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FURTHER SUBMISSION IN SUPPORT OF SUBMISSIONS
ON THE PUBLICLY NOTIFIED
PROPOSED REGIONAL POLICY STATEMENT FOR OTAGO
UNDER CLAUSE 8 OF SCHEDULE 1 OF
THE RESOURCE MANAGEMENT ACT 1991

To: Otago Regional Council
Private Bag 1954
DUNEDIN 9054
Name of Central Otago District Council
Further PO Box 122

Submitter: ALEXANDRA 9340

1. This is a further submission in support of submissions on the Proposed Regional
Policy Statement for Otago.

2. The Central Otago District Council represents a relevant aspect of the public interest
being a territorial authority in the Otago Region; and the Central Otago District
Council has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the interest of the general
public being a territorial authority in the Otago Region.

3. The Central Otago District Council supports or supports in part those parts of
submissions as listed in the attached schedule for the reasons stated in that schedule.

4. The Central Otago District Council wishes to be heard in support of this further
submission.

5. If others make a similar submission the submitter would consider presenting a joint
case with them at a hearing.

SIGNature:

Louise van der Voort
Manager, Planning and Environment
for the Central Otago District Council

Date: 17 September 2015

Address for Central Otago District Council

Service: PO Box 122

ALEXANDRA 9340

Telephone: (03) 440 0627

Fax/Email: (03) 448 9196 / louise.vandervoort@codc.govt.nz

Contact Person: Louise van der Voort

Manager, Planning and Environment



Schedule to further submission by Central Otago District Council

Submitter Name Submission Oppose/Support Reason
Number/
Reference
Number
1. Federated Farmers 115/3 Support The Proposed Regional Policy Statement fails to state the
of New Zealand significant resource management issues for the Otago

Region as required by section 62(1)(a) of the RMA. An
issues based focus is required.

The Proposed Regional Policy Statement should not give
prescriptive directions to Territorial Local Authorities
(TLAs). TLAs should have the flexibility to address local
issues within the local context through local planning
processes having regard to regional guidelines rather than

direction.
2. Dunedin City 156/35 Support The control of the use of land for the purpose of soil
Council conservation is a statutory function of the Otago Regional

Council pursuant to section 30(1)(c)(i) of the RMA. Policy
2.1.5 should acknowledge this and provide for the policy to
be given effect to through a Regional Plan; and any
consequential amendments should be made to other
provisions of the Proposed Regional Policy Statement

accordingly.
3. Dunedin City 156/156 Support in Part The control of land use for the purpose of maintaining water
Council quality and quantity are statutory functions of the Otago

Regional Council pursuant to section 30(1)(c)(ii) and (iii) of




the RMA.

Policy 4.3.2 (if it is to be retained) should acknowledge this
and provide for the policy to be given effect to through a
Regional Plan; and any consequential amendments should
be made to other provisions of the Proposed Regional
Policy Statement accordingly.

. Dunedin City
Council

156/193

Support

Method 4.1.2 should be deleted as the imposition of
conditions of subdivision consent relating to heating
appliances is inappropriate and unnecessary.

Method 4.1.4 should be deleted as the control of land use
for the purpose of maintaining water quality and quantity
are statutory functions of the Otago Regional Council
pursuant to section 30(1)(c)(ii) and (ii1) of the RMA.

. Dunedin City
Council

156/259

Support

The Proposed Regional Policy Statement fails to state the
significant resource management issues for the Otago
Region as required by section 62(1)(a) of the RMA.










Rtnaka ki Puketeraki, Te Riinanga o
Otakou and Hokonui Riinanga
(submitter 154).

energy generation and transmission must
avoid adverse effects on environmental and

cultural values.

,The submission supported or 'The partlcular parts of the submisssons; fSuppprt,df Obboseif - The réasdhs' fp‘r;suppoft_Ofy oppos‘itipn;a're: -
'OPPOSediS . ‘,:fsupportedoropposedare - . L
Environmental Defence Society Chapter B2 — General request for a new Oppose The RPS purpose is to provide an overview of the issues, policies, and
Incorporated (submitter 127). chapter focused on Outstanding Natural methods to achieve integrated management for the whole region. The
. d isi f th i i i
PO Box 91736, Victoria Street West, Features and Landscapes proposed provisions of the Proposed RPS provide an appropriate basis for
Auckiand 1042. management of Outstanding Natural Features and Landscapes (ONFL'’s)
(subject to Meridian’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.
Te RUnanga o Moeraki, Kati Huirapa Introduction to Objective 3.5 — Reword the Oppose Sustainable management under the RMA requires an overall judgement be
Runaka ki Puketeraki, Te Rinanga o explanation to ensure environmental and reached having considered environmental, economic, social, and cultural
Otakou and Hokonui Riinanga cultural values are protected from the values. Protection of all environmental and cultural values would not
(submitter 154). adverse effects that can arise from appropriately promote the use, and development of infrastructure to provide
PO Box 446, Dunedin 9054. infrastructure. for social, economic, and cultural wellbeing to achieve the purpose of the RMA.
The use, development, and maintenance of renewable electricity generation
in particular is required to be recognised and provided for to give effect to the
NPS on Renewable Electricity Generation.
Te Rlnanga o Moeraki, Kati Huirapa Objective 3.6 — Add a description that Oppose Sustainable management under the RMA requires an overall judgement be

reached having considered environmental, economic, social, and cultural
values. Protection of all environmental and cuitural values would not
appropriately promote the use, and development of infrastructure to provide

for social, economic, and cultural wellbeing to achieve the purpose of the RMA.
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Submitter No. Provisions We support | Particular points supported or opposed Reasons

or oppose

Save The Otago | 88 Chapter B1 - | Support Support the objectives in this chapter and | This is consistent with K&i Tahu's status as

Peninsula general acknowledge Kai Tahu's distinct status as a | a Treaty partner.

(STOP) requests treaty partner.

Incorporated

Society

Queenstown 95 Chapter Bl - | Oppose Make greater reference to Iwi Management | It is appropriate that Kai Tahu’s values,

Lakes District general Plans, instead of replicating content. rights and interests are articulated in the

Council requests RPS. This provides clarity as to Kai Tahu'’s

aspirations for the natural environment in
Otago.

W.G. Nagle 111 Chapter B1 - Amend Proverb in Part B, P 15 to reflect The Kai Tahu whakatauki, “He taura whiri
general reality. The dams on the Mata-au, and other | kotahi mai and te kopunga tai nd fte pu
requests waterways, have destroyed the connection au”, reflects a desired state and is

from source to mouth and affected ikawai appropriate.
and tuna.

Tautuku Block X | 125 Chapter B1 - Oppose Wording of the Kai Tahu and takata whenua Kai Tahu values, rights and interests are

Section 3C general sections does not accurately recognise strongly represented throughout the RPS.

Trust requests; submitter's participation in the RPS process. It is unclear what additional relief is
Process sought by the submitter.

Consultation process fails to meet the
minimum requirements for consultation as
set out in the Court of Appeal.

Landpro 150 Chapter Bl - | Support Supports objectives, policies and methods | Recognition of the role of Kai Tahu as the

Limited general which  ensure resource management | Treaty Partner in natural resource
requests decisions take Kai Tahu values into account | management is appropriate.

whilst

circumstances within which Kai Tahu will be

providing  flexibility on the

engaged for more general resource

management processes.
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Submitter No. Provisions We support | Particular points supported or opposed Reasons
or oppose
Contact Energy | 74 Need Neutral Replace Local Authorities need to “give | Kai Tahu would support an amendment
Limited Objective 1.1 effect to” with “incorporate” Treaty | that elevated the Treaty principles in
principles (Objective 1.1, "Need”, Paragraph | natural resource management decision
2). Phrase “give effect to” is a term under the | making.
RMA and case law has clarified that it has a
different meaning from “take into account”.
Yellow-eyed 63 Need Support Without extensive investment by the ORC, | Supports Kai Tahu aspirations for coastal
Penguin Trust Objective 1.2 territorial authorities, Kai Tahu and | biodiversity.
community conservation groups in
enhancing coastal biodiversity, there will not
be any or sufficient natural resources that
customary rights can be exercised over.
Waitaki District | 70 Need Oppose Delete “..more effectively,..” from the | Kai Tahu values, and iwi management
Council Objective 1.2 "Need" associated to Objective 1.2 (p.16). | plans are not effectively recognised, and
This erroneously assumes local authorities | the exercise of customary rights is not
are currently not recognising Kai Tahu values | well supported. The explanation to
and plans effectively. Objective 1.2 reflects the status quo.
Otago Water 121 Need Oppose To ‘recognise’ Kai Tahu plans” is too absolute | IMPs must be taken into account when

Resource Users
Group

Objective 1.2

and suggests the Kai Tahu plans are binding
on local authority plans. Method 1.1.2 of the
Proposed RPS uses the more appropriate
phrase "Have regard to lwi Management
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".

preparing or changing regional policy
statements and regional and district plan.

The RMA reference to “protected
customary rights” is narrower in scope.
This explanation refers to the broader
exercise of ‘customary rights’ by Kai Tahu
as Manawhenua.
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Submitter No. Provisions We support | Particular points supported or opposed Reasons
or oppose

New Zealand 86 Objective 1.1 - | Support The provision reflects the ORC's current and Reflects s.8 of the RMA
Petroleum and The principles desired practice in relation to Kai Tahu and
Minerals of Te Tiriti o its obligation under s8 RMA.

