultancy Managing minimise" or "minimise” [in Policy paragraph (b) of the policy adds nothing to
Ltd outstanding 2.2.13]. - what is already in the RMA and is

water bodies ¢ Delete [Policy 2.2.13] (b). . unnecessary.

and wetlands 1
Fonterra Co- | 99 Policy 2.2.13 - | Delete Policy 2.2.13. Support Agree this duplicates matters that are within
operative Managing  the scope of Policy 2.2.4.
Group outstanding ;
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Limited

water bodies
and wetlands

Alliance 58, Policy 2.2.14 - | Delete this policy. Support Agree the policy appears to be an

Group 60, ldentifying unnecessary duplication of the matters

Limited, 61 highly valued contained within Policy 2.1.5.

PowerNet soil resources

Limited,

HW

Richardson

Group

Limited

AgResearch | 116 Policy 2.2.15- | Amend as follows: Support We are seeking balanced management of

Ltd Managing “Protect the values of areas of highly valued soil resources. This does not require
highly valued | yajued soil resources, protection, but reasonable and appropriate use

soil resources

by: ...

d) Recognising that urban expansion may
be appropriate due to location and
proximity to existing urban development
and infrastructure while avoiding reverse
sensitivity effects on rural production
activities (unless there is no other suitable

land available adjacent to existing urban
areas);”

add the following new clauses:

“ e) Avoiding the use of highly values soils

for rural residential purposes unless
identified as part of a district growth
strateqgy.

f) Ensuring that land use activities on

of the soils. We support the proposed re-
wording but would seek to ensure there is
sufficient scope for district planning
approaches to develop specific rules in
response to local challenges.
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R

highly valued soils are consistent with the
continued use of such soils in the vicinity
for primary production purposes (e.g.
there is a functional need for the activity to
be established in rural areas)."
Alliance 56 Objective 2.3 - | Amend this objective so it seeks to Support Agree with the submitter that
Group Natural achieve the integrated management of the  The policies for this objective all relate
Limited resource natural and physical resources of the to integrated management.
systems and region, including consideration of e The human use and economic benefits
their economic benefits. from development of natural and
mterdependen physical resources also need to be
cies are considered.
recognised e The current drafting of the objective
fails to achieve this as it only refers to
natural resource systems.
Horticulture 124 Policy suite Include provisions to recognise the Support Agree that soil resources do not exist in
New 2.3 - Natural interdependency of the soil resource with isolation from the range of other attributes that
Zealand resource other attributes such as water availability. are essential for the soil resource to be able to
systems and be used to its potential.
their
interdependen
cies are
recognised
Alliance 586, Policy 2.3.1 - Delete this policy. Support The intended purpose or outcome of this policy
Group 60, Applying an is not clear.
Limited, 61 integrated « It is inappropriate to try to manage resources
PowerNet management in an integrated manner when only
Limited, approach focusing on one resource.
HW among
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* “c) iv. Reduce the potential for health

New Applying an
Zealand integrated and-ruisanece effects.” trigger a number of immaterial matters. Itis
management | . Add a new point “d) Provide for food important to provide for food production for the
approach for production." social and economic wellbeing of Otago and to
freshwater balance restrictions on land use.
catchments
Alliance 56, Policy 2.3.4 - Amend to recognise that in achieving Support It is important to recognise and provide for the
Group 60, Applying an integrated management the human use human use (i.e. economic and community)
Limited, 61 integrated and economic values of the resource values of resources in the integrated
PowerNet management should also be taken into account. management of natural and physical
Limited, approach for resources.
HW the coastal
Richardson environment
Group
Limited
Horticulture 124 Policy 2.3.4 - Amend as follows: "b) ii. Reduce the Support Itis unclear why nuisance effects are included.
New Applying an potential for health and-puisance effects”. Nuisance effects are not defined in the RMA
Zealand integrated and may capture many activities
management unnecessarily.
approach for
the coastal
environment
Horticulture 124 Policy 2.3.5 - Amend as follows: “b) ii) Reduce the Support. It is unclear why nuisance effects are included.
New Applying an potential for adverse heaith and-ruisance Nuisance effects are not defined in the RMA
Zealand integrated effects.” and may capture many activities
management unnecessarily.
approach for E
airsheds
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Fonterra Co-
operative
Group

Limited

99

Outcome 3
and
introduction

Explain the necessity for regionally
significant industries to have continued
access to natural and physical resources,
in terms of enabling people to continue to
provide for their economic and social
wellbeing in the explanatory text of
Chapter 3 Outcome Statement (p.43) :

"Otago is at risk of [...] economic, social,
cultural and environmental wellbeing.

Ensuring-Otago’s communities need to be

maintained and develop[ed] in a resilient
way having regard to:

a) the need to have ongoing access to
natural and physical resources (including
ensuring communities and regionally
significant industries are able to grow and
develop);

b) environmental constraints and the
effects of activities on the environment,;
and

c) the need for communities to be are
designed in way which helps us to
prepare for, respond, recover and adapt
to sush-disruptions, will help make
Otago’s communities more resilient."

Support

Agree that communities also face challenges
in terms of access to resources to provide for
their economic and social well-being.

Egg
Producers
Federation
of New
Zealand

29

Policy 3.3.2 -
Adapting to, or
mitigating the
effects of,
climate

Add a sub-clause to Policy 3.3.2 as
follows: Policy 3.3.2.d)

Acknowledging that some activities are
more resilient and able to adapt to the
effects of climate change.

Support

It is important that the reguiatory response is
aligned to risk, and that some activities are
identified as being more resilient to climate
change.
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Horticuiture 124 Policy 3.4.1 - Add an additional point “b) viii: Effects Support it is important for the policy to also recognise
New Integrating existing uses.” the existence of other land uses.
Zealand infrastructure
with land use
Dunedin City | 156 Objective 3.5 - « Amend the objective, issue and Support It is important that nationally or regionally
Council Infrastructure need to clarify why these significant is treated differently to lesser
of national and provisions shouid only apply to important or local infrastructure.
regional regionally and nationally
significance is significant infrastructure (as
managed in a defined in Policy 3.5.1), and not
sustainable locally important public (or even
way all) infrastructure.
e Alternatively, recognise locally
important infrastructure in a
similar manner in the objective
and related provisions.
Horticulture 124 Policy suite Include a new policy with criteria to assist | Support It is unclear how national and regional
New 3.5- with how national and regional significance will be determined.
Zealand Infrastructure significance will be determined.
of national and
regional
significance is
managed in a
sustainable
way
Aurora 76 Policy 3.5.1 - Amend b) as follows: "b. Electricity Oppose Distribution is not a matter of national
Energy Recognising transmission and distribution significance under the National Policy
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Seeks the introduction of a new policy

Transpower | 97 Policy suite Oppose Large portions of the National Grid exists on
New 3.6 - Energy intended to protect the National Grid. privately owned land, including primary
Zealand supplies to production fand. The National Grid can have
Limited Otago’s significant adverse effects of this on the private
communities landowner and primary production. Given
are secure and these impacts, while it is important to facilitate
sustainable the operation and maintenance of the National
Grid as required by the NPSET it is also
important not to undermine the legitimate
concerns of landowners.
We oppose the submitter’s proposed policy
. and would seek that Policy 3.6.5 (Protecting
electricity distribution infrastructure) is instead
rewritten to specify the policy relates only to
the National Grid as defined in the NPSET.
Waitaki 113 Policy 3.6.3 - Insert the following: Support We agree that
lrrigators Protectipg the | vg) ... Schedule 3; provided that o ltis inappropriate to elevate the status
Collective generation e) any adverse effects on other industries of hydro-electricity generation over
Limited capacity of are avoided, or where this is not other uses of freshwater.
rene\A./a'ble practicable, remedied or mitigated. ". » This policy could have significant
electrnmjcy impacts on other resource users: the
generation operation of hydro-generation facilities
activities

will necessarily impact those industries
that operate downstream of the
generation infrastructure.

Given the potential for these impacts and the
significant social and economic benefits of
primary production to the region it is relevant
that the potential impacts of the use of
freshwater for hydro-electricity on primary
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production are appropriately considered.
Horticulture 124 Policy 3.6.5 - Amend as follows: Support We agree that Policy 3.6.5 appears to apply to
New Protecting "Managing Pretest electricity distribution all electricity distribution infrastructure, whether
Zealand electricity infrastructure, by: nationally significant or not, and that it is not
distribution appropriate to apply the same level of
infrastructure . - "protection” to all infrastructure as it places a
c¢) Ensuring existing land uses are not . L .
- . — priority over existing land uses which can be
penalised by location of electricity . L
distribution infrastructure Avoiding. adversely affected by the location of electricity
i o [ £ distribution infrastructure.
from-otheractivities on-the_functional Large portions of the National Grid exists on
needs-of thatinfrastructure; and privately owned land, including primary
production land. The National Grid can have
significant adverse effects of this on the private
e) Protect infrastruct}Jre corridors for landowner and primary production. Given
nationally important infrastructure needs, these impacts, while it is important to facilitate
recognising the existing land uses through the operation and maintenance of the National
Which they pass Pretecting-existing Grid as required by the NPSET it is also
mmmmw important not to undermine the legitimate
Reeds-row-and-forthe-future- concerns of landowners.
We seek that Policy 3.6.5 (Protecting electricity
distribution infrastructure) is instead rewritten
to specify the policy relates only to the National
Grid as defined in the NPSET.
Alliance 56, Objective 3.8 - | Retain the objective as notified (or similar | Support Agree that it is appropriate that urban
Group 60, Urban growth | wording to achieve relief). development takes place in a manner which
Limited, 61 is well takes into account the existing environment
PowerNet designed and and minimises potential conflicts between
Limited, integrates incompatible activities.
HW eff.e(.:ti}/ely with
adjoining
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urban and

Richardson
Group rural
Limited environments
Clutha 28 Schedule 8 - Remove Schedule 8 Support Schedule 8 is unpopulated and provides no
District Urban Growth certainty. Federated Farmers favours TLAs
Council Boundaries being given sufficient scope and discretion to
address the challenge of urban growth through
district planning processes.
Waitaki 70 Schedule 8 - Delete. Support Schedule 8 is unpopulated and provides no
District Urban Growth certainty. Federated Farmers favours TLAs
Council Boundaries being given sufficient scope and discretion to
address the challenge of urban growth through
district planning processes.
Darby 81 Policy 3.8.3 - Amend Policy 3.8.3, as follows: Support in part Federated Farmers supports the intent to
Planning LP Managing "“To enable Manage-subdivision, use and address reverse sensitivity issues in the rural
fragmentation | gevelopment of rural land, where the area. However, the initial policy was too
of rural land restrictive and appeared to unnecessarily

adverse effects are avoided, remedied or

mitigated, having regard to:
a) Aveid-developmentor The

fragmentation of land which undermines
or forecloses the potential of rural land:

b) Have-particular-regard-to whether the

proposal will result in a loss of the
productive potential of highly versatile soll,

unless:

c¢) Aveid-unplanned-demand-fer The

. capture some instances activities which are
. not incompatible were captured.

In the first instance, Federated Farmers would
favour deletion of the rule with individual TLAs
addressing these issues through district
planning processes. However, the amended
wording suggested by the submitter better
provides for TLAs to assess the range of
necessary factors and provide for subdivision
where appropriate.
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fertiliser:

activities through using best practice.”

» Add a new clause: “h) Recognise the
positive effects that can be derived from
use of hazardous substances.”

Horticulture 124 Policy 3.9.3 - Delete “potentially-contaminatedland ” Support Agree with the submitter that identification of

New Identifying from Policy 3.9.3. contaminated land is supported, but that there

Zealand contaminated is a significant difference between determining

land "potentially contaminated fand" and addressing

known contaminated land. The whole of the
rural area in Otago could be identified as
"potentially contaminated land" if some criteria
are applied.

The Fertiliser | 110 Policy 3.9.4 - Amend as follows: Support - The term 'contamination' is poorly defined, and

Association Managing the | "policy 3.9.4 Managing the use of . contamination does not always have the same

of New use of contaminated land meaning as ‘contaminated land' and

Zealand Inc. contaminated does not always require an assessment of risk

land

Manage the use of contaminated land, to
protect people and

the environment from adverse effects, by:

b) Where there is contamination
contaminated land:

i. Requiring an assessment of associated
environmental

risks; and

ii. Remediating land; and

or remediation.
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Dunedin City | 156 Policy 3.9.4 - Consider if this policy is necessary. Support Agree with the submitter’s view that as there is
Council Managing the an NES for Assessing and Managing
use of Contaminants in Soil to Protect Human Health
contaminated it is necessary to assess whether an RPS
land policy necessary and what this adds.
Alliance 56, Policy 3.9.5 - Delete the policy. Support it is not clear what implications this policy
Group 60, Avoiding the might have on development throughout the
Limited, 61 creation of Region, and the policy could be interpreted
PowerNet new that facilities that use hazardous substances
Limited, contaminated will become sites of contaminated land and
HW land therefore should be avoided.
Richardson
Group
Limited
The Fertiliser | 110 Policy 3.9.6 - Amend as follows: Support Provides clarity that the purpose of the policy
Association Encouraging "Policy 3.9.6 Encouraging use of best is to protect human health.
of New use of best management practices for hazardous
Zealand Inc. management | sypstance use
practices for Encourage the use of best management
hazardous . .
practices to prevent-avoid, remedy or
substance use -
mitigate adverse effects of the use of
hazardous substances on the
environment-nsluding-redusing
theiruse-and on the health and safety of
people."
Royalburn 102, | Chapter B4 - Add an Objective and subsequent policies | Support The economic and social benefits of primary
Farming 103, | general to recognise and provide for industry and production are vital for the wellbeing of Otago’s
Company 104, | requests primary production. communities.
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N
Ltd, Walter
Peak
Station,
Millbrook
Country
Club,
Eastburn
Farm, RCL
Queenstown
PTY Ltd,
Damper Bay
Estates Ltd,
Halfway Bay
Station,
Water Tight
Investments
Ltd, Soho
Basin
Skifield
Limited,
Northlake
Investments
Limited,
Shotover
Country
Limited,
Ayrburn
Farm
Developmen
ts Limited,
Bridesdale
Farm
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N .

Group rural activities | activities and other rural activities that activities in rural areas.

Limited support the rural economy; and}”,

Peter Hore 66 Policy 4.3.2 - Amend Policy 4.3.2 as follows: Support The control of pest species where these
Managing land | "Managing land use change in dry significantly impact catchment water yield will
use in dry catchments address the underlying objective of the policy.
catchments Manage land use change in dry

catchments, to minimise any significant
reduction in water yield, by:
(a) Supporting and encouraging pest
control for pest species which may
adversely affect water yield.
Restricti . ‘5
. ithin 1 ol i that
I It anifi luction
ield_includi lati
reductions;-and
b) Minimising-t . ‘ |
land . hik | N
{hold initation_"

Little Valley 148 Policy 4.3.2 - Remove clause 4.3.2 b). Support The linkage between tussock grasslands,

Station Ltd Managing land greater water harvesting and better water
use in dry quality requires further investigation before
catchments regulating for these in the RPS.

The Fertiliser | 110 Policy 4.4.3 - Amend as follows: Support The proposed addition provides necessary

Association Encouraging "Policy 4.4.3 Encouraging environmental balance to the policy.

of New environmental | anhancement

Zealand Inc. enhancement Encourage activities which contribute to

enhancing the natural environment,

Federated Farmers Further Submissions to the Proposed Otago Regional Policy Statement.

Page 61







L R AR u

.
&
-

"avoidance" is too absolute given there is no

- direction on what may be regarded as
- "objectionable”.

Royalburn
Farming
Company
Ltd, Walter
Peak
Station,
Millbrook
Country
Club,
Eastburn
Farm, RCL
Queenstown
PTY Ltd,
Damper Bay
Estates Ltd,
Halfway Bay
Station,
Water Tight
Investments
Ltd, Soho
Basin
Skifield
Limited,
Northiake
Investments
Limited,
Shotover
Country

102,
103,
104,
105,
106,
107,
108,
109,
129,
130,

131,
132,
133,
134,
135,
136,
137,
138

Policy 4.5.7 -
Enabling
offsetting of
indigenous
biodiversity

Amend as follows: "Enable offsetting of
adverse effects on indigenous biodiversity
values —only when:

a) The activities causing those adverse
effects have a functional necessity to
locate in significant or outstanding areas;
and

b) Those adverse effects cannot be
avoided, remedied or mitigated; and
c¢) Those adverse effects do not resuit in

the loss of irreplaceable or vulnerable
biodiversity."

Agree that Policy 4.5.8 requiring no net loss of

biodiversity should provide sufficient protection
and that offsetting shouid be considered when
effects cannot be avoided remedied or
mitigated.
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Limited,
Ayrburn
Farm
Developmen
ts Limited,
Bridesdale
Farm
Developmen
ts Limited,
Glencoe
Station
Limited,
Treble Cone
Investment
Limited,
Woodiot
Properties
Limited,
Henley
Downs Farm
Holdings
Limited, Real
Journeys.

Fonterra Co- | 99 Methods - Amend the PRPS to identify matters that Support The PRPS leaves a significant number of
operative general are expected to be addressed through matters “open-ended”. Pending the completion
Group resource consent processes pending the of District Plan and Regional Plan processes,
Limited preparation of regional and district plans. these matters will also need to be addressed
by applicants and assessed by decision-
makers.