Waitangi are

taken into

account in

resource

management

decisions
Royalburn 102- Objective 1.1 - | Oppose Amend as follows: "The principles of Te Tiriti | The Treaty Principles are not codified and
Farming 105; The principles o Waitangi are identified and taken into reflect an evolving relationship between
Company Ltd 129- of Te Tiriti o account in resource management decisions". | Kai Tahu and the Otago Regional Council
and other 138 Waitangi are (as the Crown’s representative in the
submitters taken into Treaty Partnership within Otago).

account in

resource

management

decisions
Contact Energy | 74 Introduction Support Change wording regarding treaty principles Reflects statutory requirements of s.8 of
Limited to Objective from give effect to, to take into account in the RMA

1.1 decision making.
Federated 115 Introduction Oppose Amend to: "A partnership approach, which | The use of the term ‘elevates’ is intended

Farmers of New
Zealand

to Objective
1.1

involves Kai Tahu and elevates appropriately
considers their values, rights and

interests in decision making processes ...

to strengthen consideration of Kai Tahu
values, rights and interests. This does not
exclude other residents and resource
users from participation in resource
management decisions.
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Submitter No. Provisions We support | Particular points supported or opposed Reasons
or oppose
Otago  Water | 121 Introduction Oppose Delete the following paragraph from the | Inconsistent with the status of Kai Tahu
Resource Users to Objective introduction to Objective 1.1: "A partnership | as the Treaty partner. The Otago Regional
Group 1.1 approach, which involves Kai Tahu and | Council is the Crown’s representative in
elevates their values, rights and interests in | the Treaty Partnership within Otago.
decision making processes, enables the
principles, including kaitiakitaka, to be given | The RPS does not provide for the transfer
effect in an appropriately flexible way, and | of powers to Kai Tahu.
recognises the special relationship between
Kai Tahu and the Crown."
Alliance Group, | 56 Policy 1.1.2 Oppose Amend as follows: "Ensure that local | Inconsistent with the status of Kai Tahu
Power Net Ltd, | 60 authorities exercise their functions and | as the Treaty partner. The current
HW Richardson | 61 powers, to: al-Aecerd—Kai-Tahu—a—status | provision strengthens the role of Kai Tahu
distinetfrom—that-of-interest-—groups—and | in resource management and gives effect
members-of the-publicconsistentwith-their | to the Treaty.
Alliance Group, | 56 Policy 1.1.2 Support in | d) i i : | The purpose of the RPS is to give effect to
Power Net Ltd, | 60 part Recognise and provide for Kai Tahu to | the spirit and intent of the RMA rather
HW Richardson | 61 identify _their _relationship  with their | than replicating its wording. Kai Tahu
ancestral lands, water, sites, wahi tapu and | would support the following rewording
other taoka by: for brevity: d) Enable K&i Tahu to identify
—dentify—their—relationship—with—their | and express their relationship with their
. _—sites, i . ancestral lands, water, sites, wahi tapu
ethertaoka;and and other taoka.
(ationships
Alliance Group, | 56 Policy 1.1.2 Oppose e) Ensure-kai-Tahu-areablete Have regard to | The intent of the provision is to support
Power Net Ltd, | 60 the exercise of kaitiakitaka; and ..." the exercise of kaitiakitaka by Kai Tahu.
HW Richardson | 61
Waitaki District | 70 Policy 1.1.2 Oppose » Amend Policy 1.1.2 b) from “Involve Kai | The active engagement of K&i Tahu in

Council

Tahuin...” to
“Consult Kai Tahu in...”
* Delete clause f) iii.

resource management is consistent with
the Treaty. The areas of significance to
K&i Tahu are being mapped in partnership
with local authorities.

6|FPa
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Submitter No. Provisions We support | Particular points supported or opposed Reasons
or oppose
Trust Power 85 Policy 1.1.2 Oppose Amend as follows: "Ensure that local | Inconsistent with the status of K&i Tahu
authorities exercise their functions and | as the Treaty partner. The current
powers, to: aj-Acecord—kai-Tahu—a—status | provision strengthens the role of Kai Tahu
distinet—from—thatof interest—greups—and | in resource management and gives effect
members-of-the-publie-consistent-with-their | to the Treaty.
Policy 1.1.2 Support in | d) i f : | The purpose of the RPS is to give effect to
part Recognise _and provide for Kai Tahu to | the spirit and intent of the RMA rather
identify their _relationship _with their | than replicating its wording. Kai Tahu
ancestral lands, water, sites, wahi tapu and | would support the following rewording
other taoka by: for brevity: d} Enable K&i Tahu to identify
—identify—their—relationship—with—their | and express their relationship with their
- _—sites; i - ancestral lands, water, sites, wahi tapu
othertackarand and other taoka,
Policy 1.1.2 Oppose e) Ensure-kai-Fahu-are-ablete Have regard to | The intent of the provision is to support
the exercise of kaitiakitaka; and ..." the exercise of kaitiakitaka by Kai Tahu.
Transpower 97 Policy 1.1.2 Oppose Amend the text as follows: "Ensure that local | Inconsistent with the status of Kai Tahu
New Zealand authorities exercise their functions and | as the Treaty partner. The current
powers to: a}—Aeeord—kai—Fahu—a—statys | provision strengthens the role of Kai Tahu
distinet—from—that—-of-interest—greups—and | in resource management and gives effect
members-ofthe publie-consistentwith-thelr | to the Treaty.
. T . and
} e Kal-Fahid
- i
Support in | c) Take into account Kai Tahu wiews values in | Kdi Tahu would support the following
part resource management ..." amendment: “c) Take into account Kai

Tahu values, rights and interests ...”
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Submitter No. Provisions We support | Particular points supported or opposed Reasons
or oppose

Otago Water 121 introduction Oppose Delete provisions regarding Kai Tahu ability | Inconsistent with the status of Kai Tahu

Resource Users to Objective to participate in decision making and | as the Treaty partner. The current

Group 1.2 implementation, provision strengthens the role of Kai Tahu
in resource management and gives effect
to the Treaty.

Alliance Group 56 Objective 1.2 Support in | Delete reference to Kai Tahu rights, replace | Retain reference to rights as provided for

Power Net 60 Part * ‘sustained’ with ‘recognised and provided'. by the Treaty. The purpose of the RPS is

HW Richardson | 61 to give effect to the spirit and intent of

Trust Power 85 the RMA rather than replicating its

Queenstown 122 wording. However, the wuse of

Airport ‘recognised and provided’ does

Soho Basin Ski strengthen protection for Kai Tahu rights,

Field 129 interests and customary resources.

Northlake

investments Ltd

Shotover 130

Country Ltd

Ayrburn Farm 131

Development 132

Ltd

Bridesdale

Farm 133

Development

Ltd

Glencoe Station

Ltd 134

Treble Cone

Investment Ltd | 135

Contact Energy | 74 Policy 1.2.1 Oppose Adds a qualifier to limit provision to current | This does not reflect that customary uses

Ltd

customary uses and values.

and values are evolving and current
resources may not support Kai Tahu
aspirations for the use of resources.
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Submitter No. Provisions We support | Particular points supported or opposed Reasons
or oppose
Waitaki 113 Policy 1.2.1 Oppose Amend to include wording: “where | This is unduly limits the protection of
Irrigators appropriate and practicable”. customary resources.
Collective
New  Zealand | 86 Policy 1.2.3 Oppose Adds ‘remedying and mitigating’ to ‘avoiding’ | Some sites are of such importance to Kai
Petroleum Tahu that it may be appropriate to avoid
effects in the circumstances. Remedying
or mitigating may result in degradation of
valued sites. This clause is appropriate
because it applies to significant adverse
effects.
Transpower Ltd | 97 Policy 1.2.3 Oppose Limits the clause to ‘the extent practicable’. Some sites are of such importance to Kai
Waitaki 113 Tahu that it may be appropriate to avoid
Irrigators effects in the circumstances. Remedying
Collective or mitigating to the ‘extent practicable’
may result in degradation of valued sites.
Royalburn 102 Policy 1.2.3 Oppose Adds ‘from inappropriate, subdivision and | The purpose of the RPS is to give effect to
Farming, and | to development’” and deletes reference to | the spirit and intent of the RMA rather
Others 109, Schedule 3. than replicating its wording. The
129 proposed amendment requires a value
to judgement as to what is ‘inappropriate’.
138,
140
Otago  Water | 121 Policy 1.2.3 Oppose Delete clause a) Fails to protect Kai Tahu sites from
Resource Users significant adverse effects.
Group
Waitaki District | 70 Policy 1.2.4 Oppose Delete provision regarding facilitating Kai | The intent is that Councils can play a role
Council Tahu access to sites of significance. in  negotiating access with private
landowners.
Federated 115 Policy 1.2.4 Oppose References direct engagement between K&i | The provision recognises that Councils
Farmers of New Tahu and landowners to seek access. can also play a role in facilitating access.
Zealand Open ended access is not sought.
Dunedin  City | 156 Policy 1.2.4 Oppose Delete clause a) While District Plans cannot guarantee

Council

access, Councils can play a broader role in
facilitating access,

10|Page



Submitter No. Provisions We support | Particular points supported or opposed Reasons
or oppose
Royalburn 102 Policy 1.2.5 Oppose Add to Clause b) ‘from inappropriate | The purpose of the RPS is to give effect to
Farming 109, Policy 2.1.1 development’. the spirit and intent of the RMA rather
Company and | 129 than replicating its wording. The
Others 138 proposed amendment requires a value
judgement as to what is ‘inappropriate’.
Royalburn 102 Schedule 1 Oppose Identify other cultural values in Schedule 1A. | Cultural values may evolve over time and
Farming 108, is not appropriate to codify these values
Company and | 129 in a statutory document,
Others 138
Fertiliser 110 Policy 2.1.1 Oppose Limit this clause to protection ‘protected | Protected customary rights have a
Association of customary rights’. specific and restricted statutory meaning
New Zealand in the RMA, The proposed amendment
would limit protection of the full range of
customary rights sought by Kai Tahu.
Central Otago | 37 Policy 4.2.3 Cppose Remove ‘or strongly suspected of containing | Does not provide adequate protection for
District Council to contain’. the accidental discovery of wahi taoka.
Trustpower Ltd | 85 Policy 4.2.3 Oppose Avoid repetition of iwi values in this policy as | Kai Tahu supports the integration of its
this provided for by Chapter 1. values throughout the RPS.
Alliance Group | 56 Policy 4.5.1 Oppose Add ‘remedy or mitigate’ to avoid. Kai Tahu does not support discharges to
Ltd land or water in close proximity sites
Fonterra 29 mahinga kai sites or other sites of cultural
Fertiliser Assoc | 110 values. The effects of these discharges
And Others on cultural value cannot be remedied or
mitigated.
Ospri 68 Policy 4.5.1 Oppose Delete clause b) This does not protect mahinga kai sites.
Federated 115 Policy 4.5.1 Oppose Delete Policy Kai Tahu does not support discharges to
Farmers land or water in close proximity sites
mahinga kai sites or other sites of cultural
values, This policy is appropriate and is
consistent with the statutory protection
for water quality in Otago.
ZEnergy 128 Policy 4.5.1 Oppose Replace the list of those affected with | Specific reference to tangata whenua
BP Oil ‘having regard to the sensitivity of the | provides greater recognition and
Mobil Oil receiving environment’. protection of cultural values.
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Submitter No. Provisions We support | Particular points supported or opposed Reasons
or oppose
Balance  Agri- | 141 Policy 4.5.1 Oppose Replace ‘avoid’ with ‘minimise’ discharges Significant effects on Kai Tahu values
Nutrients from discharges ought to be avoided
entirely,  rather  than minimised,
Discharges can have irreversible effects
on cultural values and mahika kai
resources.
Ravensdown 143 Policy4.5.1 Oppose Limits policy to ‘where practicable’ and ‘at | Significant effects on Kai Tahu values
Works Ltd the site boundary’. from discharges ought to be avoided
entirely, rather than ‘where practicable’.
Royalburn 102 — | Method 1.1 Support Recommends adding a method regarding | We note that an efficient and effective
Farming Co and | 109, Method 1.2 facilitation of consultation with K&i Tahu. process that provides for consultation
Others 129 - with K3di Tahu exists by way of the
138 environmental consultancy KTKO Ltd. The
addition of this method would raise
awareness of this service.
Royalburn Farm | 102 — | Glossary Support Requesting definition of K& Tahu and Ngai | Add definition of Kai Tahu and Ngai Tahu
and Others 109, Tahu, as set out in the footnote on Page 6, and
129 - the definition of Te Rlnanga o Ngai Tahu
138 from the Ngai Tahu Claims Settlement Act
1998.
Tautuku Block X | 125 Glossary of Te | Oppose Requests removal of ‘rakatirataka’ from this | The term is used in the RPS and should be