Te Runanga | 154 Method 1.4 - Amend as follows: Oppose While we agree there should be some scope to
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o Moeraki, Delegating "1.4.1 Delegate and transfer any one or transfer some functions where this proves
Kati Huirapa functions to more of its functions, powers or duties to efficient or effective, the proposed
Runaka ki Kai Tahu the iwi authority under section 33 of the amendments go significantly beyond what is
Puketeraki, RMA plan-administration-functions-to-an intended or required and unnecessarily
Te Runanga iwi-autherty; where this provides an elevates Kai Tahu concerns.
o Otakou efficient and effective service or provides
and Hokonui for greater involved of Kai Tahu in in the
Runanga management of natural and physical
resources. Any such transfer will be
discussed and mutually agreed between
the parties prior to any such transfer
occeurring.
Fonterra Co- | 99 Method 2.3 - Delete Method 2.3, or alternatively, Support The method could have significant effects on
operative Regional rule identify the criteria and thresholds that will regionally significant activities and investment
Group for be used to determine where the approach and should be deleted or amended to explain
Limited extinguishing might be applied. the criteria and thresholds that will determine
existing use where such an approach might be applied.
rights
Royalburn 102, | Method 2.3 - Delete Method 2.3. Support Agree that the Method is currently ambiguous,
Farming 103, ' Regional rule and that deleting unnecessary provisions
Company 104, | for would provide clearer direction, strengthen the
Ltd, Walter 105, | extinguishing PRPS & result in efficiency gains.
Peak 106, | existing use
Station, 107, | rights
Millbrook 108,
Country 1009,
Club, 129,
Eastburn 130,
Farm, RCL 131,
Queenstown | 132
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PTY Ltd,
Damper Bay
Estates Ltd,
Halfway Bay
Station,
Water Tight
Investments
Ltd, Soho
Basin
Skifield
Limited,
Northlake
Investments
Limited,
Shotover
Country
Limited,
Ayrburn
Farm
Developmen
ts Limited,
Bridesdale
Farm
Developmen
ts Limited,
Glencoe
Station
Limited,
Treble Cone
Investment
Limited,
Woodlot
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Properties
Limited,
Henley
Downs Farm
Holdings
Limited, Real
Journeys.

Fonterra Co-
operative
Group

Limited

99

Method 3 -
Regional
Plans

+» Amend Method 3 to include the
following:

"Regional plans will implement Policies [X

& Y as set out in Fonterra’s submission
point 33 [point 38 in this summary

document]] by:

a) identifying appropriate provisions to
enable the operation and development of
regionally significant industry;

b) maintaining and, where appropriate,
enhancing access to natural and physical
resources and recognising the benefits of
regionally significant industry in the
balancing of competing demands."

- Amend Method 3 to include the
following:

"To implement Policy 2.3.3, the Regional
Plan will:

a) identify freshwater management units;

b) identify the use and non-use values of

each unit;

¢) establish freshwater objectives to

Support

The sought after amendments would provide
useful clarity, particularly in respect to
implementation of the RPS.
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achieve identified values;

d) set limits to allow the freshwater
obijectives to be met;

€) manage land use activities and
discharges of contaminants to meet limits;

) determine timeframes and appropriate
methods for the improvement of degraded

freshwater management units;

q) implement a-f above through
community and industry stakeholder
involvement.”

AgResearch | 116 Method 3.1 - Delete Method 3.1.3 Support If the Te Rununga o Ngai Tahu Hazardous
Ltd Developing Substances and New Organisms Policy
regional plans Statement 2008 addresses these concerns we

agree these matter do not need to be
referenced in the Proposed RPS.

Central 37 Method 4.1 - Amend Method 4.1 as follows: Support Federated Farmers agrees with the submitter’s

Otago Developing - City and district plans wilt may set concerns, particularly that:

District district plans | opjectives, policies and methods to » The method is too directive and

Council

implement policies in the RPS as they
relate to the City or District Council areas
of responsibility.

* Delete Method 4.1.1 b)
* Delete Method 4.1.2
* Delete Method 4.1.4

compels territorial authorities to

comply with all the policies in the RPS.

This will have significant cost
implications and may lead to
inappropriate outcomes at a local
level.

¢ Arequirement to manage land use in
dry catchments where this will impact

water yield is inappropriate and
unnecessary given the quantity of

Federated Farmers Further Submissions to the Proposed Otago Regional Policy Statement.

Page 68




-
L ‘fg‘*’ Wb

tussock covered land in Central Otago.

Clutha 28 Method 4.2 - Remove reference to Policy 2.2.5 from Support Otago’s TLAs should retain some discretion in
District Implementing Method 4.2.2 if Policies 2.2.5 and 2.2.6 these matters, to reflect the local context,
Council district plans are deleted. concerns, issues and preferences.
Central 37 Method 4.2 - « Amend Method 4.2.1 as follows: "City or | Support Otago’s TLAs should retain some discretion in
Otago implementing district councils will-may implement these matters, to reflect the local context,
District district plans Policies 3.2.2 and 3.2.3 when undertaking concerns, issues and preferences.
Council natural hazard assessments”.
- Amend Method 4.2.2 as follows: "City or
district councils will may implement
Policies 2.2.1,2.2.3,2.25and2.2.8 to
assess the values of places of potential
significance to inform the decision making
process".
* Delete Method 4.2 4.
Fonterra Co- | 99 Method 5 - Delete Method 5 and associated Support Agree with the submitter’s concerns that the
operative Regional references in the PRPS. PRPS should be a self-contained document
Group Policy clearly referencing the policy direction for lower
Limited Statement . order plan preparation, and that it is not
appropriate to rely on, to signal or to pre-empt
the content of a future regional policy
statement.
Waitaki 113 Method 8.1.2 - | Include a method that the Council will Support - Agree that the Council should play a proactive
Irrigators Information provide guidance on role in supporting land users to meet water
Collective from regional measures to maintain or enhance water quality limits. This information should be made
Limited council - available.

compulsory

quality, especially in

relation to meeting limits.

Federated Farmers Further Submissions to the Proposed Otago Regional Policy Statement,

Page 69




Waitaki 113 Method 11.2.2 | Include a method that promotes the Support Agree that it would be desirable to include a
Irrigators - Facilitation by | facilitation of collaborative, community-led wider range of stakeholders in water and land
Collective regional processes for the integrated management management processes at the catchment-
Limited council - of land and water resources at the scale at other times and in other

compulsory catchment scale. circumstances.
Waitaki 113 AER 2.2 - Amend the indicator in relation to Support Agree with the submitter's concerns that the
Irrigators Otago's water | wetlands to include a significance . inventory of all wetlands would be extremely
Collective bodies support | threshold. ! time-consuming and expensive, and would
Limited healthy also apply to constructed wetiands on private

ecosystems, land.

are safe for

swimming, and

maintain their

natural form

and character
Transpower | 97 Glossary Add new definition: "National Grid: means | Support It is necessary to distinguish between the
New the same as in the National Policy National Grid as defined in the NPSET and
Zealand Statement on Electricity Transmission other electricity transmission infrastructure.
Limited 2009, being the assets used or owned by

Transpower New Zealand Limited."

Fonterra Co- | 99 Glossary Amend the Glossary to replicate the RMA | Support It is necessary to define contaminated land for

operative
Group

Limited

definition of “contamination” and
“contaminated land”:

"Contaminated land

Land that has a hazardous substance in
or on it that—

a) has significant adverse effects on the
environment; or

————————————

the purposes of the implementation of the
RPS.
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b) is reasonably likely to have significant

adverse effects on the environment and
“contaminant” has the meaning set out in
the Resource Management Act 1991"

Fonterra Co-
operative
Group

Limited

99

Glossary

Include the following definition:
"Primary production activities

The commercial production of raw
material and basic foods, which relies on
the productive capacity of soil or water
resources in the region. This includes the
cultivation of land, animal
husbandry/farming, horticulture,
aquaculture, fishing, forestry, or
viticulture. It does not include hobby
farms, rural residential blocks, or land
used for mineral extraction.”

Support

it is necessary to define primary production to
better provide for the activity through the RPS.
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CENTRAL OTAGO ENVIRONMENTAL SOCIETY INC.

PO Box 10
Omakau 9377
Tel: 03 447 3744 e-mail: exemplar@scorch.co.nz

Further General Submission re the Proposed Otago Regional Policy Statement

Submitted by: DG Shattky

On behalf of: the Central Otago Environmental Society

We represent a relevant aspect of the public interest.

General

COES considers the RPS to be a once in a generation opportunity to formally recognise that
the collective future of our communities is reliant on a healthy environment and the
sustainable management of our remaining resources. It is therefore essential that the RPS
should establish long term objectives to rehabilitate (where necessary), preserve and
enhance Otago’s environment.

Based on the best science available, the Policy Statement should also set resource
management policy objectives to enable the maintenance of resilient, largely self-sustaining
communities throughout the Region. Whilst implementation of those policies by District
authorities will necessarily vary according to local conditions, the RPS should leave no room
for obfuscation, procrastination or wilful blindness on the part of those authorities.

While the 156 responses to the draft proposal range across a broad spectrum of opinion,
they also provide evidence of agreement on which a broad consensus might be built. COES
will be supportive of a further process leading to the best possible Policy Statement.
However, noting those few submissions which are critical or condemnatory of the proposed
RFP to the point of requiring a change of approach or a complete re-write, the Society
considers it necessary to make clear in this submission, where its support and opposition
will lay.

Approach
a. Supports the outcome oriented approach taken by the present draft.
b. Opposes proposals to rewrite the document on an issue by issue basis.
(Note: in this context where well-being and perhaps survival is at stake, COES
considers ‘outcomes’ to be ideal and ultimately achievable results; ‘issues’ are
matters to be sorted and solved in order to achieve the desired outcome.)

Objectives & Policies
a. Supports the exposition of objectives and policies which look beyond current or
short-term circumstances and situations, towards a time horizon of thirty or more
years.



b. Supports the ORC's ‘integrated” approach and strongly advocates for the adoption
of over-arching principles or values as a common reference point or measure, for use
by both statutory bodies and the public.

¢. Opposes any proposal to dilute or change the draft wording regarding compliance
with objectives and policies and specifically advocates for the continued use of the
word ‘avoid’.

d. Opposes the inclusion of words or language in objectives and policies which is in
any way ambiguous, leaves meaning or intent uncertain or detracts from the intent
of the objective or policy.

Signed: 24 September 2015

Secretary






Address for service:

BURTON PLANNING CONSULTANTS LIMITED
Level 1, 2-8 Northcroft Street

PO Box 33-817

Takapuna

AUCKLAND 0740

Attention: Mark Laurenson
Ph: (09) 917 4302

Fax: (09) 917 4311
Email: mlaurenson@burtonconsultants.co.nz
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FURTHER SUBMISSIONS ON BEHALF OF THE OIL COMPANIES
ON SUBMISSIONS TO THE PROPOSED OTAGO REGIONAL POLICY STATEMENT

Fonterra Co-operative Group | Amend the PRPS to identify matters that are Support A number of provisions require potentially onerous
Ltd (99) expected to be addressed through resource assessments by applicants, for instance
consent processes pending the preparation of requirements to assess natural hazard
Ref 178 regional and district plans consequence (Policy 3.2.3). The Oil Companies
support the clarity that would be provided by better
establishing responsibility for a number of these
requirements, particularly in the absence of
regional and district plans prepared in accordance
with the PRPS.
Fonterra Co-operative Group | Amend Policy 2.1.4 (Managing for air quality Support The Oil Companies support the improved clarity of
Ltd (99) values) clause a) to read: "Maintain good ambient these provisions which remove a number of
air quality that avoids unacceptable risks to ambiguous terms which are not defined in the
Ref 34 supports human health, or enhance air quality PRPS.
where it has degraded to a level that is adversely
affecting human health; and”.
Delete Policy 2.1.4 clause c) or identify the specific
values and their associated criteria or thresholds
that are to be attained or protected.
Fonterra Co-operative Group | « Include a definition of “contaminated land” in the Support Adoption of the RMA definition is appropriate and
Ltd (99) PRPS, adopting the same definition as set out in will provide clarity re when the contaminated land
Section 2 of the RMA: provisions apply.
Ref 249
Fonterra Co-operative Group | Delete Method 2.3 (regional ruie for extinguishing Support The method is not linked to plan provisions or
Ltd (99) existing use rights), or alternatively, identify the justified in the section 32 report and should be
criteria and thresholds that will be used to deleted.
Ref 188 determine where the approach might be applied.
Otago Civil Defence Policy 3.9.2 (hazardous substances and waste) - Oppose The proposed amendment may lead to Councils

Emergency Management
Group (100)

Ref 131

Amend policy to include the management of the
transportation of hazardous substances.

imposing consent conditions on hazardous
facilities seeking to control hazardous substances
outside the site of a hazardous facility and in
relation to transport routes. Such an approach
would be problematic for the Qil Companies, who
employ independent haulage companies to
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FURTHER SUBMISSIONS ON BEHALF OF THE OIL COMPANIES
ON SUBMISSIONS TO THE PROPOSED OTAGO REGIONAL POLICY STATEMENT

transport hazardous substances, and is
unnecessary given such activities are already
controlled by way of HSNO and the Land
Transport Act.

Otago Civil Defence Roles and responsibilities - Amend to clarify that the | Oppose The proposed amendment may lead to Councils
Emergency Management “transport/transportation” of hazardous waste and imposing consent conditions on hazardous
Group (100) waste materials includes the transfer of such facilities seeking to control hazardous substances
substances outside the site of a hazardous facility and in
Ref 177 relation to transport routes. Such an approach
would be problematic for the Oil Companies, who
employ independent haulage companies to
transport hazardous substances, and is
unnecessary given such activities are already
controlled by way of HSNO and the Land
Transport Act.
Walter Peak Station (103) Delete schedule 3 (significance thresholds) Support The inclusion of Schedule 3 is not justified in the
S32 report and no guidance is provided as to when
Ref 6 this threshold should be applied.
Oceana Gold (NZ) Ltd (140) | Relating to the use of "avoid, enhance, maintain": Support It is recognised that the use of “avoid” may be
Amend and/or ensure that the use of prescriptive appropriate in some cases but case law has
Ref 3 terms like "avoid" are what is actually intended. shown that to avoid unintended consequences it
should only be used where the intent is to prevent
a particular activity, especially when used in an
RPS level document.
Dunedin City Council (156) Amend [Method 3.1.4(g)] to clarify that the Regional | Support This accords with the requirements of the RMA
Council's role in contaminated land management is under Section 30.
Ref 189 for any on-going discharges from those sites.
Dunedin City Council (156) Include a new method under City and District plans | Support This accords with the requirements of the RMA

Ref 193

to describe that those Councils will address adverse
effects from the subdivision, development or use of
contaminated land, and give effect to the NES for
Assessing and Managing Contaminants in Soil to
Protect Human Health.

under Section 31 and the NES.
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24 September 2015

Dale Meredith

Manager Policy

Otago Regional Council
Private Bag 1954
DUNEDIN 9054

Dear Dale

FURTHER SUBMISSION ON PROPOSED OTAGO REGIONAL POLICY STATEMENT

The Queenstown Lakes District Council (QLDC) wishes to provide a further submission on
the Proposed Regional Policy Statement (RPS) for Otago, as outlined below.

We also note QLDC's submission points on Method 4.1.12 and the definition of ‘Urban
Growth Boundary’ contained within the Glossary have not been reflected within the ORC'’s
‘Summary of Decisions Requested document. Accordingly, a copy of our original
submission dated 24 July 2015 is also attached for reference.

Thank you for considering this feedback and continuing to involve us in the development of
the Proposed RPS.

Yours sincerely

/ prasz (un Cfa/f&f(




k Og““”ﬂ‘“‘h FURTHER SUBMISSION FORM (Print clearly on both sides)
Regional

== Council  Proposed Regional Policy Statement for Otago

(Form 6, Clause 8 of the First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991)

Office use only

e
wish / do not wish (circle preference) to be heard in support of

C() UEENMS g LA KET DStkier Councit Tyldersumission

Organisation (;fapphcable) If others make a similar submission, 1 will iwill not consider
presenting jointly with them at a hearing (circle preference).

Name of further submitter:

Tick as appropriate:

Postal address:
{ represent a relevant aspect of the public interest.

PRIVATE ppe Soo72
Querrzowy 1356

| have an interest in the proposal greater
than the |nterest that the general public has.

Signature: \\W P Date: g,ff‘/ ?/fy

(of further submmer or e\r\s n authorised to sign on their behalf).

Postcode:

75%8
035 o 6375

Email: o }’AM@ Y ”f'm &7%;&@/) %/7“/6/ f 7;« W:% Ny

Telephone:

Important note to submitter:
1. A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter within five
working days of making the further submission. Send to:
Freepost ORC 497

2. All further submissions are made available for public inspection. i
Froe Otago Regional Council

SUBMISSIONS MUST BE RECEIVED BY 5.00 PM, Frivate Bag 1954
FRIDAY 25 SEPTEMBER 2015 unedin 905

Please turn over



Further submission points

Submitter
No.

Submitter
further
submission
relates to

Provision

What part of the
submission your
further

submission relates to

and if you support or
oppose it

Reasons

Policy Remarkable | 147
suite 3.7 s Park
Limited and

Queenstown

Park Limited

Oppose the request to:
“‘amend Objective 3.7
and associated policies
to ensure that they are
focused on the functions
of a regional council and
do not impose detailed
policy statements that are
better managed at the
district council level’.

The functions of a regional council
include integrated management of
natural and physical resources (as per
Section 59 Purpose of Regional Policy
Statements; and Section 30 Functions of
regional councify and extend to the
integrated management of the urban
environment.

The inclusion of Objective 3.7 (and
supporting policies, including Schedule
B) is consistent with the function of a
Regional Policy Statement, and aligns
well with the QLDC Proposed District
Plan.

Notwithstanding the content of our
submissions relating to specific aspects
of urban development (including Natural
Hazards) we support the inclusion of
Objective 3.7 and supporting Policies
within the RPS. Their current format and
content is not prescriptive, and provides
sufficient scope for more detailed policy
and rules to be developed at District
level.

Policy 102

3.71

Royaiburn
Farming
Company
Schedule Ltd

8 Walter Peak
Station
Millbrook
Country Club
Eastburn
Farm

RCL
Queenstown
PTY Ltd
Damper Bay
Estates Ltd
Halfway Bay
Station
Water Tight
Investments
Ltd

Soho Basin
Skifield
Limited
Northlake
Investments
Limited
Shotover
Country
Limited

103

104

105

106

107

108

109

129

130

131

Oppose the proposed
amendment to Policy
3.7.1.

Oppose the proposed

deletion of Schedule 6.

Notwithstanding the content of our
submissions relating to specific aspects
of urban development (including Natural
Hazards) we support the inclusion of
Policy 3.7.1 and Schedule 6 (Urban
Form and Design) within the RPS. The
current format and content is not
prescriptive, and provides sufficient
scope for more detailed policy and rules
to be developed at District level. The
current format also effectively provides
for integrated management of urban
design outcomes at District and
Regional levels.




Ayrburn
Farm
Developmen
ts

132

Limited
Bridesdale 133
Farm
Developmen
ts
Limited
Glencoe 134
Station
Limited
Treble Cone | 135
Investment
Limited
Woodlot 136
Properties
Limited
Henley 137
Downs Farm
Holdings
Limited
Real 138
Journeys
3.8.1(b) Darby 81 Oppose (in par) the | The amendment proposed by this
Ptanning LP proposed amendment to | submission is opposed. Policy 3.8.1(b)(i)
Policy 3.8.1(b). and 3.8.1(b)(ii) captures integrated land
use and infrastructure  planning
objectives, and supports the QLDC
Proposed District  Plan  through
discouraging urban sprawl which can
result in costly infrastructure upgrades.
It is not practical to state (as proposed
by the submitter) that the avoidance of
communities bearing additional costs of
infrastructure can be achieved. This
issue is best dealt with by Development
Contributions, Ratings and Financial
Contributions Policies ~ in the event of
“unplanned” urban development.
Policy Royalburn 102 Oppose (in part) | The amendment proposed by submitters
3.8.1 Farming proposed amendment to | through use of the word “providing”
Company Policy 3.8.1 to include the | shifts the focus from “managing” urban
Ltd word “providing”. | growth, to providing for, and meeting
Walter Peak | 103 demand for urban land in all cases. The
Station proposed amendment does  not
Millbrook 104 appropriately balance all resource
Country Club management issues related to urban
Eastburn 105 growth. Whilst there are demonstrated
Farm land supply and affordability issues in
RCL 106 the Queenstown Lakes District, there
Queenstown are a range of other resource
PTY Ltd management issues to be considered in
Damper Bay | 107 setting urban limits. Accordingly, QLDC
Estates Ltd Opposes the proposed amendment to
Halfway Bay | 108 Policy 3.8.1 to include the word
Station “providing”.
Water Tight | 109 . L .
Investments Support propos.ed As noted m'QLDC s original submission,
Ltd amendment to Policy | the function of Urban  Growth




Soho Basin | 129 3.8.1 to remove | Boundaries in the Queenstown Lakes
Skifield reference to 10 years. District is not only related to land
Limited supply/demand, but also protecting
Northlake 130 significant landscapes, and the cohesion
Investments and heritage/character of urban centres.
Limited For this reason, they will not in all cases
Shotover 131 necessarily cater for 10 years of growth.
Country Reference to providing 10 years of
Limited growth is problematic, and may resuit in
Ayrburn 132 the perception that increased density is
Farm not necessary because sufficient supply
Developmen exists for a 10 year period. Accordingly,
ts QLDC  supports the  proposed
Limited amendment to Policy 3.8.1 to remove
Bridesdale 133 reference to 10 years.
Farm
Developmen Support proposed | As noted in QLDC's original submission,
ts amendment to Policy | avoidance of significant hazard risk is
Limited 3.8.1 relating to natural | supported in greenfield areas. However
Glencoe 134 hazards. within existing urban centres the
Station complete “avoidance” of natural hazard
Limited risk may not be appropriate or
Treble Cone | 135 achievable. The social and economic
Investment consequences of “avoidance” strategies
Limited are significant on local, regional and
Wood!lot 136 national levels. Similar to the submitters
Properties proposed amendment to Policy 3.8.1,
Limited QLDC seeks an alternative approach
that recognises within urban limits there
ngre]z Farm 137 may be natural hazard risks and these
Holdings need to be appropriately managed and
Limited mitigatgd to tolerable levels.
Real 138 Accordingly, QLDC supports an
Journeys amendment to Policy 3.8.1 relating to
natural hazards.
Policy Queenstown | 122 Oppose proposed | The amendment suggested by the
3.8.1 Airport insertion to policy 3.8.1. submitter is inherently wide in scope in
Corporation application, and does not specify
physical limits within which reverse
sensitivity effects are to be managed.
Policy Darby B1 Oppose the complete | It is appropriate for the RPS to contain
3.8.2 Planning LP deletion of Policy 3.8.2 | policy relatng to wurban growth
Royalburn 102 (Controlling growth where | boundaries for the purpose of achieving
Farming there are identified urban | integrated land use management and
Company growth boundaries infrastructure provision. The framework
Ltd or future urban | of the RPS policy supports this, whilst
Walter Peak | 103 development areas) enabling location specific provisions to
Station be developed at the District level to
Millbrook 104 manage the location of urban growth
Country Club boundaries, in addition to consideration
Eastburn 105 of local economic benefits and
Farm consequences when forming these
RCL 1086 boundaries. For these reasons, we
Queenstown oppose the complete deletion of Policy
PTY Ltd 3.8.2 put forward by these submitters.
Damper Bay | 107 ) .
Estates Ltd Support the deletion of | However, as noted in our original
Halfway Bay | 108 Schedule 8 submission, QLDC supports the
Station deletion of Schedule 8 from the RPS, as
Water Tight | 109 the determination and mapping of Urban
Investments Growth boundaries is more
Ltd appropriately managed at District level.
gﬁihﬁild Basin | 129 Support the deletion of | Additionally, QLDC supports the deletion
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Limited
Northiake
investments
Limited
Shotover
Country
Limited
Ayrburn
Farm
Developmen
ts

Limited
Bridesdale
Farm
Developmen
ts

Limited
Glencoe
Station
Limited
Treble Cone
Investment
Limited
Woodlot
Properties
Limited
Henley
Downs Farm
Holdings
Limited

Real
Journeys

130

131

132

133

134

135

136

137

138

Policy 3.8.2 (a)

of Policy 3.8.2 (a) relating to the staging
of development, as staging and
sequencing of land release may have
unintended economic consequences.

Policy
3.8.3

Royalburn
Farming
Company
Ltd

Walter Peak
Station
Millbrook
Country Club
Eastburn
Farm

RCL
Queenstown
PTY Ltd
Damper Bay
Estates Ltd
Halfway Bay
Station
Water Tight
Investments
Ltd

Soho Basin
Skifield
Limited
Northlake
Investments
Limited
Shotover
Country
Limited

102

103

104

105

106

107

108

109

129

130

131

Oppose (in part) the
proposed amendment to
Policy 3.8.3(b)(i) for the
insertion of “, or there is a
shortage of land available
for urban development’.

The wording of Policy 3.8.3(b)(i) (within
the Proposed RPS, as notified)
adequately captures the need to
balance productive land management
with urban expansion, and would set the
basis to require evidence/justification
that there are no other areas suitable for
urban expansion. This captures the
need to also review capacity within
existing urban areas prior to proceeding
with urban expansion which may
undermine productive capacity.

However, the suggested amendment
proposed by submitters would place the
significant focus on the availability of
greenfield land supply at the expense of
considering opportunities for
intensification/re-development.

QLDC supports the wording Policy
3.8.3(b)()) as notified within the
Proposed RPS, and opposes the
wording proposed by these Submitters.




Ayrburn 132
Farm
Developmen
ts
Limited
Bridesdale 133
Farm
Developmen
ts
Limited
Glencoe 134
Station
Limited
Treble Cone | 135
Investment
Limited
Woodlot 136
Properties
Limited
Heniey 137
Downs Farm
Holdings
Limited
Real 138
Journeys
Method Royalburn 102 Oppose the deletion of | The functions of a regional council
4.1.12 Farming Method 4.1.12. include integrated management of
Company natural and physical resources (as per
Ltd Section 59 Purpose of Regional Policy
Walter Peak | 103 Statements; and Section 30 Functions of
Station regional councify and extend to the
Millbrook 104 integrated management of the urban
Country Club environment. Establishing the
Eastburn 105 framework for urban growth boundaries
Farm is consistent with the function of a
RCL 108 Regional Policy Statement, and aligns
Queenstown well with the QLDC Proposed District
PTY Ltd Plan. The inclusion of Method 4.1.12
Damper Bay | 107 integrates with Objective 3.7 and Policy
Estates Ltd 3.8.2. Accordingly, QLDC opposes the
Halfway Bay | 108 deletion of Method 4.1.12.
Station .
Water Tight | 109 Support the deletion of | Notwithstanding, we wish to highlight
Investments Method 4.1.12(b) - as | QLDC's original submission on Method
Ltd outlined in our onginal | 4.1.12 which has not been effectively
Soho Basin | 129 submission. captured within ORC's Summary of
Skifield Submissions. The function of UGB’s in
Limited the Queenstown Lakes District is not
Northlake 130 only related to land supply, but also
Investments protecting significant landscapes, and
Limited the cohesion and heritage/character of
Shotover 131 urba_n centres. For this reason, they will
Country not in all cases necessgflly cater for 10
Limited years of growth. Additionally, growth
Ayrburn 132 rates are affected by a range of external
Farm inﬂyences and this may necessitate a
Developmen review of urb;n growth boundaries over
s time. Accordingly, QLDC supports the
Limited amendment or deletion of Method
Bridesdale 133 4.1.12(b) which refers to urban growth
Farm boundaries accommodating 10 years of
Developmen urban growth needs.
ts




Limited

QLDC also supports the  submitters

Glencoe 134 comments that the mapping of urban
Station growth boundaries should not be
Limited included within the RPS (refer further
Treble Cone | 135 submission point on Policy 3.8.2 and
Investment Schedule 8 above) as urban growth
Limited boundaries may be reviewed over time
Woodiot 136 and this is best dealt with at a local
Properties level, We therefore request that the
Limited wording of Method 4.1.12 retains
Henley 137 sufficient discretion for District Councils
Downs Farm through maintaining use of the word
Holdings ‘may’: “City or district plans may
Limited implement Policy 3.8.2 by:...".
Real 138
Journeys
Method Central 37 Conditionally support the | QLDC supports the concept in principle
4.1.4 Otago request to delete method | but seeks that the ORC provide clarity
District 41.4 on expectations in terms of what
Council provisions would be expected in the
QLDC District Plan.
Waitaki 70 Support the request to
District define the dry catchment | The QLDC District Plan already provides
Council and amend the method | for potential land use change in dry
so it is a requirement of a | catchment  through  provisions  for
regional plan. indigenous vegetation, forestry and
wilding exotic trees. However, these
provisions are related to policies
primarily associated with managing
indigenous biodiversity, landscape, and
wilding exotic tree spread, and are not
primarily intended to manage land use
change in dry catchments.
Method Central 37 Support the submission | The ORC relies on territorial authorities
3.1 Otago in that the method does | through the earthworks provisions in
District not acknowledge the | their district plans.
Council statutory function of the

ORC to control the use of
land for soil conservation.

However the district plans take a focus
on managing the potential adverse
effects of earthworks in the context of
amenity, ground stability, and
construction/disturbance related
environmental protection measures.

These are not related to soil
conservation in terms of s30(1)(c)(1) of
the RMA.




24 July 2015

Dale Meredith
Manager Policy

Otage Regional Council
Private Bag 1954
DUNEDIN 29054

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
Dear Dale
FEEDBACK OM PROPOSED OTAGO REGIONAL POLICY STATERMENT

Thank you for continuing to involve GQLDC in the development of the ORC's Proposed
Regicnal Policy Statement (RPS). We ncte that the feedback we have provided to dats has
been considered and has been reflected in some changes in the latest version.

We firstly wish to commend the ORC in developing a new generation RPS which addresses
current planning issues in a clear and concise manner, and will support the ongoing
integration cf local and regional decision making. The approach of the RPS in relation to the
managing urban growth is generally consistent with GLDC's direction, and the principles for
urban growth and design align well with the QLDC Proposed District Plan (1o be notified in
August 2015). In particular, Policies 3.7.2 and 3.7.3 provide the framework for sustainable
building forms which are encouraged via the High Dansity and Medium Density Residential
provisions of the Proposed District Plan.

We also wish to highlight support for the encouragement of small scale renewable energy
generation in minimising reliance on fossil fuels and improving the resilience of local energy
supplies. This is also an element which QLDC is seeking to encourage via a more enabling
regulatory framswork.

Additionally, provisions relating to pest management pravide the basis for more effective
control of wilding pines, an issue particularly significant for this District. We support policies
2.2.4, 2.2.8{e) and 2.2.13(d), and ook forward to working with ORC in developing the Pest
Management Strategy and specific actions and priorities going forward.

As discussed over the phone on the 17 July 2015, QLDC has some remaining concerns and
guestions relating to the following key matters within the Proposed RPS:

¢ Natural hazards

= Climate change

¢ Urban growth

s Scenic Amenity Landscapes
¢ Roles and responsibilities



Queenstown Lakes District, given that existing development may be within areas considered
to be of ‘significant risk’. These include:

e Inability to meet housing and accommodation demands to address significant growth
pressures

o Increased overcrowding and social health concerns due to lack of new housing

« Compromised urban growth boundaries and need for new settlements at increasing
distances from urban centres, with associated environmental, social and financial
implications

« Viahility of town centres and public transport routes compromised by lack of density

e Economic and tourism decline, associated with all of the above.

We also note that it is not possible to fully appreciate the costs and benefits of avoidance
strategies without an understanding of what ‘significant’ risk is, or where these areas may
be.

We understand based on our discussion with ORC on 17 July, that the policy approach of
the Proposed RPS was intended to enable local councils to use their discretion in
determining appropriate methods of managing natural hazard risks. We also understand that
reference to “significant risk” was a result of questions around the robustness of previous
policies which otherwise referred to “intolerabie” risk.

To enable QLDC sufficient discretion to manage natural hazard risks, we seek an alternative
approach that recognises within urban limits there may be natural hazard risks and these
need to be appropriately managed and mitigated. It is appreciated that the methods of
managing risk will be dependent upon the tolerance of the community, the willingness to
accept risk, and how limited the land resource is at any given point in time.

Accordingly, we suggest that the scope of Policies 3.2.6 and 3.1.7 is widened to enable
consideration of the extent to which risk can be mitigated or reduced to tolerable levels. This
is consistent with a risk based planning approach reflected by the current research of GNS,
and AS/NZS [SO 31000:2009 (as referenced in ORC'’s s32 analysis).

Relating to the aim of risk reduction, it is considered that the intent of policy 3.2.6 and
3.7.1(c) would be maintained by amending these policies to include reference to “avoiding or
reducing natural hazard risk’, and the encouragement of design that facilitates an
acceptable reduction in natural hazard risk. These amendments retain the overall goal of risk
reduction, whilst enabling flexibility to allow for site specific analysis.

Tolerance

The Proposed RPS also refers to the concept of community “tolerance” to natural hazards
(Policy 3.2.4, 3.2.7 & AER 3.1). The concept of tolerance is not discussed or defined. AER
3.1 states that: Otago’s communities have defined their tolerance of risks from natural
hazards and climate change and that this risk tolerance is reflected in planning documents.

We interpret the intent of Policy 3.2.4 and 3.2.7 as being sufficiently wide in scope such that
tolerance should be considered as just one of a number of items to be had “regard to” when
considering methods to reduce and manage hazards. We also understand that ORC sought
not to define this term. However, we seek further clarification on the meaning of this concept
moving forward, and the intended roles and responsibilities of District and Regional Councils
in addressing this.



Furthermore, the function of UGB’s in the Queenstown Lakes District is not only related to
land supply, but also protecting the cohesion and heritage/character of urban centres. For
this reason, they will not in ail cases necessarily cater for 10 years of growth. Reference to
providing 10 years of growth is problematic, and may resuit in the perception that increased
density is not necessary because sufficient supply exists for a 10 year period.

Therefore, we would prefer that the definition and function of urban growth boundaries within
the Proposed RPS does not refer to staging or sequencing, or specify a time period of
growth.

We also anticipate that urban growth boundaries would be reviewed and potentially
amended over time. For this reason, we request that the RPS provide the framework for the
use of UGB'’s as a tool, but that the mapping of UGB's is limited to the District Plan, and not
replicated within the RPS. We understand discretion is enabled on this matter by Method
5.1.

Special Amenity Landscapes

Based on our discussion of 17 July, it is understood that the term ‘Special Amenity
Landscapes’ has been determined to apply generally across the region, and that District
councils have the ability to determine specific tittes more appropriate for specific
locations/areas.

However, we seek to question Method 6.1.2(d) which states:

“Regional, city and district councils, in their areas of responsibility, will identify:...
d) Special amenity landscapes”.

It is suggested that the identification of Special Amenity Landscapes be at the discretion of
the territorial authority, where necessary to give effect to Section 7(c) of the RMA. It is
therefore requested that this method state ‘may’ rather than ‘will’.

Additionally, we seek clarification as to whether this term would be intended to also apply to
urban environments or heritage sites with particular amenity values, and if so, whether this is
suitably addressed by the policy framework.

Roles and responsibilities
Method 6.3.1, Method 6.4.1

Method 6.3.1 states that District Councils will undertake State of the Environment Reporting.
The current role of QLDC with regard to the management and monitoring of the environment
is governed by the roles and responsibilities under the Local Government Act 2002 and
Resource Management Act 1991. Whilst we recognise the value of such a task, we note that
this is not a specific requirement of these Acts. Section 35 of the RMA states that:

“Every local authority shall monitor—

(a) the state of the whole or any part of the environment of its region or district—

(i) to the extent that is appropriate to enable the local authority to effectively carry out
its functions under this Act; and...”