Section 3C

Reo Terms

glossary.

defined.
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Further Submission in Support of or in Opposition to Submissions on
Proposed Regional Policy Statement for Otago

Clause 8 of the First Schedule, Resource Managemsnt Act 1991

To: Otago Regional Council
Full name of submitter: Otago Water Resource Users Group ("OWRUG")
Postal Address: c/o Checketts McKay Law Limited
PO Box 41
Alexandra
9340
Contact person: John Williamson
Telephone: 03 440 0180
Fax: 03 448 8960
Email: john@cmlaw.co.nz

We wish / de-netwish to be heard in support of our submission (delete the one that does not apply).

This Further Submission is on behalf of the Otago Water Resource Users Group. The OWRUG members represent a diverse range of
industries and interests. Some of the Group’s members may have made their own submissions and may be making further submissions on
the Proposed Regional Policy Statement; which submissions may differ from the Group's position on specific matters.

Date: 24 September 2015

Page 1 of 7
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Submitter | Sub./Ref| Provision Summary of submission this further | Support/ | OWRUG reasoning
submission relates to Oppose
according to the principles of ki uta ki tai and whole of and should not be re-written and re-litigated under the
catchment management; manage gravel and Proposed RPS. Access is considered in Chapter 4.
vegetation removal; address access along river and
lake bed; provide for fish passage; protect and
enhance riparian zones; and protect natural character
of rivers and lakes.
Methods - Establish and maintain resource management Oppose There is no statutory authority for this under the RMA.
general relationships based on a principle of partnership. The Treaty partnership is with the Crown; it is not with
the ORC.
Endeavour to appoint tangata whenua as Oppose The appointment of particular commissioners for
commissioners, particularly when making decisions resource management hearings cannot be pre-empted
on resource management issues significant to Kai or properly dealt with as a general method. To appoint
Tahu. tangata whenua as commissioners on issues of
significance to Kai Tahu has the problem of pre-
determination and conflict of interest.
Seek Cultural Impact Assessment or Cultural Values Oppose Schedule 4 of the RMA details the information required
Assessment as part of an assessment of for an assessment of environmental effects.
environmental effects.
Method 1.2 Provide for involvement of Kai Tahu as tangata Oppose This is dealt with under Method 2.2.3 (noting that
whenua in decision-making processes. OWRUG has made a submission on this Method).
Make provision for the embodiment of the statutory Oppose This is adequately dealt with by the Ngai Tahu Claims
acknowledgements and regulations beyond their Settlement Act 1998 and Regulations.
legally recognise expiry date.
256 Chairman’s forward: The treaty parinership between Oppose The Treaty partnership is with the Crown; it is not with
Miscellaneou | the Otago Regional Council and Kai Tahu is a vital the ORC.
S part of this collaborative effort.
Environmental 127 Chapter B2 Include freshwater chapter on issues, objectives Oppose The Proposed RPS addresses these matters at the
Defence Society including environmental bottom lines, management right level. The detail is already addressed by the
Incorporated addressing water quality and quantity, policies and Regional Plan: Water including the recent Plan
methods addressing management of the effects, Changes 1C and 6A, and should not be re-written and
recognition and provision for preservation of re-litigated under the Proposed RPS.
wetlands, lakes and rivers and their margins,
protection of wetlands
Develop specific measurable objectives addressing Oppose The Proposed RPS addresses these matters at the
freshwater including; safeguarding the life-supporting right level. The detail is already addressed by the
capacities et cetera; avoiding further over-aliocation Regional Plan; Water including the recent Plan
and phasing out existing over-allocation; improving Changes 1C and 6A, and should not be re-written and
and maximising efficient application and use; and re-litigated under the Proposed RPS.
protecting significant values.
Policy 4.4.1 Specify allocation limits and give effect to This is already addressed by the Regional Plan: Water
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Submitter

Sub./Ref

Provision

Summary of submission this further
submission relates to

Support/
Oppose

OWRUG reasoning

by restructuring those two chapters. Chapter 2 should

address the social and environmental benefits and

issues of the natural resources and Chapter 4 should
address the economic well-being from using the
natural resources. For example:

» The components of the narration to the Chapter 2
Outcome addressing economic benefit should be
moved to the narration to the Outcome in Chapter
4,

o The adverse environmental effects in the narration
to the Chapter 4 Outcome should be moved to
Chapter 2.

o Move section 4.5 into Chapter 2.

Oceana Gold
(NZ) Limited

140

Palicy 4.4.1

Give preference to activities that make the best
economic use of water.

Oppose

Picking “winners and losers" in terms of competing
commercial activities is fraught with dangers and
complexity. Historic economic results won't
necessarily reflect future economic results. Economic
cycles change. Different operators can achieve
different economic results for the same activity. It
would be inappropriate, on a renewal application, to
re-allocate water from an existing water user who has
invested substantially in the activity, to another water
user carrying out a ‘perceived’ more economic use of
water.

The marketplace can already manage the issue to a
certain extent by trading in land and water. Decisions
on investing in activities need to be made by the users
(who bear the investment cost and risk) not regulators.

The conceptis in conflict with the protection of existing
consent holders under sections 124B and 124C of the
RMA.

Otago and
Central South
Island Fish and
Game Councils

118

Method 3.1

Set minimum and residual flows and allocation
regimes for water quantity, including default flows and
allocation regimes, on all rivers in Otago.

Oppose

This issue is already addressed by the Regional Plan:
Water including the recent Plan Change 1C and the
catchment review process, and should not be re-
written, re-litigated or pre-empted under the Proposed
RPS.

AER 3.4

There is no ret loss to the values of Otago’s
outstanding, significant, or highly valued natural and
physical resources resulting from nationally and
regionally significant infrastructure.

Oppose

The Anticipated Environmental Result encompasses
mitigation.
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Submitter

Sub./Ref

Provision

Summary of submission this further
submission relates to

Support/
Oppose

OWRUG reasoning

Fonterra Co-
operative Group
Limited

99

253 Structure
of document
& usability

Restructure the policy statement into traditional
resource topics

Supportin
part

OWRUG agrees that the requested restructure would
make it simpler to locate topics. OWRUG does not
support a total re-write as requested. If a restructure
is to take place, then the original RPS content and
format should be retained but edited to incorporate the
additional matters contained in the proposed RPS.
However that really means starting again.

Because the process is so far advanced, OWRUG
prefers the alternative of addressing the confusing
overlap of matters covered in Chapter 2 and Chapter 4
by restructuring those two chapters. Chapter 2 should
address the social and environmental benefits and
issues of the natural resources and Chapter 4 should
address the economic well-being from using the
natural resources. For example:

e The components of the narration to the Chapter 2
Outcome addressing economic benefit should be
moved to the narration to the Outcome in Chapter
4,

o The adverse environmental effects in the narration
to the Chapter 4 Outcome should be moved to
Chapter 2.

o Move section 4.5 into Chapter 2.

Landscape
Connections Trust

123

253 Structure
of document
& usability

Restructure the policy statement into traditional
resource topics

Supportin
part

OWRUG agrees that the requested restructure would
make it simpler to locate topics. OWRUG does not
support a total re-write as requested. If a restructure
is to take place, then the original RPS content and
format should be retained but edited to incorporate the
additional matters contained in the proposed RPS.
However that really means starting again.

Because the process is so far advanced, OWRUG
prefers the alternative of addressing the confusing
overlap of matters covered in Chapter 2 and Chapter 4
by restructuring those two chapters. Chapter 2 should
address the social and environmental benefits and
issues of the natural resources and Chapter 4 should
address the economic well-being from using the
natural resources. For example:

o The components of the narration to the Chapter 2
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Submitter | Sub./Ref| Provision Summary of submission this further | Support/ | OWRUG reasoning
submission relates to Oppose
Outcome addressing economic benefit should be
moved to the narration to the Qutcome in Chapter
4.
e The adverse environmental effects in the narration
to the Chapter 4 Qutcome should be moved to
Chapter 2.
o Move section 4.5 into Chapter 2.
Dunedin City 156 253 Structure | Restructure the policy statement into traditional Supportin OWRUG agrees that the requested restructure would
Council of document resource topics part make it simpler to locate topics. OWRUG does not

& usability

support atotal re-write as requested. If a restructure
is to take place, then the original RPS content and
format should be retained but edited to incorporate the
additional matters contained in the proposed RPS.
However that really means starting again.

Because the process is so far advanced, OWRUG
prefers the alternative of addressing the confusing
overlap of matters covered in Chapter 2 and Chapter 4
by restructuring those two chapters. Chapter 2 should
address the social and environmental benefits and
issues of the natural resources and Chapter 4 shouid
address the economic well-being from using the
natural resources. For example:

e The components of the narration to the Chapter 2
Outcome addressing economic benefit should be
moved to the narration to the Outcome in Chapter
4.