Section 35 enables a local authority to undertake State of the Environment reporting where
appropriate or necessary, however this responsibility is not mandatory. As such, it is
considered that the Councils role with regard to environmental monitoring is best delivered
by the existing responsibilities under these Acts.

5



Attachment A — General comments

“Method 4.1.9

(@)

i

.

Promoting the use of accidental discovery
protocols (for archaeology) should not be a
substitute for correctly assessing the effects of
development on historic heritage. Additionally,
this method statement is currently linked to
Palicy 4.3.2 (Managing land use change in dry
catchments) — however is likely to be relevant
to other policies more specifically related to
heritage.

Consider  inclusion
policies and methods
to guide historic
heritage
assessments, and
linkage of Method
4.1.9 ta cther policies
more specifically
related io heriiage.

General

The document does not make it clear on who
is responsible for identifying historic heritage.
This covers a wide range including cultural
sites, archaeology, landscapes as well as built
heritage and precincts.

Clarify intended roles
and responsibilities
for historic heritage.

General

ntro to Chapter 3
(page 43)
Objective 3.6

Objective 3.3

Potlicy 3.8.1(
{Low or no
emission  heating
systems)

The items identifying historic heritage are
specific to huilt features and there does not
appear to he a reference/palicy that recognises
vegetation within urban environments and
exotic vegetation such as protected trees.

Support for local energy production and
conservation will also reduce reliance on fossil

fuels and improve resilience.

e
.

recognise the

Objective does ot mcreasng’

frequency of extreme events associated with
climate change.

-

Pelicy 3.8.1 proposes to require the use of jow-
or no-emission heating in new urban areas, in
areas with degraded air quality, or at risk of
degradation. However, the RFS does not
provide detail of the specific locations to be
managed, or ‘air pollution sensitive areas’.

Recommend

inclusion of
vegetation within the
scope of policies
refating to  historic
heritage.

Consider greater
emphasis on the
importance of local
energy production

Consider  including
recognition that
extreme weather
gvenis are becoming
more comman,
increasing demands
on infrastructure
networks.

o

Suggest

inclusion of
specific locaticns
subject to

management control,
or linkage to relevant
external documents.

Policy 3.8.3 (&) — | Primary production is undefined. If avoidance | Define ‘primary

Managing strategies are sought then further definition of | production’. Consider

fragmentation  of | the activites encompassed by primary | appropriateness  of

rural land production should be provided (eg. does this | avoidance in  all
term extend to the wine industry?). An activity | econemic

“Avoid may affect the potential use of land for | circumstances.

development  or | productive use, but this productive use may not
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“Policy 3.6.6

Policy 4.3.4

Policy 4.4.3

Paolicy 4.5.6

Schedule 6

It is also imp

ortant to highlight that public
transport networks and facilities (eg bus
shelters) should be considered during the
planning stages of development as an integrai
component of the transport system. Retrofitting
systems into developed urban areas can be
challenging and often mcre costly.

The term “r:énts‘al business district” does ot
appropriately reflect the nature of urban
centres within the Queenstown Lakes District.

This policy could aiso encourage activities
which contribute to (or minimise effects on) the
recharging of ground water, potable water

tables and aquifers.

it is appreciated that this policy is intended to

be general in nature and does not contain
provisions specific to any type of mineral
activity. However it is questioned whether' the
policy has sufficient strength to consider the
potential effects of fracking, specifically with
regard {o impacts on water quality and
guantity; potential increased earthquake risk;
and soilfwater contamination. Additicnally,
subsequent policies do not consider potential
requirement for offsetting due to impacts to
water.

Request more specific recognition of:

s 2 {h) — connections with blue networks,
as reflected by Objective 3.7

e 3{h) - cycling connectivity

o 4(h) - stronger emphasis on heritage to
consider adverse effects but also the
positive effects of proposals which can
enhance the value or useability of a
heritage feature.

streamlined
document.

that
policy addresses the
need to consider
public transport

requirements during
site  design and
planning

transport

Recommend that this
Policy alsc includes
reference to ‘Town
Centres’ o ensure
appropriate
application in  the
Queenstown Lakes
District.

Consider inclugion of
water quantity and
quality as an
additional matter of
consideraticn  within

this policy.

Request inclusion of
policy to address the
potential known or
feasible  risks  of

mineral  exploration,
particularly  fracking,;
and scope for

offsetting for
significant water
quality/quantity
effects.

Reduest inclusion of
the matters identified.







SUBMISSION FORM 6

CLAUSE 8 OF FIRST SCHEDULE, RESOURCE MANAGEMENT ACT 1991

FURTHER SUBMISSION IN SUPPORT OF OR IN OPPOSITION TO SUBMISSIONS ON
PUBLICLY NOTIFIED PROPOSED OTAGO REGIONAL POLICY STATEMENT 2015

To: Otago Regional Council
Private Bag 1954
DUNEDIN
Submission on: Submissions on the Proposed Otago Regional

Policy Statement 2015

Name: Aurora Energy Limited
Address: PO Box 1404,
DUNEDIN 9054

1. These further submissions are in support of or in opposition to submissions on the
Proposed Otago regional Policy Statement (“PRPS”) 2015.

2. Aurora Energy Limited (““Aurora®) is a person who has an interest in the Plan Change
that is greater than the interest of the general public.

3. Asexplained in Aurora’s original submission, Aurora owns, operates and maintains an
electricity distribution network in the Dunedin and Central Otago regions. This network
carries electricity from the National Grid to more than 85,000 homes and businesses
across Dunedin City and the Central Otago Region. Aurora owns substations, lines and
cables located in public road reserve, as well as on private property. In addition to the
distribution network, Aurora has the capacity to own and operate high voltage (up to
110kV) transmission lines, and associated structures in future, and may be required to
do so as regional electricity demand grows. Aurora is committed to providing its
customers in the region with an effective and secure supply of electricity, which in doing
so provides a critical service to customers as well as a public good to local communities
including hospitals, schools, offices and residential dwellings.

4. Aurora has particular interests in ensuring that the PRPS enables the continued and
efficient operation of its regionally significant infrastructure as well as generally
ensuring that other existing and new regionally significant infrastructure within the
Otago region is adequately provided for.



5. Inlight of the above, Aurora considers that it has an interest in the PRPS that is greater
than the interest of the general public, by virtue of its existing Regionally Significant
and Critical Infrastructure throughout the Otago Region.

6. Aurora therefore makes the following further submissions pursuant to clause 8 of the
First Schedule to the RMA. Further submissions from Aurora on the PRPS are attached
to this document in Table Form. (See Annexure One).

7. Auwrora will not gain an advantage in trade competition through these further
submissions.

Aurora wishes to be heard in support of its submission.

If others make a similar submission, Aurora will consider presenting a joint
case with them at a hearing.

Signed:.......co.u...

On behalf of Aurora Energy Limited
Dated at Dunedin this 25" day of September 2015

Address for Service:

Aurora Energy Limited

C/- Delta Utility Services Limited
PO Box 1404

DUNEDIN 9054

Contact Details:

Attention:  Joanne Dowd — Network Policy Manager
Telephone: 03 471 6783

E-mail: joanne.dowddthinkdelta.co.nz







Submitter

Decision Requested

Aurora’s Position

Further Submission

However, Aurora considers the clause also needs to apply to Essential Structures
as outlined in Aurora’s original submission.

Policy 2.1.1 clause ‘P’ should be amended as follows:

1 "p) maintein-the-ability Enable the reasonable operational, maintenance and

minor upgrade requirements of existing infrastructure and essential structures te

fapatt

1 wWhin-thaissdaas "
Porfte-WHh - 4eHeR-par

Policy 2.1.2 - Managing for the values of beds of rivers and lakes, wetlands, and their margins

KiwiRail Holdings Limited
(69)

Amend Policy as follows:

" m) Maintain the ability of existing infrastructure to operate within
their design parameters.

Support in part

Aurora agrees that recognition should be provided for infrastructure that is located
in the beds of rivers and lakes, wetlands and their margins. However, Aurora
submits that the new clause “m” should be amended as follows:

"m) maintain-the-ability Enable the reasonable operational. maintenance and
minor upgrade requirements of existing infrastructure and essential structures te
EFE ‘,l"‘l' ‘ ':Eii"u*eaaﬂaiasﬂ

Policy 2.2.4 - Managing outstanding

natural features, landscapes and seascapes

Contact Energy Limited » Amend Policy 2.2.4 a) to read as follows: “Avoid significant adverse Support Aurora agrees that this policy requires some clarity to ensure that it is only the
(74) effects on thosc values which ecentribute-to-the-significance-of make the “significant” adverse effects on outstanding natural landscapes, features and
natural feature, landscape or scascape outstanding, ” seascapes are avoided.
« Delete Policy 2.2.4 b).
The amendments proposed provide the greater clarity required.
Policy 3.2.5 - Assessing activities for natural hazard risk
Pioneer Generation Limited Amend as follows: Support Aurora agrees that Policy 3.2.5 should be amended such that issues associated
(142) "Assess activities for natural hazard risk, by considering: ... with “functional need” are a relevant consideration.
d) Flow-on effects of the risk to other activitics, individuals and
communities; asd This submission is aligned with the relief sought by Aurora in its original
¢) The availability of, and ability to provide, lifeline utilities, and submissions.
essential and emergency services, during and after a natural hazard
event.; and
f) The extent to which an activity is functionally required 1o locate
within a natural hazard risk arca."
Policy 3.2.7 - Reducing existing natural hazard risk
Z Energy Limited, BP Oil NZ Amend Policy 3.2.7 to recognise that it is not appropriate to reduce risk Support Aurora agrees that it is important to ensure that there is {lexibility in the policy to

Limited and Mobil Oil NZ Limited
(128)

and that the focus should be on minimisation. This could be achieved by
adopting wording along the following as follows:

"a) New subdivision, use and development, shall:

i.  be avoided in arcas where the risks of natural hazards to people
property and infrastructure are assessed as being unacceptable;
and

avoid unintended consequences for existing and new development in the region.

The proposed wording changes proposed by the submitter for Policy 3.2.7 is
therefore supported.







L Submitter

Decision Requested

Policy 3.4.2 - Managing infrastructure activities

Aurora’s Position

Further Submission

Transpower New Zealand Limited "Manage infrastructure aclivities, to: Support Aurora supports the proposed amendments to Policy 3.4.2. In particular, Aurora
97) considers it is appropriate that the PRPS should seek to restrict activities that may
b) Reduce adverse effects of those activities, where practicable including polentially result in reverse sensitivity effects on national and regionally
cumulative. .. significant electricity assets. Promotion of infrastructure corridors is therefore
strongly supported.
¢) Protect existing and future infrastructure corridors by ensuring that
development within these corridors does not generate adverse effects on This submission is aligned with the relief sought by Aurora in its original
the_infrastructure, including the ability of that infrastructure to be submissions.
accessed, operated, maintained and/or upgraded: for-infrastrueture-needs;
o) Protect the funeti functional and operational requirements ..."
Federated Farmers of New "Manage infrastructure activities, to: ... Oppose Aurora opposes this submission as the changes proposed to Policy 3.4.2 (b) are
Zealand b) Reduce adverse effects of those activities, including cumulative not considered necessary. The policy as notified already covers adverse effects
(115) adverse effects on natural and physical resources, primary production on natural and physical resources. Aurora submits that there is no reason why
and existing land uses: and ... primacy should be given to primary production in this section of the PRPS. There
¢) Protect infrastructure corridors from incompatible activities for are already proposed provisions relating to the management of activities in rural
infrastraetus do—novw-and-for-the-futurer and. .. areas under Objective 4.3 and Policy 4.3.1.
In addition, the changes to Policy 3.4.2 () are not supported as the phraseology
proposed will create uncertainty. Aurora consider that clause “¢” should be
amended as follows:
€) Protect infrastructure corridors from_inappropriate subdivision, use¢ and
development fer-infrastruetus ds—now-and-for-the-fature: and .
The above wording is better aligned with Part 2 of the RMA.
Horticulture New Zealand Amend Policy 3.4.2 as follows: “c) Managing infrastructure corridors for Oppose The changes proposed to Policy 3.4.2 (¢) are not supported by Aurora as the
(124) nationally important infrastructure needs, recognising the existing land proposed wording does not align with Part 2 of the RMA. As outlined above,
uses through which they pass. Pretect—infrastruet seriders—for Aurora consider that clause “e” should be amended as follows:
nfrastractur ds—-nevw-and-for-the-future; and. ..
€) Protect infrastructure corridors {rom inappropriate subdivision. use and
development for-infrastructure-needs—now-and-for-the-future; and .
Objective 3.5 - Infrastructure of national and regional significance is managed in a sustainable way
Dunedin City Council +  Amend the objective, issue and need to clarify why these Support Aurora agrees that it is unclear why infrastructure of regional and nationai

(156)

provisions should only apply to rcgionally and nationally
significant infrastructure (as defined in Policy 3.5.1), and not
locally important public (or even al) infrastructure.

+  Alternatively, recognise locally important infrastructure in a
similar manner in the objective and related provisions.

importance constitutes a scparate issue and different policy framework.

As outlined in Aurora’s original submission Aurora’s regionally significant
distribution assets should be identified and addressed in this section of the PRPS
rather than as a separate section under Policy 3.6.5.







Submitter

Decision Requested
Protect electricity distribution transmission infrastructure, by:
a) Recognising the functional needs of electricity distribution
transmission activities; and
b) Restricting the establishment of these incompatible activities that may
result in significant reverse sensitivity effects; and ...
d) Assessing the significance of adverse effects on those needs, as
detailed in Schedule 3; and

\ Dratacts iads Tiatsalaab s doraforinfract ot i "
FER -S-OXATHRE- O FRHHOFS-TO-HREFRG TR HOVY

Aurora’s Position

Further Submission
Aurora’s regionally significant infrastructure being excluded from
consideration within the PRPS. This is opposed. As outlined in Aurora’s
original submission, there are three stages of electric power supply;
generation, transmission and distribution, and provision should be made
within the PRPS for the activities associated with each stage.

2. The submitter highlights that there are existing regulatory & non-
regulatory documents which termritorial local authorities are already
required to ‘give effect 10’ or which address the harm to human
communities, and the threat from incompatible activities to infrastructure.
In its submission the submitter mentions the New Zealand Electrical Code
for Practice for Electrical Safe Distances 2001 (*NZECP 34: 20017 but
not the Electricity (Hazards from Trees) Regulations 2003.  Aurora
submit, that if the provisions in these codes of practice and regulations
were complied with, then measures to protect infrastructure corridors
would be negated. Unfortunately, there are many instances throughout
the Otago Region, where compliance with the provisions of these
documents have not been adhered to, which is of great concern to Aurora.
As such protection of infrastructure corridors for electricity distribution
assets is required.

i

As discussed in Aurora’s original submission and above, Aurora is
supportive of provisions which seek 1o protect its regionally significant
infrastructure. The corridor protection provisions promoted under the
PRPS, are appropriate and Aurora objects 1o the suggestion that such
provision should be deleted in relation to its distribution assets. Aurora
submit that it is appropriate for the PRPS to provide direction to the
district planning process in this manner. Regionally Significant and
Critical Infrastructure (such as Aurora’s distribution assels) can be
vulnerable to inappropriate subdivision or proximity to land use
development, as such activities can restrict access and affect the ability to
maintain network assets. The protection of such corridors will assist in
ensuring that Aurora can continue to provide a resilient electricity
network.

Horticulture New Zealand
(124)

Amend as follows:
"Managing Proteet-cleetricity distribution infrastructure, by:

¢) Ensuring existing land uses are not penalised by location of electricity

distribution_infrastructurc Aveidins—remedyingormitigating—adver
effects-from-etheraetivities-onthefunetional-needs-of that-infrastrueture;

and

¢) Protect infrastructure corridors for nationally important infrastructure
needs. recognising the existing land uses through which they pass

T NP et el £ ]

e infeact "

Oppose

Aurora opposes the amendments to Policy 3.6.5 as proposed by the submitter.

As discussed in Aurora’s original submission and above, Aurora is supportive of
provisions which seck to protect its regionally significant infrastructure. The
corridor protection provisions promoted under the PRPS are appropriate.
Regionally Significant and Critical Infrastructure can be vulnerable to
inappropriate subdivision or proximity to land use development, as such activities
can restrict access and affect the ability to maintain network assets. The protection
of such corridors will assist in ensuring that Aurora can continue to provide a
resilient electricity network.




Submitter
Glossary

rcision Requested

Further Submission

Transpower New Zcaland
Limited
(97)

Amend Infrastructure definition as follows:

"d) Facilities for the generation or transmission of clectricity such as

substations, lines used or intended to be used to eenve¥ transmit or

distribute electricity and support structures for lines used or intended to
be used to eeavey transmit or convey eleclricity, excluding facilities,
lines and support structures..."

Support in part

Aurora agrees wilh the proposed changes to clause “d” of the definition of
Infrastructure subject to one minor amendment, which will ensure that Aurora’s
distribution assets arc also adequately provided for.

Amend Infrastructure definition as follows:

"d) Facilities for the generation, £ transmission and distribution of electricity such
as substations, lines uscd or intended to be used to eemvey transmit or distribute
clectricity and support structurcs for lines used or intended to be used to eonvey
transmit or convey electricity, excluding facilities, lines and support structures..."