» The adverse environmental effects in the narration
to the Chapter 4 Outcome should be moved to
Chapter 2.

e Move section 4.5 into Chapter 2.
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131.  Shotover Country Ltd

132.  Ayburn Farm Developments Ltd
133.  Bridesdale Farm Developments Ltd
134.  Glencoe Station Ltd

135. Treble Cone Investments Ltd

136. Woodlot Properties Ltd

137. Henley Downs Farm Holdings Ltd
139.  Surfbreak Protection Society

140. Oceana Gold (New Zealand) Ltd
142,  Pioneer Generation Ltd

143, Ravensdown Works Ltd

146. Peter and Margaret Hore

147. Remarkables Park Ltd

149, Angus Robertson

I51. Straterra

156. Dunedin City Council

A hard copy of each further submission is being delivered today.

Len Andersen

0 Box 5117, Dunedin, 9058
Phone (03 4773488; Mohile (021) 361153

This message (including any attachments) is confidential and protected by legal privilege. If you are not the
intended recipient then any use, disclosure or copying is strictly prohibited.

If you have received this email message in error please notify me immediately and erase the message and any
attachments.



FURTHER SUBMISSION IN SUPPORT OF, OR IN OPPOSITION TO.
SUBMISSION ON PUBLICLY NOTIFIED PROPOSED
POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN

Clause 8 of First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991

TO: Otago Regional Council, Freepost
ORC 497, Private Bag 1954,
Dunedin 9054

Name of person making submission:  Port Otago Ltd

This is a further submission in opposition to a submission on the following
proposed policy statement:

Proposed Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

I am a person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the
interest the general public has because the proposed operations of Port Otago
Ltd in operating the ports at Port Chalmers and Dunedin are potentially
affected by the Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

I oppose the submission of:

Federated Farmers of New Zealand submission number 115,

The particular parts of the submission I oppose are:

The submissions on and amendments sought to policies 2.2.2, 2.2.4 and 2.2.6.

The reasons for my opposition are:

The amendments sought do not overcome the difficulties created by the King
Salmon decision.

I seek that the submission on policies 2.2.2, 2.2.4 and 2.2.6 be disallowed:
Those policies should be amended in accordance with the submission by Port
Otago Ltd being submission number 58.

I wish to be heard in support of my further submission.

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

..........

L A Ande¢
Counsél

r Port Otago Ltd



24 September 2015

........................................

Address for service of person making further submission:

Lincoln Coe, General Manager, Infrastructure, PO Box 8, Port Chalmers 9050
Email: L.Coe{wportotago.co.nz

Telephone: (03) 472 9884

Counsel Instructed: I. A Andersen

Telephone: (03) 477 3488

Fax: (03) 474 0012

Email: len(@barristerschambers.co.nz

Note to person making further submission

A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter
within 5 working days after it is served on the local authority.

If you are making a submission to the Environment Protection Authority, you
should use Form 16C.

POLO13/D33



FURTHER SUBMISSION IN SUPPORT OF, OR IN OPPOSITION TO,
SUBMISSION ON PUBLICLY NOTIFIED PROPOSED
POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN

Clause 8 of First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991

TO: Otago Regional Council, Freepost
ORC 497, Private Bag 1954,
Dunedin 9054

Name of person making submission:  Port Otago Ltd

This is a further submission in opposition to a submission on the following
proposed policy statement:

Proposed Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

I am a person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the
interest the general public has because the proposed operations of Port Otago
Ltd in operating the ports at Port Chalmers and Dunedin are potentially
affected by the Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

[ oppose the submission of:

Director-General of Conservation submission number 117.

The particular parts of the submission [ oppose are:

The submissions on policies 2.2.2, 2.2.4, 2.2.6, 2.2.9, 2.2.11, 2.3.1, 2.3.4,
objective 3.5 and policy 3.5.2.

The reasons for my opposition are:

The submitter supports policies that Port Otago Ltd has sought to amend in
submission number 58.

I seek that the submission on the specified policies be disallowed: Those
policies should be amended as set out in Port Otago Ltd’s submission number
58.

I wish to be heard in support of my further submission.

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



................................

Counsel for Port Otago Ltd

24 Scptember 2015

........................................

Address for service of person making further submission:

Lincoln Coe, General Manager, Infrastructure, PO Box 8, Port Chalmers 9050
Email: L.Coefwportotago.co.nz

Telephone: (03) 472 9884

Counsel Instructed: [. A Andersen

Telephone: (03) 477 3488

Fax: (03) 474 0012

Email: len/ibarristerschambers.co.nz

Note to person making further submission

A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter
within 5 working days after it is served on the local authority.

If you are making a submission to the Environment Protection Authority, you
should use Form 16C.

POLOTI/D34




FURTHER SUBMISSION IN SUPPORT OF. OR IN OPPOSITION TO.
SUBMISSION ON PUBLICLY NOTIFIED PROPOSED
POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN

Clause 8 of First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991

TO: Otago Regional Council, Freepost
ORC 497, Private Bag 1954,
Dunedin 9054

Name of person making submission: Port Otago Ltd

This is a further submission in opposition to a submission on the following
proposed policy statement:

Proposed Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

I am a person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the
interest the general public has because the proposed operations of Port Otago
Ltd in operating the ports at Port Chalmers and Dunedin are potentially
affected by the Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

I oppose the submission of:

Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga submission number 120.

The particular parts of the submission I oppose are:

The submissions on policics 2.2.4 and 3.5.2.

The reasons for my opposition are:

The submission does not allow for the amendments to those policies required
by Port Otago Ltd's submission number 58.

I seek that the submission on policies 2.2.4 and 3.5.2 be disallowed: Policies
2.2.4 and 3.5.2 should be amended in accordance with Port Otago Ltd's
submission number 58.

[ wish to be heard in support of my further submission.

If others make a similar submission, I will consider presenting a joint case

with them-at @ hearing.
[ {
[

L A Andersen
Counsel for Port Otago Ltd




24 September 2015

........................................

Address for service of person making further submission:

Lincoln Coe, General Manager, Infrastructure, PO Box 8, Port Chalmers 9050
Email: L.Coe@uportotago.co.nz

Telephone: (03) 472 9884

Counsel Instructed: L. A Andersen

Telephone: (03) 477 3488

Fax: (03) 474 0012

Email: JenGbarristerschambers.co.nz

Note to person making further submission

A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter
within 5 working days after it is served on the local authority.

If you are making a submission to the Environment Protection Authority, you
should use Form 16C.

POLOI3MI3S



FURTHER SUBMISSION IN SUPPORT OF, OR IN OPPOSITION TO.,
SUBMISSION ON PUBLICLY NOTIFIED PROPOSED
POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN

Clause 8 of First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991

TO: Otago Regional Council, Freepost
ORC 497, Private Bag 1954,
Dunedin 9054

Name of person making submission:  Port Otago Ltd

This is a further submission in support of and opposition to a submission on
the following proposed policy statement:

Proposed Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

I am a person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the
interest the general public has because the proposed operations of Port Otago
Ltd in operating the ports at Port Chalmers and Dunedin are potentially
affected by the Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

I support and oppose the submission of:

Queenstown Airport Corporation submission number 122,

The particular parts of the submission T support are:

The amendments sought to policies 2.2.2 and 2.2.4.

The reasons for my support are:

Queenstown Airport Corporation has identified the difficulties with the
specified clauses and its proposed amendments are an acceptable alternative to
the amendiments sought in Port Otago Ltd’s submission number 58.

The particular parts of the submission I oppose are:

The submissions on policies 3.5.1, 3.5.2 and 3.5.3.

The reasons for my opposition are:

The submissions on policies 3.5.1, 3.52 and 3.5.3 do not include the
additional amendments sought in Port Otago Ltd’s submission number 58.

I seek that the parts of the submission relating to policies 2.2.2 and 2.2.4 be
allowed and the parts of the submission relating to policies 3.5.1, 3.5.2 and
3.5.3 be amended to include the amendments sought by Port Otago Ltd in
submission number 58.



R

I wish to be heard in support of my further submission.

If others make a similar submission, I will consider presenting a joint case
with them zi} a hearing.

Counsel for Port Otago Ltd

24 September 2015

........................................

Address for service of person making further submission:

Lincoln Coe, General Manager, Infrastructure, PO Box 8, Port Chalmers 9050
Email: L.Coe@portotago.co.nz

Telephone: (03) 472 9884

Counsel Instructed: L. A Andersen

Telephone: (03) 477 3488

Fax: (03) 474 0012

Email: len‘barristerschambers.co.nz

Note to person making further submission

A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter
within 5 working days after it is served on the local authority.

If you are making a submission to the Environment Protection Authority, you
should use Form 16C.

POLOI3/D36




FURTHER SUBMISSION IN SUPPORT OF, OR IN OPPOSITION TO,
SUBMISSION ON PUBLICLY NOTIFIED PROPOSED
POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN

Clause 8 of First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991

TO: Otago Regional Council, Freepost
ORC 497, Private Bag 1954,
Dunedin 9054

Name of person making submission: Port Otago Ltd

This is a further submission in opposition to a submission on the following
proposed policy statement:

Proposed Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

I am a person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the
interest the general public has because the proposed operations of Port Otago
Ltd in operating the ports at Port Chalmers and Dunedin are potentially
affected by the Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

I oppose the submission of:

Environmental Defence Socicty Incorporated submission number 127.
The particular parts of the submission I oppose are:

The submissions on policies 2.2.4, 2.2.6 and 2.2.9.

The reasons for my opposition are:

The proposed amendments to those policies do not overcome the issues raised
in by Port Otago Ltd’s submission number 58.

I seek that the submission on policies 2.2.4, 2.2.6 and 2.2.9 be disallowed:
Policies 2.2.4, 2.2.6 and 2.2.9 should be amended in accordance with the
submission of Port Otago Ltd number 58.

I wish to be heard in support of my further submission.

If others make a similar submission, I will consider presenting a joint case
with them at a hearing.
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Counsel for Port Otago Ltd
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24 September 2015

........................................

Address for service of person making further submission:

Lincoln Coe, General Manager, Infrastructure, PO Box 8, Port Chalmers 9050
Email: L.Coe@portotago.co.nz

Telephone: (03) 472 9884

Counsel Instructed: L A Andersen

Telephone: (03) 477 3488

Fax: (03) 474 0012

Email: len{@barristerschambers.co.nz

Note to person making further submission

A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter
within 5 working days after it is served on the local authority.