Submitter Sub | Plan Provision Decision requested by submitter Support/ | Reason
pp
No. Oppose
McKeague Consultancy | 83 3 Whole RPS (Overall Amend all policies using the word “avoid", particularly | Support The use of the word ‘avoid’ or ‘prevent’ in the PRPS
Ltd approach) those without a qualifying statement such as "where needs to be reassessed in the light of the King Salmon
avoidance is not possible, remedy...", to "avoid or L.
minimise" or delete the word “avoid" and replace with decision.
"minimise”.
Fonterra Co-operative 99 3 Whole RPS (Overall Tlhe ?mgndeg dscumgnt Szou{d, as a starting point, Support The use of the word ‘avoid’ or ‘prevent’ in the PRPS
Group Ltd approa clearly identify the regionally significant issues that : ; ;
P pproach) need to be addressed, following which, it should set gee_d? o be reassessed in the light of the King Saimon
out the objectives, policies and methods to address ecision. . o . .
those issues. A statement of regionally significant issues would assist
* Amend the PRPS to include a new section or in the structure of the PRPS and provide greater clarity
statement setting out a clear, coherent, integrated and focus
strategy focussing specifically on the management of ’
natural and physical resources.
+ Create additional provisions which specifically relate
to regionally significant industry. These can adopt the
model used in relation to regionally and nationally
significant infrastructure.
* Inciude more explicit provisions that recognise and
provide for natural and physical resources to be used
for the benefit of the social and economic well-being of
the community.
Federated Farmers of NZ | 115 | 3 Whole RPS (Overall 1) Frame the RPS with key issues, to provide a better | Sypport The use of the word ‘avoid’ or ‘prevent’ in the PRPS
approach) linkage between the higher level intentions and the needs to be reassessed in the light of the King Salmon
subsequent methods and policies. L.
2) Review the use of the words ‘avoid', ‘prevent' or decision. . L . .
‘require’ in light of King Salmon and the implications for A statement of regionally significant issues would assist
the region’s resource use. in the structure of the PRPS and provide greater clarity
3) Where relevant the RPS should step back from and focus
giving prescriptive directions to individual Territorial _n f d looki .
Local Authorities (TLAs). TLAs should have sufficient A more positive forward looking approach is supported.
scope to address local issues and opporfunities within
the local context through local planning processes.
Otago and Central South | 118 | 3 Whole RPS (Overall f;‘iﬁ;‘s"ﬂn"ﬁ;’é fﬂ‘g’}i‘,‘,ﬁjﬁ”mc‘”’”‘ resource management Supportin | A statement of regionally significant issues would assist
Istand Fish and Game approach) "Regionally Sianificant Resource Management Issues part in the structure of the PRPS and provide greater clarity
Councils (Refer to submission) and focus. However the list of issues sought does not
include all matters identified in the PRPS.
Ravensdown Works Ltd 143 | 3 Whole RPS (Overall With regard to the use of the words "values” and "outcomes”, | Support The use of the words ‘values’ and ‘outcomes’ needs to
amend to specify values and outcomes sought. . . .
approach) be clarified as it presents uncertainty as to what the

PRPS is seeking to achieve.

»;
&gy



Submitter Sub | Plan Provision Decision requested by submitter Support/ | Reason
Pp
No. Oppose
Forest and Bird NZ 98 | 259 Regionally significant Re write the issues for the region so that they are in Supportin | A statement of regionally significant issues would assist
. accordance with Section 59 and 62 (RMA) to provide a more . . .
[ssues detailed overview of the significant issues including indigenous | Part in the structure of the PRPS and provide greater clarity
biodiversity, the regional matters of National importance (S6 and focus. However the list of issues sought does not
RMA). ) S
+ Re write the objectives so that they deal with each of the include all matters identified in the PRPS.
regionally significant resource issues, rather than generalised
outcomes, and provide clear reasons and explanations for
Objectives and Policies.
Central Otago District 37 259 Regionally significant gtta‘e the sigrificant resource management issues for the Support A statement of regionally significant issuies would assist
« . ago region. . . y
Council issues goreg in the structure of the PRPS and provide greater clarity
and focus.
Fonterra Co-operative 99 | 4 Introduction RPS Framework | Amend the fourth outcome of the RPS Framework to read: Supportin | The wording sought would provide greater clarity and
As set out in submission . . . .
Group Ltd part identification of values in the PRPS.
Otago and Central South | 118 | 4 Introduction RPS Framework | Amend the description of "Otago has high quality natural Oppose in | The focus of the values should be on more than
. resources and ecosystems” {p.11) as follows: S .
Island Fish and Game "Otago's natural resources are valued for their intrinsic values, | Part intrinsic values. There needs to be greater clarity of
Councils and whilst society relies heavily on the systems and services values and their identification.
of the natural environment, the recognition, protection, and
sustainable management of the intrinsic values of natural
resources and their ecosystems is paramount.
This chapter addresses ... rely on having a great high quality
environment
Dunedin City Council 156 | 4 Introduction RPS Framework | Amend text as follows: Oppose in | The focus of the values should be on more than
Otago has high quality natural resources and ecosystems. e .
Sociotyrolies Reavily-or-the-systeme-and-serdces-of The part intrinsic values. There needs to be greater clarity of

natural environment provides a sense of place and wellbeing
and in turp the guality of our environment affects our quality of
life. Otago has a unigue natural environment, {describe what
makes Ctago unique here].

This chapter addresses our fundamental reliance on natural
resources and ecosystem services to sustain us, our way of
life, cultural identity and our economy. Agrietittre-ane-toursrm:
ervironment—The chapter deals with maintaining and
enhancing the intrinsic values of the natural resources that are
most important to us, and the inherent qualities of the natural
environment that give it value beyond human use.

People are able to use and enjoy our natural and built
environment,

Our individual and community wellbeing is built not only on our
natural environment, but on use and development of its
resources. This fourth chapter builds on the previous ones by
enabling people to use the natural and physical environment
for enjoyment and making a living, while ensuring that
resources are sustained. It also deals with managing
conflicting or incompatible uses, hazardous substances and
waste,

values and their identification.

There needs to be explicit recognition of agriculture
and tourism as they are significant to the region.







Submitter Sub | Plan Provision Decision requested by submitter Support/ | Reason
No. Oppose
Transpower NZ Ltd 97 20 Policy 1.2.3 Protecting ﬁﬂi’é‘i :L:ﬁé‘i‘gﬁ’jsse)sA\;Z‘ﬂgg ﬁ'e%”"gcsacnr‘] :g:lifzetef‘;igs Support The use of the word ‘avoid’ or ‘prevent’ in the PRPS
. . X o) . . .
important sites and valueg of extent practicable: and. " — needg to be reassessed in the light of the King Salmon
cultural significance to Kai Tahu decision.
Federated Farmers on 115 | 20 Policy 1.2.3 Protecting ﬁm;"fws (rf)rn\:O;fS to iTH?J EffefCt)in ' Support The use of the word ‘protect in the PRPS needs to be
. . mpaortant sties an aiues of cultura . . . ‘e
NZ important sites and values of significance to ki Taht are tontited s managed” reassessed in the light of the King Salmon decision.
cultural signiﬁcance to Kai Tahu | “ Reetestd Identify important values, as detailed in
schedules 1A and B, and sites of cultural significance to Kai
Tahu as detailed in Schedule 1C, and manage these by
Central Otago 59 24 Chapter B2 General @:sgge‘g (‘)Tﬂﬁﬁiﬁ@?éﬂ t&iﬁ;ﬁi%’;’;“,‘c’?.ngfq.‘;‘fs the RPS Oppose The submission sets out the ‘principles’ that the
Environmental Society requests Ao set out I submisaion’ principies: supmiﬁer considers important for integration relating to
a limited number of matters, not across the whole suite
of PRPS provisions.
Forest and Bird NZ 98 24 Chapter B2 General gawfd fagﬁfaﬁii;’g:egasl?;sl f;% tfri :szg?;"% cr?ipazity of Oppose in | Recognition of fife supporting capacity is consistent
o's S C sed, . . .
requests mai?\tained and enhapncyed_« g part with Pt 2 of the RMA, b‘ut quculture NZis con'cerned
Add objectives relating to a range of matters. that values need to be identified through a public
process.
Environmental Defence 127 | 24 Chapter B2 General ;”ecc“éggaa Cgfopvfg;?]gujse?eozifrfsgwﬁfsgds ‘F”&OFPOFE‘E the Supportin | The inclusion of reference to the NPSFM is appropriate
Society Inc requests i g Y ' part in the PRPS but the extent to which matters are
included in the PRPS or regional plan needs to be
addressed.
Environmental Defence 127 | 24 Chapter B2 General 5§§§$§§rp2°n'2°02“5§}?#’e.i2? ;2‘?0“"63 addressing Oppose in | The inclusion of reference to the NPSFM is appropriate
Society Inc requests As set out in the submisgsion ’ part in the PRPS bgt specific freshwater objectives should
be addressed in the Regional Plan.
Dunedin City Council 156 | 24 Chapter B2 General fnend g@aﬁﬁrfﬁa‘ﬁdbéﬁﬁir ?:}”izygei dfferences {between) ™" Oppose in | The submitter considers that the focus of Ch 2 is
requests enjoy Otago‘-)s natural and bﬁm env;ronfnenﬁ part intrinsic values rather than use or consumptive valges.
There needs to be greater clarity of values and their
identification.
Waitaki District Council 70 265 Outcome 2 and Amend the 2nd paragraph of the introduction to Chapter B2 to: | Support The change is consistent with Part 2 of the RMA.
. " It is critical to recognise the value we place on Otago’s
Introduction natural resources and to manage these resources accordingly.
This includes identifying resources which we want to presere
maintain for future generations.”
Forest and Bird NZ 98 25 Issue 2.1 Degradation of Rewrite the issue to issues that specifically addressa | Opposein | The issues for the region are not just naturai values.
Otago’s natural resources list of matters in the submission. part
Otago and Central South | 118 | 25 Issue 2.1 Degradation of Amte”d as follows: "Degradation of the values ?ggpzfr ;é:gg:m Oppose in | The issues for the region are not just natural values.
! \ svstems sisketose-o ook in-ture
Island Fish and Game Otago s natural resources Iize—susta&nmg supporting gapac’ity of the envirojnment, and the part

Councils

ecosystem services provided by this environment to the
community..."




Submitter Sub | Plan Provision Decision requested by submitter Support/ | Reason
No. Oppose
Fertiliser Association of 110 | 29 Objective 2.1 The values of Ame“rd as follows’ "The éa‘uef ?f,Oti!g;Z ”a‘Ufar‘] an”d g*},ys‘ca' Supportin | The Horticulture NZ submission seeks changes to the
resources are recognised, maintaine: or enhanced. N . . .

NZ natural resources are ¢ = part Objective but the change sought by the submitter is
recognised, maintained and also supported as it is more consistent with the RMA.
enhanced.

Fonterra Co-operative 99 269 Introduction to Objective Amend the explanatory text to Objective 1as set outin | Supportin | The wording sought provides greater clarity.

Group Ltd 21 the submission to better explain the nature of the

p . : . part
issues affects the management of physical and natural
resources.
Ospri 68 30 Policy suite 2.1 The value of Re"t‘ove "?VOi‘{‘Affom‘Fﬁe C‘S‘Lff ";v1oig ‘“Z adverse effects of | Oppose in | ‘Avoid’ is appropriate for wanting to ensure that
est species... N poicies 2.7.7 - .b ana ensure . s .

naturaliresourcgs are Eonsis'iemy with ot’;er policies which state that adverse effects | Part unwanted organisms aren t found in NZ. Control may
recognised, maintained and need to be controlled. ) be an appropriate policy response in terms of
enhanced. ;f%i?;g, identify in the methods how this policy is to be given established pests.

Meridian Energy Ltd 82 | 30 Policy suite 2.1 The value of Eel‘ie‘eapsoggtesji‘ﬁl jg‘d é;;and add the following new Supportin | The submission seeks to avoid duplication and ensure

olic m . L. . .
natural resources are 4 part that ‘protection is applied appropriately.
recognised, maintained and
enhanced.
Fonterra Co-operative 99 | 30 Policy suite 2.1 The value of | Identify values then set measurable limits and targets to Support The submission would assist in giving effect to the
G Ltd tural achieve overall water quality improvements in freshwater NPSFM
roup natural resources are bodies .
recognised, maintained and
enhanced.

Dunedin City Councif 156 | 30 Policy suite 2.1 The valug of | Amendasfollows: . . Oppose in | ‘Avoid’ is appropriate for wanting to ensure that
natural resources are introc < Manage activities to part unwanted orggnisms gren’t found ip NZ. Manage may
recognised, maintained and reduce the risk of introduction. the spread, or the effects. of be an appropriate policy response in terms of
enhanced. pest species established pests.

Fonterra Co-operative 99 | 31 Policy 2.1.1 Managing for Delete Policy 2.1.1 and replace with a new policy or policies Supportin | The policy would provide greater clarity and would

setting out the direction that is to be followed to achieve e s ff h SFM

GFOUP Ltd freshwater values Objective 2.1, the aspects of the resource that are required to part assistin giving e ect to the NP .

be managed, the criteria and thresholds that are to be attained
or protected, including the setting of measurable limits or
targets for freshwater management units to achieve overall
water quality improvements.




Submitter Sub | Plan Provision Decision requested by submitter Support/ | Reason
No. Oppose
Environmental Defence 127 | 31 Policy 2.1.1 Managing for Re-classity as a series of objectives idenfifying the key Opposein | The policy could be rewritten without making new
. freshwater outcomes sought. Appropriate policies will [be] . - .

Society Inc freshwater values needed to complement each objective. part objectives. Giving effect to the NPSFM in the PRPS
« Amend the chapter to identify the activities which need to should be to provide broad direction which is
be managed in order to achieve the outcomes sought in . :
clauses () - (p). implemented through the regional plan.
« Amend clause {(c) to clarify that protection of the significant
values of all wetlands is required.
+ Amend clause (g) to clarify the relationship between coastal
and freshwater values, for example through identifying
transition areas where fresh and coastal waters intersect.
« Amend clause (I) to refer to maintenance of water quality anc
other freshwater attributes such as flow, required for recreation
purposes.
+ Amend clause (k) to refer to preventing pest species as far
as possible.
« Amend clause (p) to provide for the maintenance of existing
infrastructure within freshwater limits,

Te Runanga o Moeraki, 154 | 31 Policy 2.1.1 Managing for Submitter seeks further policies that seek to ‘avoid’ Oppose in | A policy of ‘avoid’ is too prescriptive given the case law

Kati freshwater values discharges to water and land part in King Salmon.

Huirapa Runaka ki

Puketeraki,

Te Runanga o Otakou

and Hokonui Runanga

Fonterra Co-operative 99 32 Policy 2.1.2 Managing for Delete policy 2.1.2 Support Horticulture NZ supports the submission which seeks

Group Ltd the values of beds of rivers and to combine Policy 2.1.1 and 2.1.2.

lakes, wetlands and their
margins
Environmental Defence 127 | 32 Policy 2.1.2 Managing for Re-classify as a series of objectives identifying the key Oppose in | The policy could be rewritten as a policy rather than as
. . freshwater outcomes sought, where appropriate. Appropriate . .. h s PRPS
Society Inc the values of beds of rivers and | policies will need to complement each objective. part objectives. G|V|ng effect to t. e N.PSFM.m the
lakes, wetlands and their + Amend clauses (a)-(1) to respond to the concerns outlined. should be to provide broad direction which is
margins implemented through the regional plan.
Egg Producers 29 | 34 Policy 2.1.4 Managing for air | Add subclause to Policy 2.1.4: °d) - £nable rural produgfion Support Discharges to air need to reflect the receiving
. . activities in appropriate locations by allowing for minor and R . .

Federation of NZ quality values Jocalised degradation of amenity." epvsronment in which they are tocatejd‘, 'suc‘h as
discharges from rural production activities in rural
areas.

Fonterra Co-operative 99 34 Policy 2.1.4 Managing for air | Delete Policy 2.1.4 clause c) or idenfify the specific values Supportin | Itis essential that the values are identified.

. and their associated criteria or thresholds that are to be

Group Ltd quality values attained or protected. part

Egg Producers 29 35 Policy 2.1.5 Managing for Replace "soil” by "land” throughout the Policy Support The focus should be on the attributes of ‘land’ - of

Federation of NZ soil values which soil is one attribute. A production system

requires more than ‘soil’.







Submitter

Sub
No.

Plan Provision

Decision requested by submitter

Support/
Oppose

Reason

McKeague Consultancy
Lid

89

56 Policy 2.2.14 Identifying
highly valued soil resources

« Include highly productive soils.
« Include an "or” in the list.

Support

Land and soils are highly valued for production which
may, but not be limited to, versatile soils.

Egg Producers
Federation of NZ

29

57 Policy 2.2.15 Managing
highly valued soil resources

Replace “soil" by "jand” throughout the Policy

Support

The focus should be on the attributes of ‘land’ - of
which soil is one attribute. A production system
requires more than ‘soil’.

Central Otago District
Council

37

57 Policy 2.2.15 Managing
highly valued soil resources

+ Refer to "highly valued soils".
» Delete Policy 2.2.15 c).

Supportin
part

Focus on ‘highly valued’ is supported but should be
land, not soils per se.

AgResearch Ltd

116

57 Policy 2.2.15 Managing
highly valued soil resources

Amend as follows:

“Protect the values of areas of highly valued soil resources,
by: ...

d) Recognising that urban expansion may be appropriate due
to location and proximity to existing urban development and
infrastructure while avoiding reverse sensitivity effects on rural
production activities (unless there is no other suitable land
available adiacent to existing urban areas);”

add the following new clauses:

* ) Avoiding the use of highly values soils for rural residential
purposes unless identified as part of a district growth strategy.
f) Ensuring that land use activities on highly valued soils are
consistent with the continued use of such soils in the vicinity

for primary production purposes (e.q. there is a functional

Supportin
part

The addition of recognition of reverse sensitivity is
supported as it is a matter that can constrain the use of
highly valued land.

Horticulture NZ seeks that ‘Protect’ is replaced with
‘provide for’ so does not support that part of the
submission.

Fonterra Co-operative
Group Ltd

99

62 Policy 2.3.3 Applying an
integrated management
approach for freshwater
catchments

need for the activity to be established in rural areas).’.
« Amend Policy 2.3.3 a) to read: "a) Ye# j

‘fr shuiaiar f\h}in diy g, for. it
Developing obijectives, targets and fimits for freshwater
catchments based on those identified through the National
Obiectives Framework: and",

~ Include an additional clause aa) to read: "aa} ldentifving
through community and stakeholder involvermnent, the
freshwater values to enable the establishment of freshwater
objectives; and "

« Amend clause b) to read: "b) Recognising the importance of
river morphology, caichment hydrology, natural processes,
land cover and the use of water in defining regional catchment
objectives suppering-catchment-values;"

« Amend clause c)i) to read: "i. Maintain or enhance_overail
freshwater values; and".

« Retain [c)]ii. fo iv as notified.

$, r(\‘ua\‘ lrhnrﬁ £

Support

The approach will assist with implementing the NPSFM
through regional plans.

Trustpower Ltd

85

62 Policy 2.3.3 Applying an
integrated management
approach for freshwater
catchments

Amend to recognise that in achieving integrated management
the human use and economic values of the resource should
also be taken into account.

Supportin
part

The recognition of human use and economic values is
supported.




Submitter Sub | Plan Provision Decision requested by submitter Support/ | Reason
P
No. Oppose
Fonterra Co-operative 99 65 Policy 2.3.3 Applying an Amend Policy 2.3.5 to read: o Supportin | Horticulture NZ has also sought the deletion of
G Ltd int ted t ‘Apply an integrated management approach to activities that t . fect q ts the inclusi f
roup Integratea managemen affect air quality, by: par nuisance efiects and supports the Inclusion ot reverse
approach for airsheds a) a) Setting emission standards for airsheds that take into sensitivity effects.
account and enable foreseeable demographic and economic
changes, and their effects on cumulative emissions; and
b) Co-ordinating the management of land use and air quality,
to:
i Maintain-or-enhance-airquality-values Achieve emission
standards for airsheds: and
it Reduce the potential for adverse health effects; and
iii Avoid the potential for reverse sensitivity rrigance effects
Z Energy, BOP Oil and 128 | 65 Policy 2.3.3 Applying an Amend Policy 2.3.5 to address potential reverse sensifivity Support Inclusion of reverse sensitivity effects is supported and
Mobil Oil Itd . effects associated with the establishment or intensification of . . s . .
obil Oil It mtegrated management activities in proximity to established activities. This could be it will assist with Implementmg the pOhCY-
approach for airsheds achieved by adding the following clause: “b) ii. Restrict to the
PP
extent appropriate. the establishment or intensification of
activities that may result in reverse sensitivity effects on
established activities ™
Fonterra Co-operative 99 | 65 B3 General requests Amend to include new objective and policies refatingfo Supportin | Horticulture NZ seeks that primary production is
G Ltd regionally significant industries, particularly primary production t d tel ided d bled by the PRPS
roup activities as set out in the submission par acequalety provided 1or ana enabie y the :
Fonterra Co-operative 99 272 Outcome 3 and Amend the introduction to explain the necessity for regionally | Sypportin | Horticulture NZ seeks that primary production is
Group Ltd Introduction significant indusiries, fo have corlinued access to natural ane part adequately provided for and enabled by the PRPS
physical resources as set out in the submission :
Fertiliser Assoc of NZ 110 | 78 Policy 3.1.1 Recognising Amend as follows: , , _ Support There should be recognition of the abifity to use
. “Recognise the natural and physical environmental constraints q , | d with
naturaf and physical of an area, the effects of those constrairts on activities, and resources and that constraints are balanced wit
environmental constraints the effects of those activities on those constraints, including: benefits.
a)...
b)...
c)...
d)...
e)...
Whilst taking into consideration opportunities for innovative
and technolodical solutions to constraints
Fonterra Co-operative 99 | 96 Objective 3.4 Good quality Amend Objective 3.4 to read: "Objective 3.4 Ensurg Seod Support The words ‘good quality’ provide little guidance and
Group Ltd infrastructure and services quality infrastructure and services are available and meet clarity
community needs." .
meets community needs
Dunedin Gity Council 156 | 97 Policy Suite 3.4 Good quality | In the event Objective 3.4 and Policies 3.5.3, 361and 363 | Oppose in | Any priorities for allocation and use of water should be
: . . are retained, include an equivalent policy that: . N C
infrastructure and services « Prioritises the Use of water for commuriity supplies. part addressed in a Regional Plan where all priorities
meets community needs + Protects public local water supply infrastructure. should be assessed.
Radio NZ Ltd 57 | 98 Policy 3.4.1 Integrating Re‘?‘“ ”;ifs P{;’“CY with the following amendment (orwordsto |~ Supportin | The issue of new incompatible land uses establishing
. . similar effect): s e . . .
infrastructure with land use e) Avoiding issues of land use incompatibility by preventing part near existing activities is an issue that is broader than

new activities from taking place in locations where those
activities are likely to be sensitive to the effects from regionally

or nationally significant infrastructure.

just on infrastructure.

10



Submitter Sub | Plan Provision Decision requested by submitter Support/ | Reason
No. Oppose

Transpower NZ Ltd 97 | 98 Policy 3.4.1 Integrating Amend the text of Policy 3.4.1 as foliows: , Support The additions sought will give effect to the NPSET.
. . "Achieve the strategic integration of infrastructure with land
infrastructure with land use use, by:

a) Recognising the functional, technical, operational and
locational needs of infrastructure of regional or national
importance;

b) Achieving a pattern, form and design of land use that does
not adversely affect the efficient operation, use and upgrading
of infrastructure of regional or national importance;

Fonterra Co-operative 99 98 Policy 3.4.1 Integrating Amend Policy 3.4.1 to include recognition of regional Support Horticulture NZ seeks that primary production is

Group Ltd infrastructure with land use signifioant industry and associated! activites adequately provided for and enabled by the PRPS.

Power Net Ltd 60 104 Policy 3.5.1 Recognising Amend policy as follows (or similar wording to achieve desired | Qppose There needs to be a differentiation between
national and regional [nef"rZQt'miﬁ‘rL??E‘e“““‘y transmission and distriouion transmission and distribution infrastructure and that
significance of infrastructure there is a difference in the level of significance.

Horticulture NZ does not consider that local distribution
infrastructure is regionally significant.

Aurora Energy Ltd 76 104 Policy 3.5.1 Recognising Amend "3.5.1b) Electricity transmission and distribution Oppose There needs to be a differentiation between
national and regional irastrueture; .. transmission and distribution infrastructure and that
significance of infrastructure there is a difference in the level of significance

Horticulture NZ does not consider that local distribution
infrastructure is regionally significant.

Dunedin City Council 156 | 104 Policy 3.5.1 Recognising Delete P°§9¥‘3~5~1 and :THC'UdC;? asa Ct’e“”iﬁcmriﬂ ‘Qefsl,ct’,ssaf\/‘ Supportin | There needs to be clear differentiation as to what is
national and regional dentify which Otago ports and aifports meet this definiion. part nationally and regionally significant infrastructure and
significance of infrastructure the policy response to each.

Aurora Energy Ltd 76 113 Policy 3.6.5 Protecting I'er::tfgg;jf;ogsoﬁgiﬂgeﬁchﬁgg'z‘l‘sytrs‘fur;:gf]a;;;fgg)cé';g:: Oppose Policy 3.6.5 should focus on distribution infrastructure
electricity distribution Objective 3.4 and Objegoﬁve 36 that is nationally significant. Horticulture NZ does not
infrastructure consider that local distribution infrastructure is

regionally significant or critical infrastructure.

NZ Pork Industry Board 83 124 Policy 3.8.1 Managing for Add"... and avoids reverse sensitivity effects. " to Policy 3.8.1 | Support Reverse sensitivity effects can compromise rural
urban growth ot production activities and is a significant issue

Darby Planning LP 81 124 Policy 3.8.1 Managing for Amend Policy 3.8.1 as set out in submission Oppose The submitter opposes the emphasis on rural
urban growth production. However this is a significant issue that

needs to be taken into account when assessing where
growth may occur.

AgResearch Ltd 116 | 124 Policy 3.8.1 Managing for "Manage urban growth and creation of new urban land in a Support Reverse sensitivity effects can compromise rural

urban growth

strategic and co-ordinated way, by: ...

¢) Identifying and defining future growth areas that

i Minimise adverse effects on rural-predustivity production
activities, including reverse sensitivity effects, foss of highly
valued soils or creating competing urban demand for water
and other resources; and ..."

production activities and is a significant issue.

11



Submitter Sub | Plan Provision Decision requested by submitter Support/ | Reason
p
No. Oppose
Dunedin City Council 156 | 124 Policy 3.8.1 Managing for ;A:]r;a%rt\gefor ;rbatr; Mincludeie;,:;zgsrgiqtﬁe sevelonment of Oppose Horticulture NZ supports the identification of highly
N C en . . . . .
urban growth compact an?wenmegrated urban areas, in line wﬁ’th Policy valued land which is not necessarily limited to versatile
3.6.6(a). soils.
» Amend (c}{i) as follows:
"_.including loss of highly vakies-versatile soils. ."
« Amend (c)(ii) as follows:
“Identifying future growth areas that: ... Maintain-orenhanse
Avoid significant biodiversity, landscape or natural character
values;"
« Delete (f).
Clutha District Council 28 127 Policy 3.8.3 Managing R;“’g(ﬁefzg'r'gg E;Si;jtfoi’?f"e’;s o rural oroductive activite Oppose Itis important that new subdivision and development of
N . Vi S
fragmentation of rural land can be avoided , whefe yggss,b‘e and.. " P rural land does not lead to pressures on rural
+ Remove d) “Avoid-sreating-sarmpoting demand-forwateror production. Reverse sensitivity and access to water
otherfesourase: are key issues. There are instances where subdivision
has led to growers loosing water to urban use and this
is opposed.
Egg Producers 29 127 Policy 3.8.3 Managing Replace "soil" by "land” throughout the Policy Support The focus should be on the attributes of ‘land’ — of
Federation of NZ fragmentation of rural land which soil is one attribute. A production system
requires more than ‘soil’.
Radio NZ Ltd 57 127 Policy 3.8.3 Managing R,Et?l’;” ”;ifs ii;’”fé;”ﬁ‘\th t‘;et rzz“g";‘”% af‘fd“('fe” (Ofwzfeds ff ’ Support Reverse sensitivity effects can compromise rural
. similar errect}. VOl otentiai 1o Verse NSitivity . I . o . .
fragmentation of rural land effects on established activities, " production activities and is a significant issue.
Darby Planning LP 81 127 Policy 3.8.3 Managing Amend policy to matters fo have regard to Oppose The policy provides direction and the submission
fragmentation of rural land seeking to downgrade it to matters to ‘have regard to’
loses the policy direction.
Fonterra Co-operative 99 127 Policy 3.8.3 Managing : gz'\z‘fr g‘g;ﬁ S?g’) and byi to refer to “highly valued sois* n Oppose in | Deletion of clause d) is not supported as there are
Group Ltd fragmentation of rural land place of “highly versatile soils” o part . instances where subdivision has led to growers loosing
+ Delete Clause d). Supportin | water to urban use.
art Reference to ‘highly valued’ is supported, but the focus
Ipp
should be on land rather than soils.
Federated Farmers of NZ | 115 | 127 Policy 3.8.3 Managing Delete Policy 3.8.3 Oppose Policy 3.8.3 provides direction to district councils when
fragmentation of rural land considering subdivision use and development
pressures on rural land.
AgResearch Ltd 116 | 127 Policy 3.8.3 Managing ﬁpm?“d i fg‘EWS? raamentation  dovel . Supportin | There should be the ability for rural related activities to
N OLIC 0. anagin meniaiion, use an veiopmen . . .
fragmentation of rurai land of ,Ur;', lanc gngireg P part locate in rural areas where there is a functional need to

Manage subdivision, use and development of rural land, to: as
sought in the submission including functional need to locate in
rural areas

locate in the rural area.
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Submitter Sub | Plan Provision Decision requested by submitter Support/ | Reason
No. Oppose
Dunedin City Council 156 | 127 Policy 3.8.3 Managing P;‘stfaifﬁ(ti}(“) and (). Oppose The changes sought by the submitter change the focus
fragmentation of rural land "Mar?aqg subdivision and development in future urban from retaining land for rural production and are not
development areas to ensure activities do not reduce the supported_
future efficient and appropriate development of th . :
,”Jgsee(c'f';”sfnwitﬁm Potioy 38.1(0). cnLolillese aeas Deletion of clause d) is not supported as there are
« Delete (d). instances where subdivision has led to growers loosing
water fo urban use.
i iact Amend as follows: "Hazardous substances and waste iak i §
Royalburn Farming Co 102 | 128 Objective 3.9 Hazardoug e e o Tk b P Eealth Support A focus on risk is appropnat.e for m'anagen']ent of
Ltd substances and waste materials | o the quality Oftg‘“—g—’“he emvironment in Otago . hazardous substances and is consistent with HSNO.
do not harm human health or
the quality of the environment in
Otago
Straterra 151 | 290 Introduction to Objective Support fexplanation to Objective 3.9 - page 70} subject fo the | §ypport The section needs to address the relationship to HSNO
following amendment {at the end of the paragraph]: "It is noted . " .
39 that hazardous substances are currently comprehensively and the extent to which additional regmat'on of
__g______.______________g ulated ur;\dfir1t9flgesﬁazardous Substances and New hazardous substances under the RMA is required.
Qrganisms Ao
" i i i « Delete clause a). [P
Fonterra Co-operative 99 131 Policy 3.9.2 Mgnaglng the | e Olouse 5. ta read: " Authorised facilfies for Support There can be reverse sensitivity effects from the use
Group Ltd use, storage and disposal of hazardous substance use, storage, treatment or disposal, or". and storage of hazardous substances.
hazardous substances and the
storage and disposal of waste Matter a) is provided for in HSNO so does not need to
materials be duplicated in the PRPS
Z Energy, BOP Oil and 128 | 131 Policy 3.9.2 Managing the /ﬁ'\f/gi”d EO"tChYe3u§e2aanSdf:t”::e of hazardous Supportin | Recognition of the receiving environment is important
Mobil Oil Ltd use, storage and disposal of Substz%cegs W na-disposaketwastomaterials | Palt in terms of assessing potential effects of the activity.
hazardous substances and the Ma:)r;etlge the use and storage and-dispesat-of-hazardous Matter a) is provided for in HSNO so does not need to
H su ances, " .
Storag_e and dlsposal of waste having regard to the sensitivity of the receiving environment | be duplloated in the PRPS.
materials and recognising the social and economic benefits such
actlvmes grovxde to-avoid-accidental-spillage-or-release-of
and-materals;-hy.
as set out in submission
Straterra 151 | 131 Policy 3.9.2 Managing the | Delete Policy 3.9.2. to avoid unnecessary and Supportin | The RMA requires that hazardous substances are
\ counterproductive regulatory duplication with HSNO Act . C . .
use, storage and disposal of part managed by regional and district councils but the policy
hazardous substances and the section needs to address the relationship to HSNO and
storage and disposal of waste the extent to which additional regulation of hazardous
materials substances under the RMA is required.
The Fertiliser Assoc of 110 | 133 Policy 3.9.4 Managing the | Amend as follows: Support ‘Contaminated land’ is defined in the RMA so it is

NZ

use of contaminated land

"Policy 3.9.4 Managing the use of contaminated and
Manage the use of contaminated land, to protect people and
the environment from adverse effects, by:

b) Where there is-sontarmination contaminated land::

clearer to use the defined term.
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Submitter

Sub
No.

Plan Provision

Decision requested by submitter

Support/
Oppose

Reason

Dunedin City Council

156

133 Policy 3.9.4 Managing the
use of contaminated land

Consider if this policy is necessary.

« If the policy is considered necessary, amend the policy to
separate the purposes of addressing effects on human health
and the environment, and recognise the NES e g.: "Manage
the use of contaminated land, to protect human health peeple
and-the-epvirenment from adverse effects, by. through the
application of the NES for Assessing and Managing
Contaminants in Soil to Protect Human Heaith " NES-for
Assessing-and-Managing-Contaminantsin-Soil-to-Rrotost
Hurran-Health:

a) Rrictto-cubdivision-on lnnmant.

ooteantialby

it inatedland.-racuinng i, tioat

Requifirg-an i
and

e) Manage the ongoing effects of contaminant discharges to
water or air from contaminated land. Considering the need for
ongoing monitoring of contaminant ievels and associated
environmental risks.”

Supportin
part

Itis appropriate that the NES for Assessing and
Managing Contaminants in Soil to Protect Human
Health is the basis of the policy response for managing
the use of contaminated land.

The Fertiliser Assoc of
NZ

110

135 Policy 3.9.6 Encouraging
use of best management
practices for hazardous
substance use

Amend as follows:

“Policy 3.9.6 Encouraging use of best management practices
for hazardous substance use

Encourage the use of best management practices to

Rrevent avoid, remedy or mitigate adverse effects of the use of
hazardous substances on the environment, +ehidirgredusing

theiruse-and on the health and safety of people.”

Support

Use of best management practices is an appropriate
tool for management of hazardous substances. An
example is NZS8409:2004 Management of
Agrichemicals.

Dunedin City Council

156

136 Encouraging services of
hazardous substances
collection, recycling and
disposal

Amend the policy as follows:
"Eneceurage Promote and facilitate the establishment of
hazardous substance collection...across the region”

Support

The more active promotion and facilitation of collection,

recycling and disposal services is supported. An
example is the AgRecovery programme.