If you are making a submission to the Environment Protection Authority, you
should use Form 16C.

POLO13/D37



FURTHER SUBMISSION IN SUPPORT OF. OR IN OPPOSITION TO.
SUBMISSION ON PUBLICLY NOTIFIED PROPOSED
POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN

Clause 8 of First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991

TO: Otago Regional Council, Freepost
ORC 497, Private Bag 1954,
Dunedin 9054

Name of person making submission:  Port Otago Ltd

This is a further submission in opposition to a submission on the following
proposed policy statement:

Proposed Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

I am a person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the
interest the general public has because the proposed operations of Port Otago
Ltd in operating the ports at Port Chalmers and Dunedin are potentially
affected by the Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

[ oppose the submission of:

Soho Basin Skifield Ltd submission number 129.

The particular parts of the submission I oppose are:

Items 32, 34, 36, 39, 49, 52, 85, 88, 89 and 90 dealing with policies 2.2.2,
22.4,226,2.29,23.1,2.3.4,3.5.1,3.5.2, 3.5.3 and objective 3.5.

The reasons for my opposition are:

The submissions made do not resolve the issues raised by Port Otago Ltd in
submission number 58.

1 seek that items 32, 34, 36, 39, 49, 52, 85, 88, 89 and 90 of the submission be
disallowed: The amendments proposed by Port Otago Ltd in submission
number 58 or other amendments having the same effect should be made to the
specified policies and objectives.

I wish to be heard in support of my further submission.

If others make a similar submission, I will consider presenting a joint case
with them at a hearing.
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Counsel for Port Otago Ltd

24 September 2015

........................................

Address for service of person making further submission:

Lincoln Coe, General Manager, Infrastructure, PO Box 8, Port Chalmers 9050
Email: L.Coe@portotaco.co.nz

Telephone: (03) 472 9884

Counsel Instructed: L A Andersen

Telephone: (03) 477 3488

Fax: (03) 474 0012

Email: lendbarristerschambers.co.nz

Note to person making further submission

A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter
within 5 working days after it is served on the local authority.

If you are making a submission to the Environment Protection Authority, you
should use Form 16C.

POLO13/D3&




FURTHER SUBMISSION IN SUPPORT OF. OR IN OPPOSITION TO.,
SUBMISSION ON PUBLICLY NOTIFIED PROPOSED
POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN

Clause 8 of First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991

TO: Otago Regional Council, Freepost
ORC 497, Private Bag 1954,
Dunedin 9054

Name of person making submission:  Pert Otago Ltd

This is a further submission in opposition to a submission on the following
proposed policy statement:

Proposed Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

[ am a person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the
interest the general public has because the proposed operations of Port Otago
Ltd in operating the ports at Port Chalmers and Dunedin are potentially
affected by the Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

1 oppose the submission of:

Northlake Investments Ltd submission number 130.

The particular parts of the submission I oppose are:

Items 32, 34, 36, 39, 49, 52, 85, 88, 89 and 90 dealing with policies 2.2.2,
224,2.26,2.29,23.1,2.3.4,3.5.1,3.5.2,3.5.3 and objective 3.5.

The reasons for my opposition are:

The submissions made do not resolve the issues raised by Port Otago Ltd in
submission number 58.

I seek that the specified parts of the submission be disallowed: The
amendments proposed by Port Otago Ltd in submission number 58 or other
amendments having the same effect should be made to the identified
provisions.

1 wish to be heard in support of my further submission.

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



L A Andersen
Counsel for Port Otago Ltd

24 September 2015

........................................

Address for service of person making further submission:

Lincoln Coe, General Manager, Infrastructure, PO Box 8, Port Chalmers 9050
Email: L.Coet@portotago.co.nz

Telephone: (03) 472 9884

Counsel Instructed: L A Andersen

Telephone: (03) 477 3488

Fax: (03) 474 0012

Email: len@ barristerschambers.co.nz

Note to person making further submission

A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter
within 5 working days after it is served on the local authority.

If you are making a submission to the Environment Protection Authority, you
should use Form 16C.

POLOI3/M39



FURTHER SUBMISSION IN SUPPORT OF. OR IN OPPOSITION TO.
SUBMISSION ON PUBLICLY NOTIFIED PROPOSED
POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN

Clause 8 of First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991

TO: Otago Regional Council, Freepost
ORC 497, Private Bag 1954,
Dunedin 9054

Name of person making submission:  Port Otago Ltd

This is a further submission in opposition to a submission on the following
proposed policy statement:

Proposed Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

I am a person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the
interest the general public has because the proposed operations of Port Otago
Ltd in operating the ports at Port Chalmers and Dunedin are potentially
affected by the Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

[ oppose the submission of:

Shotover Country Ltd submission number 131.

The particular parts of the submission I oppose are:

Items 32, 34, 36, 39, 49, 52, 85, 88, 89 and 90 dealing with policies 2.2.2,
224,2.2.6,229,2.3.1,2.3.4,3.5.1,3.5.2,3.5.3 and objective 3.5.

The reasons for my opposition are:

The submissions made do not resolve the issues raised by Port Otago Ltd in
submission number 58.

I seek that the specified parts of the submission be disallowed: The
amendments proposed by Port Otago Ltd in submission number 58 or other
amendments having the same effect should be made to the identified
provisions.

I wish to be heard in support of my further submission.

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



L A Andersen
Counsel for Port Otago Ltd

24 September 2015

Address for service of person making further submission:

Lincoln Coe, General Manager, Infrastructure, PO Box &, Port Chalmers 9050
Email: L.Coeigportotago.co.nz

Telephone: (03) 472 9884

Counsel Instructed: L A Andersen

Telephone: {03) 477 3488

Fax: (03) 474 0012

Email: leni@barristerschambers.co.nz

Note to person making further submission

A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter
within 5 working days after it is served on the local authority.

If you are making a submission to the Environment Protection Authority, you
should use Form 16C.

POLOI3/D40




FURTHER SUBMISSION IN SUPPORT OF. OR IN OPPOSITION TQO.
SUBMISSION ON PUBLICLY NOTIFIED PROPOSED
POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN

Clause 8 of First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991

TO: Otago Regional Council, Freepost
ORC 497, Private Bag 1954,
Dunedin 9054

Name of person making submission:  Port Otago Ltd

This is a further submission in opposition to a submission on the following
proposed policy statement:

Proposed Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

[ am a person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the
interest the general public has because the proposed operations of Port Otago
Ltd in operating the ports at Port Chalmers and Dunedin are potentially
affected by the Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

[ oppose the submission of:

Ayburn Farm Developments Ltd submission number 132.

The particular parts of the submission I oppose are:

Items 32, 34, 36, 39, 49, 52, 85, 88, 89 and 90 dealing with policics 2.2.2,
224,226,2.29,23.1,23.4,3.5.1,3.5.2,3.5.3 and objective 3.5.

The reasons for my opposition are:

The submissions made do not resolve the issues raised by Port Otago Ltd in
submission number 58.

I seek that the specified parts of the submission be disallowed: The
amendments proposed by Port Otago Ltd in submission number 58 or other
amendments having the same effect should be made to the identified
provisions.

I wish to be heard in support of my further submission.

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




L A Andersen
Counsel for Port Otago Ltd

24 September 2015

........................................

Address for service of person making further submission:

Lincoln Coe, General Manager, Infrastructure, PO Box 8, Port Chalmers 9050
Email: L.Coe{portotago.co.nz

Telephone: (03) 472 9884

Counsel Instructed: L A Andersen

Telephone: (03) 477 3488

Fax: (03) 474 0012

Email: lencbarristerschambers.co.nz

Note to person making further submission

A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter
within 5 working days after it is served on the local authority.

If you are making a submission to the Environment Protection Authority, you
should use Form 16C.

POLO13/D41



FURTHER SUBMISSION IN SUPPORT OF. OR IN OPPOSITION TO.
SUBMISSION ON PUBLICLY NOTIFIED PROPOSED
POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN

Clause 8 of First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991

TO: Otago Regional Council, Freepost
ORC 497, Private Bag 1954,
Dunedin 9054

Name of person making submission:  Port Otago Ltd

This is a further submission in opposition to a submission on the following
proposed policy statement:

Proposed Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

I am a person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the
interest the general public has because the proposed operations of Port Otago
Ltd in operating the ports at Port Chalmers and Dunedin are potentially
affected by the Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

I oppose the submission of:

Bridesdale Farm Developments Ltd submission number 133.

The particular parts of the submission I oppose are:

Items 32, 34, 36, 39, 49, 52, 85, 88, 89 and 90 dcaling with policies 2.2.2,
2.24,2.2.6,2.29, 23.1,23.4,3.5.1,3.5.2,3.5.3 and objective 3.5.

The reasons for my opposition are:

The submissions made do not resolve the issues raised by Port Otago Ltd in
submission number 58.

I seek that the specified parts of the submission be disallowed: The
amendments proposed by Port Otago Ltd in submission number 58 or other
amendments having the same effect should be made to the identified
provisions.

[ wish to be heard in support of my further submission.

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



.................................

L A Andersen
Counsel for Port Otago Ltd

24 September 2015

........................................

Address for service of person making further submission:

Lincoln Coe, General Manager, Infrastructure, PO Box 8, Port Chalmers 9050
Email: L.Coefwportotago.co.nz

Telephone: (03) 472 9884

Counsel Instructed: I A Andersen

Telephone: (03) 477 3488

Fax: (03) 474 0012

Email: {en@bammisterschambers.co.nz

Note to person making further submission

A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter
within 5 working days after it is served on the local authority.

If you are making a submission to the Environment Protection Authority, you
should vse Form 16C.

POLOI3/D42



FURTHER SUBMISSION IN SUPPORT OF, OR IN OPPOSITION TO,
SUBMISSION ON PUBLICLY NOTIFIED PROPOSED
POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN

Clause 8 of First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991

TO: Otago Regional Council, Freepost
ORC 497, Private Bag 1954,
Dunedin 9054

Name of person making submission:  Port Otago Ltd

This is a further submission in opposition to a submission on the following
proposed policy statement:

Proposed Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

I am a person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the
interest the general public has because the proposed operations of Port Otago
Ltd in operating the ports at Port Chalmers and Dunedin are potentially
affected by the Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

1 oppose the submission of:

Treble Cone Investment Ltd submission number 135,

The particular parts of the submission [ oppose are:

Items 32, 34, 36, 39, 49, 52, 85, 88, 89 and 90 dealing with policies 2.2.2,
2.24,22.6,22.9,2.3.1,2.3.4,3.5.1,3.5.2, 3.5.3 and objective 3.5.