Environmental Defence
Society

127

137 Chapter B4 General
requests

Include additional policies addressing / providing a course of
action for specific freshwater issues other than reduction of
catchment vield.

Oppose in
part

Implementing the NPSFM should be addressed
through the Regional Plan

Federated Farmers of NZ

115

291 Qutcome 4 and
Introduction

Amend the introduction to Chapter 4 as follows {(or words to
similar effect):

“The use of natural and physical resources underpins
economic and community astisby-welibeing in Otago.
However-d Due to the importance of these resources fo
QOtago's wellbeing, and the dynamic and highly interconnected
nature of the environment the sustainable management of our
resources requires consideration of the adverse effects of
resource use on the environment and on other resource users

Supportin
part

The more positive wording is supported.

Royalburn Farming Co
Ltd

102

140 Issue 4.3 Conflicts between
uses

Amend as follows: "Semetimes—e Existing-bush Ray-be

cttvmes are susceptible
to reverse sensitivity effects, particularly when land use

changes to-astivities-that-may-compele-or-conflich-creating
reverse-sensitivities—

Supportin
part

The reworded issue better captures the intent and
reality of the situation.
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Submitter Sub | Plan Provision Decision requested by submitter Support/ | Reason
No. Oppose
Forest and Bird NZ 98 154 Policy suite 4.3 Sufficient Srfg”;‘:% gﬂrif:df::a;‘zg\ioéztz'canedt#:frfefﬁgtt:mhaPter Oppose in | Itis important that there is a policy framework to enable
fand is managed and protected | requirements for sustainable r%anagememy protecting the ffe | Part rural production activities, which needs to meet the
for economic production supporting capacity of productive rural ecosystems. sustainable management requirements of the RMA.
Te Runanga o Moeraki, 154 | 154 Policy suite 4.3 Sufficient Ag:t jgig‘gzeg'gﬂ::'zztfbhS"’r‘:r?:fe‘;'ts‘zf‘zi \sfficstf;f BCT;SS“{,‘Q Support Horticulture NZ seeks that the establishment of
Kati land is managed and protected P pest spegies. unwanted organisms is avoided.
Huirapa Runaka ki for economic production
Puketeraki,
Te Runanga o Otakou
and Hokonui Runanga
Egg Producers 29 155 Policy 4.3.1 Managing for | Replace "soil” by "land" throughout the Policy Support The focus should be on the attributes of land’ - of
. 4 ags g . s * .
Federation of NZ rural activities which soil is one attribute. A production system
. i p
requires more than ‘soil’.
Egg Producers 29 155 Policy 4.3.1 Managing for Add the following sub-clause to Policy 4.3.1: " f) Restricting Support Reverse sensitivity effects can compromise rural
. e new development to appropriate locations to minimise conflict . s . - .
Federation of NZ rural activities between incompatible fand uses.” production activities and is a significant issue
McKeague Consultanc 89 155 Policy 4.3.1 Managing for | Correct the inconsistency between Policy 2.2.14 and Policy Supportin | Reference to 'highly valued’ is supported but the focus
ging 431(b), by: )
Ltd rural activities - referring to "highly valued soils as outlined in Policy 2.2.14*, | Part should be on ‘land’ rather than ‘soil’.
or
« including the full fist of criteria contained in Policy 2.2.14.
Fonterra Co-operative 99 155 Policy 4.3.1 Managing for Amend Policy 4.3.1 clause a} to read: "a) Enabling primary Support The use of primary production is appropriate as
s production farming activities and other rurai activities that . . Lol . . .
Group Ltd rural activities support the rural economy: and}” production activities’ is defined in the RMA. Farming
implies pastoral land uses.
Dunedin City Council 156 | 155 Policy 4.3.1 Managing for | * Amend (b) to refer to "highly versatile soils”. Oppose Horticulture NZ seeks that the term ‘highly valued’ land
rural activities is used as it encompasses a wider range of land than
limiting it to highly versatile soils.’
Rayonier Matariki Forests | 84 162 Policy Suite 4.4 Otago’s Include new policy on the need to use resources efficiently to | Gypport The approach would support efficient use of land
Y 9 enable economic activity and social wellbeing and which will
Ltd communities can make the achieve Obiecti
jective 4.4.
most of the natural and built
resources available to them
Otago Water Resource 121 | 162 Policy Suite 4.4 Otago’s '4”2“11‘?9 the following new policy ahead of the existing policy Supportin | The matters identified are important considerations for
Users Group communities can make the “4 4.1A Managing water for consumptive use part water allocation and use.
most of the natural and built ngﬂmﬂagﬁmﬁ.tw%tﬂ t o z
. a) Recognise that the consumptive uses of Otago's water
resources available to them require sufficient quantities of quality water; and
b) Recognise that significant historic investment reliant on
water availability require sufficient guantities of guality water.®
Fonterra Co-operative 99 163 Policy 4.4.1 Ensuring Retain Policy 4.4.1 subject to an additional clause to read: "e) | Sypport Recognition of primary production activities is

Group Ltd

efficient water allocation and
use

Recognising and providing for the continued operation and

expansion of regionally significant industry and primary
production activities.”

supported.
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Submitter Sub | Plan Provision Decision requested by submitter Support/ | Reason
No. Oppose
McKeague Consultancy | 89 163 Policy 4.4.1 Ensuring tAmEind (b} by replacing "requiring” with "give preference Supportin | Clarity as to how competing values and uses may be
Ltd efficient water allocation and + Amend (c} to: "Encouraging collective coordination and part ev_alggted would provide direction to wgter users but
use collaborative catchment management". priorities should be set through the regional plan.
+ Provide clarity within the RPS as to how competing values
and uses should be evaluated and weighed against each other
Federated Farmers of NZ | 115 | 163 Policy 4.4.1 Ensuring ﬁg:zf::nf‘;‘f’gg: rf{";tf;‘;gfo:’asr;’;“Lasfeeffﬁigt?er o Supportin | Recognition of variability because of use, such as
efficient water allocation and a) Requiring that the volume of water allocated dZ,‘eS not part rotational growing systems is supported.
use exceed what is necessary for the-purpese-6f reasonable use,
including appropriate allowance for reasonable variability in
use between practices and seasons; and
b) Requiring the development or upgrade of infrastructure
that increases use efficiency, where ecornomically feasible
Forest and Bird NZ 98 | 163 Policy 4.4.1 Ensuring Amend d) to read: *(d) Enable small scale on farm water Oppose Water storage and harvesting should not be limited to
. . harvesting and storage to reduce pressure on water bodies . .
efficient water allocation and during periods of low flows. small scale on-farm water. .The issue is that the
use adverse effects of the activity, regardless of scale, are
avoided remedied or mitigated.
Federated Farmers of NZ | 115 | 301 Introduction to Objective Amend narrative under Objective 4.5 as set outin submission | Sypport The more positive wording is supported.
45
Fonterra Co-operative 99 168 Policy 4.5.1 Avoiding Delete Policy 4.5.1 and replace with new policies dealing Supportin | The policy approach sought would be clearer.
G Ltd biecti ble disch separately with discharges to land, water and air. The t
roup objectonable discharges following suggested policies are not exhaustive and only set par
out the key parts of policy framework that will, at least in part,
address the core aspects the concerns raised:
Changes as set out in the submission
Ospri 68 168 Policy 4.5.1 Avoiding Delete 4.5.1(b) Support The use of agrichemicals would be difficult under the
objectionable discharges in part proposed policy. Itis recognised that care needs to be
taken with their use but the policy seeks to ‘avoid’ the
discharges.
Z Energy, BOP Qil and 128 | 168 Policy 4.5.1 Avoiding A"t‘i"d PO“‘?Y;’%’;O ensure that the a"oida”?e POHtCY does | Supportin | Recognition of the receiving environment is important
. . . . . not have unintende: rverse consequences, 1or instance . . . .
Mobil Oif Ltd objectionable discharges requiring the amidan‘;’i ofEmissionzc;rom vehicles, This could | Part in terms of assessing potential effects of the activity.
be achieved by amending Policy 4.5.1 as follows:
"Avoid discharges that are objectionable or offensive , noxious
or dangerous, having regard to the sensitivity of the receiving
eﬂVirOnmﬁﬂt, todalento ik =t el th Pt . ¥=ot \\nihlz
Dunedin City Council 156 | 168 Policy 4.5.1 Avoiding Delete Policy 4.5.1 Supportin | Itis recognised that there are issues with Policy 4.5.1,
objectionable discharges part in particular the use of agrichemicals, however the
alternative approaches sought by a number of
submitters may address the issues identified.
Otago and Central South | 118 | 171 Policy 4.5.4 Minimising soil | Amend as follows: Oppose Itis not clear what is intended by ‘buffering land from

Island Fish and Game
Councils

erosion

"Minimise soil erosion resulting from activities, by:

d) Encouraging activities that enhance soil retention; and
e) Buffering land from water."

water’ but the approach should be to ensure that the
potential for sediment to reach water is managed not
promotion of spegific methods through the PRPS.
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Submitter Sub | Plan Provision Decision requested by submitter Support/ | Reason
No. Oppose
Otago Peninsula 40 172 Policy 4.5.5 Controlfing the Sltfogsrlt'yasuapcf;g;:: ‘S’Sﬂ%u , requiring spesifc plart and Supportin | Itis not possible to include unwanted organisms that
. fl . . . * INs n - C! Ng Speciic nt an N N N
Biodiversity Group introduction and spread of pest | animal pest species to be identified in aﬁpgnmngpdowmems part are not yet present in NZ in planning documents.
plants and animals that are subordinate to this RPS. Oppose in
part
Fertifiser Assoc of NZ 110 | 177 Roles and responsibilities | Amend to replace prevention with avoidance and remediation | Synport The wording is better aligned to the RMA
Z Energy, BOP Oif and 128 | 177 Roles and responsibilities Szm?g‘;’; theﬁFO'e'Srfy"?e‘fgtsipo?zi?g‘g:rsdngsegﬁggﬁgssdﬁgd Support The PRPS should not require district plans to duplicate
g, , particula ng . .
Mobil Oil Ltd contaminated land, to clearly distinguish the roles of each and HSNO requirements unless there is a clear resource
to avoid conflict and/or duplication with other legislation and in managemem issue.
particular have regard to the Guidance from MfE on hazardous
substances. For example, in relation to the function of city and
district councils, this could be achieved with wording afong the
following lines:
"City and district councils will:
Specify objectives, policies and methods for the control of the
use of tand for:
a) ...,
b) The prevention or mitigation of the ad verse effects of the
storage, use, transport or disposal of hazardous substances
on the environment outside of the beds of rivers, lakes and
wetlands or the coastal marine area, noting that that the
inclusion of hazardous substance controls in plans should be
the exception rather than the ryle and included only when a
rigorous s32 analysis shows that these controls are justified;
Federated Farmers of NZ | 115 | 181 Methed 1.2 Collaborating ”‘\1”;9;%35 IF;‘;OWSI the values that contribute o thei Support | Collaboration is supported, but it should not
. . L. ent &RGHQFGQGGQ contribute eir . . . .
with Kai Tahu for value significance; ... immediately imply protection.
identification
Otago Water Users 121 | 183 Method 1.4 Delegating Amend Method 1.4.1 as follows: "1.4.1 Delegate and transfer | Sypport For the reasons given by the submitter
. . RMA plan administration functions to an iwi authority, where
Group functions to Kai Tahu this is appropriate and provides an efficient and effective
service,"
Otago Water Users 121 | 186 Method 2.2 Establishing Amend Method 2.2.3 as follows: "2.2 3 Delegate or transfer Support | For the reasons given by the submitter
RMA functions, where this is appropriate and provides an
Group process to address cross efficient and effective service, from..."
boundary issues
Fonterra Co-operative 99 | 187 Method 2.3 Regional rule | Delete Method 2.3, or alternatively, identify the criteria and Support | The method presents uncertainty to resource users.
. s 4 thresholds that will be used to determine where the approach
Group Ltd fgr extinguishing existing user might be applied.
rights.
Fonterra Co-operative 99 188 Method 3 Regional Plans Amend Method 3 as set out in submission Supportin | The method would implement the policy changes that
Group Ltd part the submitter seeks on the PRPS, including
implementing the NPSFM.
AgResearch Ltd 116 | 189 Method 3.1 Developing Delete method 3.1.3 Support The document referred to was developed for purposes

Regional Plans

other than use in developing regional plans
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Submitter Sub | Plan Provision Decision requested by submitter Support/ | Reason
No. Oppose
Ballance Agri Nutrients 141 | 189 Method 3.1 Developing Amend Method 3 as follows: Support | The method would implement the NPSFM through
Ltd Regi 3.1.6 Redional Plans will establish freshwater management .
t egional Plans units and associated freshwater objectives in accordance with regional plans.
the National Policy Statement for Freshwater Management
2014
Fonterra Co-operative 99 192 Method 4 City and District | Amend Method 4 as set out in submission Supportin | The method would implement the policy changes that
Group Ltd Plans part the submitter seeks on the PRPS. However the
inclusion of ‘highly versatile soils’ is not supported
AgResearch Ltd 116 | 192 Method 4 City and District ﬁg?y ”er"ém‘:go; s may implement Polcies 21 5, 2215 Supportin | The new method would implement policies relating to
o] S| ans m pie ni icies W, 22,19, .
Plans 3.8.3 and 431 by estabiishing provisions for rural areas that part fragmentation of rural land and reverse sensitivity.
(a) restrict subdivision, use and development of highly valued
soil resources for future use by rural production activities
(unless required for a rural activity that has a functional need
to locate in rural areas), and
(b) avoid reverse sensitivity effects between incompatible
activities
AgResearch Ltd 116 | 193 Method 4.1 Developing ;ﬁ"f;‘% !\t"e‘h‘jd‘? ‘?f:?‘ as fo“gws orment Policies v 2.2.15 Supportin | The method would implement policies relating to
. . NN {1y OT QiS{fiC ans m mpiemen olicies 2. A N byr e
District Plans 381, 3_8‘2y and 383 Ey v imp Y part fragmentation of rural land and reverse sensitivity.
a. Establishing urban growth boundaries where required to
manage pressure for urban development while avoiding high
value soils and reverse sensitivity effects on rural production
activities (unless there is no other suitable land available
adiacent to existing urban areas, -
Aurora Energy Ltd 76 193 Method 4.1 Developing Insert new method Oppose Horticulture NZ supports corridors for the National Grid
L Method 4 - 4113 C he NPSET
District Plans City or disirict plans will implement Policy 3 42 (e) and 35.3 which gives effect to the NPSET but not for other
Q\Lcij . v S g f distribution networks as the Board of Inquiry specifically
|, identifying Regionally Significant and Critical infrastructure . . .
orridors o the Planning maps. and decided to not include such networks in the NPSET.
ii._include provisions manading tand use activities within these
corridors to address potential reverse sensitivity effects "
Dunedin City Council 156 | 194 Method 4.2 Implementing | Amend [Method 4.2.4] as foliows. Supportin | Itis inappropriate to require structure plans for rural
district pl City or District Councils will implement Policies 43-4-4-3-2 t land h
Istrict ptans 3.8.1 and 3.8.2 by preparing 9f reguiring developers o par ana use changes.
prepare sfructure plans for targe
subdivisions
Egg Producers 29 | 198 Method 6.1 Identification of | Replace "soil" by "land" throughout the Policy Support | The focus should be on the attributes of ‘land” — of
Federation of NZ important resources which soil is one attribute. A production system
requires more than ‘soil’.
Central Otago District 37 199 Method 6.2 Research Amend Method 6.2.1 as follows: ‘ Opposein | The focus should be on *highly valued land’ for primary
. +6.2.1 d) i) - The inventory and mapping of Otago’s soil . R
Council resources and their suitability for rural land use intensification. part PdeUCtlon, not necessa”ly for rural land use

+8.2.1 d) i) - The location and extent of kigh-slase and
vesreatie-highly versatile soil in Otago.