The reasons for my opposition are:

The submissions made do not resolve the issues raised by Port Otago Ltd in
submission number S8.

[ seek that the specified parts of the submission be disallowed: The
amendments proposed by Port Otago Ltd in submission number 58 or other
amendments having the same effect should be made to the identified
provisions.

1 wish to be heard in support of my further submission.

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




L A Andersen
Counsel for Port Otago Ltd

24 September 2015

........................................

Address for service of person making further submission:

Lincoln Coe, General Manager, Infrastructure, PO Box 8, Port Chalmers 9050
Email: L.Coettportotago.co.nz

Telephone: (03) 472 9884

Counsel Instructed: L. A Andersen

Telephone: (03) 477 3488

Fax: (03) 474 0012

Email: lengzbarristerschambers.co.nz

Note to person making further submission

A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter
within 5 working days after it is served on the local authority.

If you are making a submission to the Environment Protection Authority, you
should use Form 16C.

POLO1YD44



FURTHER SUBMISSION IN SUPPORT OF, OR IN OPPOSITION TO,
SUBMISSION ON PUBLICLY NOTIFIED PROPOSED
POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN

Clause 8 of First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991

TO: Otago Regional Council, Freepost
ORC 497, Private Bag 1954,
Dunedin 9054

Name of person making submission:  Port Otago Ltd

This is a further submission in opposition to a submission on the following
proposed policy statement:

Proposed Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

I am a person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the
interest the general public has because the proposed operations of Port Otago
Ltd in operating the ports at Port Chalmers and Dunedin are potentially
affected by the Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

I oppose the submission of:

Woodloet Properties Ltd submission number 136.

The particular parts of the submission I oppose are:

Items 32, 34, 36, 39, 49, 52, 85, 88, 89 and 90 dealing with policies 2.2.2,
2.24,22.6,2.2.9,2.3.1,23.4,3.5.1,3.5.2, 3.5.3 and objective 3.5.

The reasons for my opposition are:

The submissions made do not resolve the issues raised by Port Otago Ltd in
submission number 58.

I seek that the specified parts of the submission be disallowed: The
amendments proposed by Port Otago Ltd in submission number 58 or other
amendments having the same effect should be made to the identified
provisions.

I wish to be heard in support of my further submission.

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




L A Andersen
Counsel for Port Otago Ltd

24 September 2015

........................................

Address for service of person making further submission:

Lincoln Coe, General Manager, Infrastructure, PO Box 8, Port Chalmers 9050
Email: L.Coedportotago.co.nz

Telephone: (03) 472 9884

Counsel Instructed: L. A Andersen

Telephonce: (03) 477 3488

Fax: (03) 474 0012

Email: len@barristerschambers.co.nz

Note to person making further submission

A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter
within 5 working days after it is served on the local authonty.

If you are making a submission to the Environment Protection Authority, you
should use Form 16C.

POLO13/D43




FURTHER SUBMISSION IN SUPPORT OF, OR IN OPPOSITION TO.
SUBMISSION ON PUBLICLY NOTIFIED PROPOSED
POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN

Clause 8 of First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991

TO: Otago Regional Council, Freepost
ORC 497, Private Bag 1954,
Dunedin 9054

Name of person making submission:  Port Otago Ltd

This is a further submission in opposition to a submission on the following
proposed policy statement:

Proposed Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

1 am a person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the
interest the general public has because the proposed operations of Port Otago
Ltd in operating the ports at Port Chalmers and Dunedin are potentially
affected by the Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

[ oppose the submission of:

Henley Downs Farm Holdings L.td submission number 137.

The particular parts of the submission 1 oppose are:

Items 32, 34, 36, 39, 49, 52, 85, 88, 89 and 90 dealing with policies 2.2.2,
224,226,229, 2.3.1,23.4,3.5.1,3.5.2, 3.5.3 and objective 3.5.

The reasons for my opposition are:

The submissions made do not resolve the issues raised by Port Otago Ltd in
submission number 58.

I seck that the specified parts of the submission be disallowed: The
amendments proposed by Port Otago Ltd in submission number 58 or other
amendments having the same effect should be made to the identified
provisions.

I wish to be heard in support of my further submission.

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



L A Andersen
Counsel for Port Otago Ltd

24 September 2015

Address for service of person making further submission:

Lincoln Coe, General Manager, Infrastructure, PO Box 8, Port Chalmers 9050
Email: L.Coefaportotago.co.nz

Telephone: (03) 472 9884

Counsel Instructed: L A Andersen

Telephone: (03) 477 3488

Fax: (03) 474 0012

Email: len/zbarristerschambers.co.nz

Note to person making further submission

A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter
within 5 working days after it is served on the local authority.

If you are making a submission to the Environment Protection Authority, you
should use Form 16C.

POLN13/D46



FURTHER SUBMISSION IN SUPPORT OF, OR IN OPPOSITION TO,
SUBMISSION ON PUBLICLY NOTIFIED PROPOSED
POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN

Clause 8 of First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991

TO: Otago Regional Council, Freepost
ORC 497, Private Bag 1954,
Dunedin 9054

Name of person making submission:  Port Otago Ltd

This is a further submission in opposition 10 a submission on the following
proposed policy statement:

Proposed Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

I am a person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the
interest the general public has because the proposed operations of Port Otago
Ltd in operating the ports at Port Chalmers and Dunedin are potentially
affected by the Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

I oppose the submission of:

Real Journeys submission number 138.

The particular parts of the submission [ oppose are:

Items 32, 34, 36, 39, 49, 52, 85, 88, 89 and 90 dealing with policies 2.2.2,
2.24,22.6,2.29,23.1,2.3.4,3.5.1,3.5.2,3.5.3 and objective 3.5.

The reasons for my opposition are:

The submissions made do not resolve the issues raised by Port Otago Ltd in
submission number 58.

I seek that the specified parts of the submission be disallowed: The
amendments proposed by Port Otago Ltd in submission number 58 or other
amendments having the same effect should be made to the identified
provisions.

I wish to be heard in support of my further submission.

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



L A Andersen
Counsel for Port Otago Ltd

24 September 2015

Address for service of person making further submission:

Lincoln Coe, General Manager, Infrastructure, PO Box &, Port Chalmers 9050
Email: L.Coeiw@portotago.co.nz

Telephone: (03) 472 9884

Counsel Instructed: L A Andersen

Telephone: (03) 477 3488

Fax: (03) 474 0012

Email: len/abarristerschambers.co.nz

Note to person making further submission

A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter
within 5 working days after it is served on the local authority.

If you are making a submission to the Environment Protection Authority, you
should use Form 16C.

POLO13/D47



FURTHER SUBMISSION IN SUPPORT OF, OR IN OPPOSITION TO,
SUBMISSION ON PUBLICLY NOTIFIED PROPOSED
POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN

Clause 8 of First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991

TO: Otago Regional Council, Freepost
ORC 497, Private Bag 1954,
Dunedin 9054

Name of person making submission:  Port Otago Ltd

This is a further submission in opposition to a submission on the following
proposed policy statement:

Proposed Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

I am a person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the
interest the general public has because the proposed operations of Port Otago
Ltd in operating the ports at Port Chalmers and Dunedin are potentially
affected by the Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

I oppose the submission of:

Surfbreak Protection Society submission number 139.

The particular parts of the submission I oppose are:

The support and amendment to policy 2.2.11.

The reasons for my opposition are:

Port Otago Ltd recognises the value of surf breaks and accepts an obligation to
have any adverse effects from the port’s operation avoid remedy or mitigate
the surf break. However, the effect of the King Salmon case is that the word
“avoiding” creates an absolute prohibition on any adverse effect without any
recognition of the importance of Port Otago Ltd’s activities.

1 seek that the submission on policy 2.2.11 be disallowed: A new policy 2.3.5
(or a clause having similar effect) be inserted in accordance with the
submission of Port Otago Ltd number 58.

I wish to be heard in support of my further submission.

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




........................

L AAndersen
Counsel for Port Otago Ltd

24 September 2015

........................................

Address for service of person making further submission:

Lincoln Coe, General Manager, Infrastructure, PO Box &, Port Chalmers 9050
Email: L.Coe@portotago.co.nz

Telephone: (03) 472 9884

Counsel Instructed: L A Andersen

Telephone: (03) 477 3488

Fax: (03) 474 0012

Email: [en@barristerschambers.co.nz

Note to person making further submission

A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter
within 5 working days after it is served on the local authority.

If you are making a submission to the Environment Protection Authority, you
should use Form 16C.

POLD13/D3s




FURTHER SUBMISSION IN SUPPORT OF. OR IN OPPOSITION TO,
SUBMISSION ON PUBLICLY NOTIFIED PROPOSED
POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN

Clause 8 of First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991

TO: Otago Regional Council, Freepost
ORC 497, Private Bag 1954,
Dunedin 9054

Name of person making submission:  Port Otago Ltd

This is a further submission in support of a submission on the following
proposed policy statement:

Proposed Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

I am a person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the
interest the general public has because the proposed operations of Port Otago
Ltd in operating the ports at Port Chalmers and Dunedin are potentially
affected by the Regional Paolicy Statement for Otago.

[ support the submission of:

Oceana Gold (New Zealand) Ltd submission number 140.

The particular parts of the submission [ support are:

The amendments sought to policies 2.2.2, 2.2.4 and 2.2.6.

The reasons for my support are:

The difficulties with those policies have been identified by Port Otago Ltd in
submission number 58 and the amendments proposed by Oceana Gold (New
Zealand) Ltd are an acceptable resolution.

I seek that the submission on policies 2.2.2, 2.2.4 and 2.2.6 be allowed as an
alternative to the acceptance of Port Otago Ltd’s submission number 58 on
those provisions.

1 wish to be heard in support of my further submission.

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




L A Andersen
Counsel for Port Otago Ltd

24 September 2015

........................................

Address for service of person making further submission:

Lincoln Coe, General Manager, Infrastructure, PO Box §, Port Chalmers 9050
Email: L.Coc(@portotago.co.nz

Telephone: (03) 472 9884

Counsel Instructed: L A Andersen

Telephone: (03) 477 3488

Fax: (03) 474 0012

Email: lenibarristerschambers.co.nz

Note to person making further submission

A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter
within 5 working days after it is served on the local authority.

If you are making a submission to the Environment Protection Authority, you
should use Form 16C.

POLOT3I/D4AE




FURTHER SUBMISSION IN SUPPORT OF, OR IN OPPOSITION TQO.
SUBMISSION ON PUBLICLY NOTIFIED PROPOSED
POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN

Clause 8 of First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991

TO: Otago Regional Council, Freepost
ORC 497, Private Bag 1954,
Dunedin 9054

Name of person making submission:  Port Otago Ltd

This is a further submission in opposition to a submission on the following
proposed policy statement:

Proposed Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

[ am a person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the
interest the general public has because the proposed operations of Port Otago
Ltd in operating the ports at Port Chalmers and Dunedin are potentially
affected by the Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

I oppose the submission of:

Pioneer Generation Ltd submission number 142,

The particular parts of the submission 1 oppose are:

Point 5 (policy 2.2.2), point 10 (policy 3.5.1), point 11 (policy 3.5.2) and point
12 (policy 3.5.3).

The reasons for my opposition are:

The specified parts of the submission do not recognise the need for the
amendment to those clauses set out in Port Otago Ltd’s submission number
58.

I seek that points 5, 10, 11 and 12 of the submission be disallowed: The
relevant clauses should be amended in accordance with Port Otago Ltd’s
submission number 58.

I wish to be heard in support of my further submission.

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



L A Andersen
Counsel for Port Otago Ltd

24 September 2015

........................................

Address for service of person making further submission:

Lincoln Coe, General Manager, Infrastructure, PO Box 8§, Port Chalmers 9050
Email: L.Coet@portotago.co.nz

Telephone: (03) 472 9884

Counsel Instructed: L A Andersen

Telephone: (03) 477 3488

Fax: (03) 474 0012

Email: len(c@ibarristerschambers.co.nz

Note to person making further submission

A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter
within 5 working days after it is served on the local authority.

If you are making a submission to the Environment Protection Authority, you
should use Form 16C.

POLOI3/D4Y9



FURTHER SUBMISSION IN SUPPORT OF. OR IN OPPOSITION TO,
SUBMISSION ON PUBLICLY NOTIFIED PROPOSED
POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN

Clause 8 of First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991

TO: Otago Regional Council, Freepost
ORC 497, Private Bag 1954,
Dunedin 9054

Name of person making submission:  Port Otago Ltd

This is a further submission in support of a submission on the following
proposed policy statement:

Proposed Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

[ am a person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the
interest the general public has because the proposed operations of Port Otago
Ltd in operating the ports at Port Chalmers and Dunedin are potentially
affected by the Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

1 support the submission of:

Revensdown Works Ltd submission number 143.

The particular parts of the submission I support are:

The submissions on policies 2.2.2,2.2.4,2.2.6 and 2.2.9.

The reasons for my support are:

The submission identifies the difficulties with those clauses identified in Port
Otago Ltd’s submission number 58 and its solution overcomes the adverse
effects of the King Salmon decision and 1s acceptable to Port Otago Ltd.

I seek that the paris of the submission dealing with policies 2.2.2,2.2.4, 2.2.6
and 2.2.9 be allowed: The amendments sought in Port Otago Ltd’s submission
number 58 relating to these clauses will only be necessary if the submission is
not upheld.

I wish to be heard in support of my further submission.

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




L A Andersen
Counsel for Port Otago Ltd

24 September 2015

........................................

Address for service of person making further submission:

Lincoln Coe, General Manager, Infrastructure, PO Box 8, Port Chalmers 9050
Email: L.Coelportotago.co.nz

Telephomne: (03) 472 9884

Counsel Instructed: L A Andersen

Telephone: (03) 477 3488

Fax: (03) 474 0012

Email: len(barristerschambers.co.nz

Note to person making further submission

A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter
within 5 working days after it is served on the local authority.

If you are making a submission to the Environment Protection Authority, you
should use Form 16C.

POLO13/D50




FURTHER SUBMISSION IN SUPPORT OF., OR IN OPPOSITION TO.,
SUBMISSION ON PUBLICLY NOTIFIED PROPOSED
POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN

Clause 8 of First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991

TO: Otago Regional Council, Freepost
ORC 497, Private Bag 1954,
Dunedin 9054

Name of person making submission:  Port Otago Ltd

This is a further submission in support of a submission on the following
proposed policy statement:

Proposed Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

[ am a person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the
interest the general public has because the proposed operations of Port Otago
Ltd in operating the ports at Port Chalmers and Dunedin are potentially
affected by the Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

[ support the submission of:

Peter and Margaret Hore submission number 146.

The particular parts of the submission I support are:

The amendments proposed to policy 2.2.4.

The reasons for my support are:

The submitter has identified the problem with the word “avoid” and it would
be a solution to that problem to replace “avoid” with “minimise”.

I seek that the submission on policy 2.2.4 be allowed: This is an alternative to
the submission made on policy 2.2.4 by Port Otago Ltd in submission number
58.

1 wish to be heard in support of my further submission.

If others make a similar submission, I will consider presenting a joint casc
with the

............. A T

L A Andersen
Counsel for Port Otago Ltd




24 September 2015

........................................

Address for service of person making further submission:

Lincoln Coe, General Manager, Infrastructure, PO Box 8, Port Chalmers 9050
Email: L.Coe@ portotago.co.nz

Telephone: (03) 472 9884

Counsel Instructed: L A Andersen

Telephone: {03) 477 3488

Fax: (03) 474 0012

Email: len@barristerschambers.co.nz

Note to person making further submission

A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter
within 5 working days after it is served on the local authority.

If you are making a submission to the Environment Protection Authority, you
should use Form 16C.

POLOIA/DS]




FURTHER SUBMISSION IN SUPPORT OF, OR IN OPPOSITION TO.
SUBMISSION ON PUBLICLY NOTIFIED PROPOSED
POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN

Clause 8 of First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991

TO: Otago Regional Council, Freepost
ORC 497, Private Bag 1954,
Dunedin 9054

Name of person making submission:  Port Otago Ltd

This 1s a further submission in support of a submission on the following
proposed policy statement:

Proposed Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

I am a person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the
interest the general public has because the proposed operations of Port Otago
Ltd in operating the ports at Port Chalmers and Dunedin are potentially
affected by the Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

I support the submission of:

Remarkables Park Ltd submission number 147.

The particular parts of the submission I support are:

Submissions 11 and 12 on policies 2.2.4 and 2.2.6.

The reasons for my support are:

The submission recognises that absolute protection is not always necessary.

I seek that submissions 11 and 12 be allowed: This is in accordance with the
principle behind the amendment to policy 2.3.5 sought by Port Otago Ltd in

submission number 58 but is of more general application.

I wish to be heard in support of my further submission.

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

Counsel for Port Otago Ltd




24 September 2015

........................................

Address for service of person making further submission:

Lincoln Coe, General Manager, Infrastructure, PO Box 8, Port Chalmers 9050
Email: L.Coe(@portotago.co.nz

Telephone: (03) 472 9884

Counsel Instructed: L. A Andersen

Telephone: (03) 477 3488

Fax: (03) 474 0012

Email: leni@barristerschambers.co.nz

Note to person making further submission

A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter
within 5 working days after it is served on the local authornty.

If you arc making a submission to the Environment Protection Authority, you
should use Form 16C.

POLN13/D52




FURTHER SUBMISSION IN SUPPORT OF, OR IN OPPOSITION TO.
SUBMISSION ON PUBLICLY NOTIFIED PROPOSED
POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN

Clause 8 of First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991

TO: Otago Regional Council, Freepost
ORC 497, Private Bag 1954,
Dunedin 9054

Name of person making submission:  Port Otago Ltd

This is a further submission in opposition to a submission on the following
proposed policy statement:

Proposed Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

I am a person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the
interest the general public has because the proposed operations of Port Otago
Ltd in operating the ports at Port Chalmers and Dunedin are potentially
affected by the Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

I oppose the submission of:

Angus Robertson submission number 149.

The particular parts of the submission I oppose are:

The support and amendment to policy 2.2.11.

The reasons for my opposition are:

Port Otago Ltd recognises the value of surf breaks and accepts an obligation to
have any adverse effects from the port’s operation avoid remedy or mitigate
the surf break. However, the effect of the King Salmorn case is thal the word
“avoiding” creates an absolute prohibition on any adverse effect without any
recognition of the importance of Port Otago Ltd’s activities.

1 seek that the submission on policy 2.2.11 be disallowed: A new policy 2.3.5
(or a clause having similar effect) be inserted in accordance with the
submission of Port Otago Ltd number 58.

I wish to be heard in support of my further submission.

If others make a similar submission, 1 will consider presenting a joint case
with them at a hearing.




........ Feons verglratacsosarnrnieraines

L A Andersen
Counsel for Port Otago Ltd

24 September 2015

........................................

Address for service of person making further submission:

Lincoln Coe, General Manager, Infrastructure, PO Box 8, Port Chalmers 9050
Email: L.Coe{iportotago.co.nz

Telephone: (03) 472 9884

Counsel Instructed: L A Andersen

Telephone: (03) 477 3488

Fax: (03) 474 0012

Email: lengbarristerschambers.co.nz

Note to person making further submission

A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter
within 5 working days after it is served on the local authority.

If you arc making a submission to the Environment Protection Authority, you
should use Form 16C.

POLO13/D56




FURTHER SUBMISSION IN SUPPORT OF. OR IN OPPOSITION TO.
SUBMISSION ON PUBLICLY NOTIFIED PROPOSED
POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN

Clause 8 of First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991

TO: Otago Regional Council, Freepost
ORC 497, Private Bag 1954,
Dunedin 9054

Name of person making submission:  Port Otago Ltd

This is a further submission in support of a submission on the following
proposed policy statement:

Proposed Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

I am a person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the
interest the general public has because the proposed operations of Port Otago
Ltd in operating the ports at Port Chalmers and Dunedin are potentially
affected by the Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

I support the submission of:

Straterra submission number 151.

The particular parts of the submission | support are:

The submission on policies 2.2.2,2.2.4,2.2.6,2.2.9 and 3.5.2.

The reasons for my support are:

The submission on policies 2.2.2, 2.2.4, 2.2.6, 2.2.9 and 3.5.2 identifies the
problems that result from the King Salmon decision and the amendments
sought are an acceptable alternative to the amendments sought by Port Otago
Ltd in submission number 58.