+6.2.1 h) - Retain Method 6.2.1 h)

+6.2.1]) - Retain Method 6.2.1 j)

Amend Methods 6.2.2 & 6.2.3 as follows: "Regional, city and
district councils wilb-may:™

intensification.
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Submitter Sub | Plan Provision Decision requested by submitter Support/ | Reason
No. Oppose
AgResearch Ltd 116 | 199 Method 6.2 Research Amend Method 6.2.1(d)(ii) as foliows: Oppose in | The focus should be on highly valued land for primary
“d) Investigate and provide guidance on: .
i. The inventory and mapping of Otago's soil resources; part productlon.
ii. The location and extent of highly valued soils and highly Support in
elass-and versatile soils in Otago; ... part
Ballance Agri Nutrients 141 | 220 Methods 11.1.2 and 11.1.3 QT‘?“;‘ > f?gggsm and district councils ma Support The use of best management practices is supported,
R \ . A \ ctc L , R .
Ltd Promotion by regional, city and | 4 promotegthe oo gf industry best managemyem practices especially in relation to hazardous substances.
district councils and compliance with the HASNO Act and supporting
regulations, to prevent or mitigate adverse effects of the use of
hazardous substances on the environment. including reducing
their use wherever practicable;
e. In circumstances where no industry best practice currently
exists, pRromote the development and adoption of best
practice guidelines for the use and management of hazardous
substances, and a reduction in hazardous substance use
including their use wherever practicable
Egg Producers 29 232 AER 2.4 The quality of QQ&? t:f lzt[ L‘Jg;“‘!::rt%rfs follows: " There is (...) of Otago's The focus should be on the attributes of ‘fand’ ~ of
! RO ahly ) ; b . .
Federation of NZ Otago’s soils is maintained or « Replace "soil” with "land" throughout the remaining wh!ch soil is one attrlbgte, A production system
enhanced statements of AER 2.4, requires more than ‘soil’.
Egg Producers 29 249 Glossary (};?e:‘d aslfo“cfws_il an Supportin | The focus should be on the aftributes of ‘land” - of
. i vaiued sets - . o e . .
Federation of NZ Lar?d éeuevalued forheir fts significance, inciuding: part which soil is one attribute. A production system
a. Versatility for primary production, such as highly versatile Opposein | requires more than ‘soil".
Eefc‘e., land . part But versatility is only one measure of highly valued
and land.
“Highly versatile soils fand -
Land classified as Land Use Capability | or Il in the New
Zealand Land Resource Inventory”
Guardians of Lake 73 249 Glossary !”tC'_Ud,e a dleﬁ”iﬁon of values using the RMA definition of Oppose in | Clarification regarding values is supported but it should
. intrinsic vatues . . . N
Wanaka and Guardians part be broad based and not just based on intrinsic values
of Lake Hawea as these are only one set of values.
Contact Energy Ltd 74 249 Glossary Amend the definition of reverse sensitivity Oppose Horticulture NZ supports the definition of reverse
sensitivity in the PRPS.
Aurora Energy Ltd 76 | 249 Glossary Insert a definition of critical infrastructure Oppose The PRPS does not use the term ‘critical infrastructure’
and Horticulture NZ does not support its inclusion.
Aurora Energy Ltd 76 | 249 Glossary Insert a definition of regionally significant infrastructure Opposein | A definition would clarify what is regarded as ‘regionally
part significant infrastructure’ but it should not include tocal
electricity distribution networks.
Rayonier Matariki Forests | 84 248 Glossary Add a definition of primary prodution Support A definition would provide clarity.
Ltd
Transpower NZ Lid 97 249 Glossary Amend the definition of reverse sensitivity Oppose Horticulture NZ supports the definition of reverse

sensitivity in the PRPS.
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Submitter Sub | Plan Provision Decision requested by submitter Support/ | Reason
No. Oppose
Fonterra Co-operative 99 249 Glossary Add a definition of primary production Supportin | A definition would provide clarity but the definition
Group Ltd part sought by Submitter 84 is clearer.
Royalburn Farming Co 102 | 249 Glossary Include a Definition regionally significant soil resource Oppose in | Itis unclear the intent of the definition
Ltd part
Otago and Central South | 118 | 249 Glossary Include a definition of pest Opposein | The definition should not preclude unwanted organisms
Island Fish and Game part that are not in a pest management plan as they are
Councils currently not in the region or NZ.
Z Energy, BOP Oitand 128 | 249 Glossary Amend the definition of reverse sensitivity Oppose Horticulture NZ supports the definition of reverse
Mobil Oil Ltd sensitivity in the PRPS.
Z Energy, BOP Oit and 128 | 249 Glossary Include a Definition regionally significant infrastrusture Oppose in | A definition for ‘regionally significant infrastructure’ may
Mobil il Ltd part be appropriate but there needs to be consultation as to
supportin | what should be included.
part
Ballance Agri Nutrients 141 | 249 Glossary Amend the definition of highly valued sails Oppose in | The definition should be for highly valued land.
Ltd part
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1.0

INTRODUCTION

Pioneer Generation Limited (hereafter referred to as ‘Pioneer’) made submissions to the
proposed Regional Policy Statement for Otago (hereafter referred to as the ‘pORPS’) in July
2015. Pioneer's submissions (Council Submitter Number 142) covered a range of topic areas
relating to the Company’s interests within the Otago Region. This information is not re-
stated here.

Pioneer has an interest in the various provisions and submission points that is greater than
that of the general public.

Pioneer wishes to be heard in support of its Submissions and Further Submissions. If others
make a similar submission Pioneer would consider presenting a joint case with them at any
hearing.

Pioneer cannot gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

Pioneer’s further submissions and the reasons for the same are set out within the following
table, entitled ‘Further Submissions to the proposed Regional Policy Statement for Otago.’

Signature:
Peter Mulvihill

General Manager — Project Development and Delivery
Pioneer Generation Limited

Date: 25" of September 2015
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Opus International
o P U S Consultants Ltd
Dunedin Office
Opus House, 197 Rattray Street
Private Bag 1913, Dunedin 9054
New Zealand

t: +64 3471 5500
f: +643474 8995
W WWW.0pus.co.nz

25 September 2015

Otago Regional Council
Private Bag 1913
DUNEDIN 1913

Attention: Ralph Henderson

6-CM326.00

Dear Ralph

FURTHER SUBMISSION ON THE PROPSOED REGIONAL POLICY
STATEMENT FOR OTAGO 2015 - AIRWAYS CORPORATION OF NEW
ZEALAND LIMITED

Please find enclosed a further submission from Airways Corporation of New Zealand
Limited on the Proposed Regional Policy Statement for Otago 2015.

I would appreciate it if you could acknowledge receipt of this submission by email to
shane.roberts@opus.co.nz.

Regards

i
o

Shane L Roberts
Work Group Leader - Property and Resource Management

Copy:

Queenstown Airport Corporation
C/- Mitchell Partnerships

PO Box 489

Dunedin

Attention: Kirsty O'Sullivan




FURTHER SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED REGIONAL POLICY STATEMENT FOR
OTAGO

To: Otago Regional Council
Private Bag 1954
DUNEDIN go54

From: Airways Corporation of New Zealand Limited
PO Box 294
WELLINGTON 6140

(Please note the different address for service)

Airways Corporation of New Zealand Limited (Airways) hereby makes a further submission on the
Proposed Regional Policy Statement for Otago in accordance with Clause 8 of Schedule 1 of the
Resource Management Act 1991.

The Role of Airways

Airways has principal responsibility for facilitating the safe movement of air traffic through New
Zealand airspace. It is responsible for managing all domestic and international air traffic for one of
the largest areas of airspace in the world — 34 million square kilometres. To perform this function
Airways maintains an extensive air navigation network made up of a number of different navigation
systems and facilities.

As such Airways:
e Represents a relevant aspect of the public interest, that being aircraft safety; and
¢ Has an interest in the proposed policy statement greater than the interest the general public

having principal responsibility for facilitating the safe movement of air traffic through New
Zealand airspace.

Adrways further submission is set out in the table on the following page:



Name of Provision Submission | Support or Reasons
Submitter Ref Oppose
Queenstown Policy suite 2.1 — The 30 Support Airways agrees that current policies are insufficient to achieve Objective 2.1 as
Airport values of natural rasources they only address natural values and not physical values.
Corporation are recognised, maintained
or enhanced '
Queenstown Policy 2.1.4 — Managing for | 34 © Support (in part) Alrways agrees that the policy should recognise that visibility is an issue with
Airport Air Quality Values respect t¢ operations in and around an airport and that air discharges should
Corporation be considered/ restricted in light of this.
Queenstown Policy 2.2.2 - Managing 44 Support Alrways agrees it is necessary to recognise and provide for circumstances where
Airport significant indigenous enhancing significant habitats of indigenous fauna (especially birdlife) may
Corporation vegetation and sigaificant adversely impact on the safety of aircraft and passengers.
habitats of indigenous
fauna
Queenstown Policy 2.2.4 — Maraging 46 Support Airways agrees that Clause (a) goes further than Part 2 of the Act. It leaves no
Airport outstanding matural room to provide for important physical resources such as infrastructure or
Corporation features, landscapes and other activities common in areas of outstanding value.
seascapes
| Airways also agrees that the installation of obstacle lighting (or other
navigation infrastructure for that matter) may be required in areas of
f ontstanding natural landscape in response to changes in Civil Aviation
| requirements. Case Jaw on meaning of "avoid" would potentially prohibit such
activities.
Queenstown Policy 2.3.5 - Applying an 64 Support Airways agrees that when providing for the integrated management of natural
Airport integrated management and physical resources consideration needs to be given to the potential for poor
Corporation approach for airsheds visnal quality which can adversely impact on the safety of aircraft and
passengers.
Queenstown Objective 3.4 - Good 96 Support Alrways agrees it is necessary to recognise specifically that certain
Alrport quality infrastructure and infrastructure might be required in order to support the wider needs of New
Corporation services meef conpnunity Zealand, rather than the needs of Otago as a region or local area only. Airways

needs

network of navigation installations is an examgle of this.




A copy of this submission has been served on the submitters identified above.

Airways does wish to be heard in support of its submission and further submission.

Shane L Roberts
Consultant to:
Airways New Zealand Ltd

Address for Service:

Airways New Zealand

C/- Opus International Consultants
Private Bag 1913

DUNEDIN

Attention: Shane L Roberts

Phone: 03 471 5565

Fax: 02 474 8995

Email: shane.roberts@opus.co.nz
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FURTHER SUBMISSION ON THE PROPOSED OTAGO REGIONAL POLICY STATEMENT

UNDER CLAUSE EIGHT OF THE FIRST SCHEDULE TO
THE RESOURCE MANAGEMENT ACT 1991

To: rps@orc.govt.nz

Otago Regional Council

Private Bag 1954
DUNEDIN 9054

Submitter: Darby Planning LP
C/- Boffa Miskell Ltd

Attention: Chris Ferguson, Planner

PO Box 110
CHRISTCHURCH

Phone: (03) 353 7568
Mobite: 021 907 773

Email: Chris.Ferguson@boffamiskell.co.nz

Darby Planning LP (“DPL") makes further submissions on the Proposed Otago Regional Policy

Statement as set out in the attached document.

DPL confirms it is a person who is representing a relevant aspect of the public interest, and has an
interest in the proposal thatis greater than the interest the general public has (it is affected by the content

of a submission).

DPL would like to be heard in support of its further submission.

If other persons make a similar further submission then DPL would consider presenting joint evidence

at the time of the hearing.

A copy of this further submission has been served on the original submitters to which this further

submission relates.

Chris Ferguson
For and behalf of Dérby Planning LP

25md day of September 2015



FURTHER SUBMISSIONS

The submission supported or
opposed is:

The particuiar parts of the submissions
supported or opposed are:

Support or Oppose

The reasons for support of opposition are:

Environmental Defence Society
Incorporated (Submitter 127)
PO Box 91736

Victoria Street West

Auckiand 1042.

Chapter B2 — General request for a Oppose The RPS purpose is to provide an overview of the issues, policies, and

new chapter focused on Outstanding methods to achieve integrated management for the whole region. The

Natural Features and Landscapes. proposed provisions of the Proposed RPS provide an appropriate basis for
management of Outstanding Natural Features and Landscapes (ONFL's)
(subject to DPL’s submissions on these provisions). A chapter focussed
ONFL'’s is unnecessary. Further, the submission lacks sufficient particulars to
understand the nature of the changes sought in response to this submission
point.
Identification of the specific activities which must be managed in ONFL'’s is
more appropriately addressed in District Plans, than in the RPS.

ijective 2.2 Otago’s significant and Oppose This submissions seeks to develop specific objectives relating to ONFL’s but

highly valued natural resources are . . . o

- ; fails to specify the wording and content of those proposed new objectives. The

identified, and protected or enhanced bmissio ovid o clear relief to understand the impact of this change

to maintain their distinctiveness submission provides no clear ers pac 15 chang
and is considered ultra vires.

Policy 2.2.6 Mana‘glng special amenity Oppose The submitter seeks to include additional policies identifying what activities

landscapes and highly valued natural . . . .

features need to be managed in special amenity landscapes using examples from the
Auckland Unitary Plan. Because the submission does not specify with any
certainty how those examples would be applied it is impossible to determine
its impact and meaning. This relief is considered ultra vires.

Policy 4.5.8 Offsetting for indigenous Oppose DPL oppose the relief sought by this submitter to add “additional; criteria to

biodiversity and new definition of
“biodiversity offset”

encapsulate all best practise offsetting principles.” Without elaborating on what
those principles are or how they are proposed to amend the policy, the
outcomes sought from this submission are too vague and for this reason is
considered ultra vires. In addition the reasons are suggesting changes that are
also too narrow to maximise the benefits of offsetting.

DPL are neutral in terms of the proposed new definition of “biodiversity offset”
and are unclear how it will be applied to the proposed policies.

C15079_04b_DPL_Further_Submission_FINAL_20150925.docx



The submission:supported or
opposed is:

The particular parts: of the submissions
supported:or.opposed are:

Support or.-Oppose

The'reasons for support of opposition;are:

Director-General of Conservation

(Submitter 117) Objective 3.2 Risk that natural hazards | Oppose DPL opposes changes to the objective sought by this submitter to reduce and
RMA Shared Services pose to Otago’'s communities are not increase risk of natural hazards. The goal of minimising risk is considered
Department of Conservation minimised a more appropriate basis to promote the purpose of the Act.
Private Bag 4715 . e DPL opposes the changes sought to this policy by the submitter to delete
Christchurch Mail Centre 8140 Eg;g?’d?’r'éf Avoiding increased natural | Oppose “significantly” from clause a). The effect of the change would be to avoid
activities that increase risk. Given the interpretation by the Courts of the word
avoid, this outcome is considered unnecessary measure to implement the
objective of minimising natural hazard risk to Otago’s communities.
. . DPL oppose the changes sought by this submitter to Policy 3.5.2 e), requiring
(F:fo ilr'gazi?ﬁttﬂrznt?\g‘tnl'?aasdr\::triii:Iﬁ;erCtS Oppose the use of offsetting. Biodiversity offsetting should be an optional tool to
regional significance achieve sustainable management and should not be a prescribed method of
gl 19 promoting the purpose of the Act.
S . DPL oppose the proposed change to this policy to introduce “avoid” adverse
Ob(]jectl_\ge .4'5 gxtdveor,seneftfl:erctfaonfduzlgiﬁ Oppose effects. The impact of this does not sit well with the existing approach to
22vir%r2mygr]1% rea?ninsi’mii,eda “minimise” adverse effects and retaining both creates an inconsistency within
a the objective.
. DPL oppose the changes sought to these provisions seeking to “require”
go::csé 41‘5‘7X)(andf‘1}s.,5.t? a"dff?eg{ Us Oppose biodiversity offsetting. Biodiversity offsetting shouid be an optional tool to
b'(:)d('a :r:'t - ofisetling ofindigeno achieve sustainable management and shouid not be a prescribed method of
lodiversily promoting the purpose of the Act.
Forest and Bird NZ Policy 2.1.2 — add new Policy Oppose DPL oppose the wording of the new policy suggested by the submitter to
(Submitter 98) “Protect recreational use and access to the margins of Otago’s water bodies”.
PO Box 6230 The proposed wording exceeds the statutory direction under s.6(d) for the
DUNEDIN maintenance and enhancement of public access.
Policy 2.1.6 Managing for ecosystem Oppose The proposed amendment to the introductory text to this policy establish a

and indigenous biodiversity values

protection based framework that does not enable a balanced approach to be
taken to the management of the effects of activities on ecosystems and
indigenous biodiversity.

C15079_04b_DPL_Further_Submission_FINAL_20150925.docx




The submission supported or

The particular parts of the submissions

Support or Oppose

The reasons for support of opposition are:

opposed is: supported or opposed are:

New Policy — Fragmentation of Oppose DPL oppose this new policy proposed by the submitter on that basis that it

indigenous ecosystems establishes a very high benchmark by seeking to avoid fragmentation. A
balanced approach is considered more appropriate to “manage” or to “avoid,
remedy or mitigate” fragmentation of indigenous ecosystems.

New Policy — Biodiversity Oppose DPL oppose the introduction of the new policy suggested by the submitter
commencing with “avoiding significant adverse effects, avoiding remedying or
mitigating other effects and offsetting any residual adverse effects that is
more than minor ...”. Without the full wording the meaning of the changes are
unclear.

New Policy — Pests Oppose The submitter seeks to add a new policy to “avoid the adverse effects of pest
species prevent their introduction and their spread”. DPL oppose the wording
of the policy, particular “to avoid”, which following the courts findings on King
Salmon means to “not allow” or “prevent the occurrence of’. DPL support
measures to prevent the introduction of pest species, but consider prevention
of the spread of pest species a policy outcome which is unattainable,
excessively expensive and inequitable for landowners subject to the spread
of pest species from other land.

Policy 4.5.5 Controlling the introduction | Oppose DPL oppose the amendments to this policy seeking to prevent the

and spread of pest plants and animals introduction and spread of pest plants and animals for the reasons expressed
in relation to the policy above. Preventing spread of plant pests is an
inappropriate policy outcome that does not achieve s.5 of the Act.

Ministry of Education (submitter Policy suite 2.1 Add policies to ensure | Support DPL supports the widening of focus to recognising the built environment.

79) the importance of the built environment

C/- Opus International as a physical resource is recognised.

Consultants

Private Bag 1913 Policy 3.8.2 Controlling growth where Oppose DPL opposes the relief sought by this submitter to introduce further matters to

DUNEDIN
Attn: Shane Roberts

there are identified urban growth
boundaries or future urban
development areas

be consider under Policy 3.8.2 “before releasing new land for development”.
DPL considers this policy should be deleted for the reasons expressed within
its original submissions, including that Policy 3.8.1 appropriately deals with
the issues relating to urban growth. Given the fundamental issues with the

C15079_04b_DPL_Further_Submission_FINAL_20150925.docx
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The:submission supported or The particular. parts: of the submissions | Support or Oppose | Thereasons for support of opposition are:

opposed is: supported or opposed are:
absence of urban growth boundaries in Schedule 8, the relief sought in this
submission is not an appropriate or effective method to achieve the relevant
objectives of the Plan.

Save The Otago Peninsula Policy 3.8.3 - Managing fragmentation | Oppose DPL opposes the proposed addition to this policy as sought by this submitter.

(STOP) Incorporated Society
(Submitter 88)

PO Box 23

Portobello

DUNEDIN 9048

of rural land

The value of the landscape resource is recognised and provided for more
appropriately within Objective 2.2 and related policies.

C15079_04b_DPL_Further_Submission_FINAL_20150925.docx
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