I seek that the identified parts of the submission be allowed: This is an
alternative to the amendments sought to policies 2.2.2, 2.2.4, 2.2.6, 2.2.9 and
3.5.2 contained in the submission of Port Otago Ltd number 58.

I wish to be heard in support of my further submission.

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




........ W......}:.'.;........‘...,..

L A Anderse
Counsel for Port Otago Ltd

24 September 2015

........................................

Address for service of person making further submission:

Lincoln Coe, General Manager, Infrastructure, PO Box 8, Port Chalmers 9050
Email: L..Coe{@portotapo.co.nz

Telephone: (03) 472 9884

Counsel Instructed: L A Andersen

Telephone: (03) 477 3488

Fax: (03) 474 0012

Email: len(@barristerschambers.co.nz

Note to person making further submission

A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter
within 5 working days after it is served on the local authority.

If you are making a submission to the Environment Protection Authority, you
should use Form 16C.

POLOI3/D53




FURTHER SUBMISSION IN SUPPORT OF, OR IN OPPOSITION TO,
SUBMISSION ON PUBLICLY NOTIFIED PROPOSED
POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN

Clause 8 of First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991

TO: Otago Regional Council, Freepost
ORC 497, Private Bag 1954,
Dunedin 9054

Name of person making submission: Port Otago Ltd

This is a further submission in opposition to a submission on the following
proposed policy statement:

Proposed Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

[ am a person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the
interest the general public has because the proposed operations of Port Otago
Ltd in operating the ports at Port Chalmers and Dunedin are potentially
affected by the Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

[ oppose the submission of:

Dunedin City Council submission number 156.

The particular parts of the submission I oppose are:

The amendments sought to policies 2.2.4,2.2.6,2.2.9,3.5.1 and 3.5.2.

The reasons for my opposition are:

The amendments sought by the Dunedin City Council do not fully resolve the
problems with policies 2.2.4, 2.2.6, 2.2.9, 3.5.1 and 3.5.2 identified by Port
Otago Ltd in submission number 58.

I seek that the submission on policies 2.2.4, 2.2.6, 2.2.9, 3.5.1 and 3.5.2 be
disallowed: There is no objection to the amendments being allowed that are
not in conflict with the amendments sought by Port Otago Ltd in submission
number 58.

1 wish to be heard in support of my further submission.

If others make a similar submission, I will consider presenting a joint case
with them at a hearing.
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L A Andersen
Counsel for Port Otago Ltd
24 September 2015
Date

Address for service of person making further submission:

Lincoln Coe, General Manager, Infrastructure, PO Box 8, Port Chalmers 9050
Email: L.Coeiuportotago.co.nz

Telephomne: (03) 472 9884

Counsel Instructed: L A Andersen

Telephone: (03) 477 3488

Fax: (03) 474 0012

Email: leni@barristerschambers.co.nz

Note to person making further submission

A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter
within 5 working days after it is served on the local authority.

If you are making a submission to the Environment Protection Authority, you
should use Form 16C.

POLO13/Ds4




FURTHER SUBMISSION IN SUPPORT OF, OR IN OPPOSITION TO,
SUBMISSION ON PUBLICLY NOTIFIED PROPOSED
POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN

Clause 8 of First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991

TO: Otago Regional Council, Freepost
ORC 497, Private Bag 1954,
Dunedin 9054

Name of person making submission:  Port Otago Ltd

This is a further submission in opposition to a submission on the following
proposed policy statement:

Proposed Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

I am a person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the
interest the general public has because the proposed operations of Port Otago
Ltd in operating the ports at Port Chalmers and Dunedin are potentially
affected by the Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

I oppose the submission of?

Glencoe Station Ltd submission number 134.

The particular parts of the submission I oppose are:

Items 32, 34, 36, 39, 49, 52, 85, 88, 89 and 90 dealing with policies 2.2.2,
2.24,226,229,23.1,23.4,3.5.1,3.5.2, 3.5.3 and objective 3.5.

The reasons for my opposition are:

The submissions made do not resolve the issues raised by Port Otago Ltd in
submission number 58.

I seek that the specified parts of the submission be disallowed: The
amendments proposed by Port Otago Ltd in submission number 58 or other
amendments having the same effect should be made to the identified
provisions.

[ wish to be heard in support of my further submission.

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




L A Andersen
Counsel for Port Otago Ltd

24 September 2015

........................................

Address for service of person making further submission:

Lincoln Coe, General Manager, Infrastructure, PO Box 8, Port Chalmers 9050
Email: L.Coefwportotago.co.nz

Telephone: (03) 472 9884

Counsel Instructed: L. A Andersen

Telephone: (03) 477 3488

Fax: (03) 474 0012

Email; lenzcbarristerschambers.co.nz

Note to person making further submission

A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter
within 5 working days after it is served on the local authority.

If you are making a submission to the Environment Protection Authority, you
should use Form 16C.

POLD13/D43




FURTHER SUBMISSION IN SUPPORT OF, OR IN OPPOSITION TO,
SUBMISSION ON PUBLICLY NOTIFIED PROPOSED
POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN

Clause 8 of First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991

TO: Otago Regional Council, Freepost
ORC 497, Private Bag 1954,
Dunedin 9054

Name of person making submission:  Port Otago Ltd

This is a further submission in support of and opposition to of a submission on
the following proposed policy statement:

Proposed Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

I am a person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the
interest the general public has because the proposed operations of Port Otago
Ltd in operating the ports at Port Chalmers and Dunedin are potentially
affected by the Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

[ support and oppose the submission of:

Clutha District Council submission number 28.

The particulars of the submission I support are:

The removal of policy 2.6.6.

The reasons for my support are:

The removal of policy 2.6.6 would solve the problem identified in Port Otago
Ltd’s submission number 58.

The particular parts of the submission I oppose are:

1. The changes proposed to policy 2.2.2 and policy 2.2.4 which would
confirm an absolute prohibition on the specified adverse effects that
are to be avoided.

2. Its support of policy 2.2.9.

The reasons for my opposition are:

1. The effect of the King Salmon decision is that the use of the word

“avoiding” provides an absolute prohibition on the specified adverse
effect.




-

2. The difficulties with these policies are identified in Port Otago's
submission number 58.

I seek that part of the submission be disallowed: The parts to be disallowed are
those dealing with policies 2.2.2,2.2.4 and 2.2.9.

I wish to be heard in support of my further submission.

If others make a similar submission, 1 will consider presenting a joint case
with them at a hearing.
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L A Andersen
Counsel for Port Otago Ltd

24 September 2015

........................................

Address for service of person making further submission:

Lincoln Coe, General Manager, Infrastructure, PO Box 8, Port Chalmers 9050
Email: L.Coefzportotago.co.nz

Telephone: (03) 472 9884

Counsel Instructed: L A Andersen

Telephone: (03) 477 3488

Fax: (03) 474 0012

Email; len@barmisterschambers.co.nz

Note to person making further submission

A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter
within 5 working days after it is served on the local authority.

If you are making a subsmission to the Environment Protection Authority, you
should use Form 16C.

POLN13/D3




FURTHER SUBMISSION IN SUPPORT OF. OR IN OPPOSITION TQO,
SUBMISSION ON PUBLICLY NOTIFIED PROPOSED
POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN

Clause 8 of First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991

TO: Otago Regional Council, Freepost
ORC 497, Private Bag 1954,
Dunedin 9054

Name of person making submission:  Port Otago Ltd

This is a further submission in opposition to a submission on the following
proposed policy statement:

Proposed Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

[ am a person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the

interest the general public has because the proposed operations of Port Otago

Ltd in operating the ports at Port Chalmers and Dunedin are potentially

affected by the Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

I oppose the submission of:

New Zealand Defence Force submission number 52.

The particular parts of the submission I oppose are:

The proposed amendments to policies 3.5.1, 3.5.2 and 3.5.3.

The reasons for my opposition are:

1. The amended policies do not take into account the benefit of
specifically identifying the regional and national importance of the two
ports by adding “The ports at Port Chalmers and Dunedin” to policy

3.1 and making the amendments sought to policy 3.5.2 and 3.5.3 by the
Port Otago Ltd’s submission number 58.

2. Port Otago Ltd has no objection to “Defence facilities” be adding to
the specified infrastructure in the definition or in policies 3.5.1, 3.5.2
and 3.5.3.

1 seek that the specified parts of the submission be disallowed: Alternatively,
the amendments sought can be incorporated into the amendments sought by
Port Otago Ltd in submission number 58.

I wish to be heard in support of my further submission.




-

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

.......................................

L A Andersen
Counsel for Port Otago Ltd

24 September 2015

........................................

Address for service of person making further submission:

Lincoln Coe, General Manager, Infrastructure, PO Box 8, Port Chalmers 9050
Email: L.Coefiportotago.co.nz

Telephone: (03) 472 9884

Counsel Instructed: 1. A Andersen

Telephone: (03) 477 3488

Fax: (03) 474 0012

Email: len@barristerschambers.co.nz

Note to person making further submission

A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter
within 5 working days after it is served on the local authority.

If you are making a submission to the Environment Protection Authority, you
should use Form 16C.

POLOI3/DY




FURTHER SUBMISSION IN SUPPORT OF, OR IN OPPOSITION TO,
SUBMISSION ON PUBLICLY NOTIFIED PROPOSED
POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN

Clause 8 of First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991

TO: Otago Regional Council, Freepost
ORC 497, Private Bag 1954,
Dunedin 9054

Name of person making submission:  Pert Otago Ltd

This is a further submission in support of a submission on the following
proposed policy statement:

Proposed Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

I am a person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the
interest the general public has because the proposed operations of Port Otago
Ltd in operating the ports at Port Chalmers and Dunedin are potentially
affected by the Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

I support the submission of:

Alliance Group L.td submission number 56.

The particular parts of the submission I support are:

The submissions on policies 2.2.2, 2.2.4, 2.2.6 and 2.2.9.

The reasons for my support are:

The solutions proposed by Alliance improve the relevant policies to alleviate
the harshness of the King Sa/mon decision.

I seek that policies 2.2.2, 2.2.4, 2.2.6 and 2.2.9 of the submission be allowed:
This is an alternative to Port Otago Ltd’s submisston on those policies number
58.

I wish to be heard in support of my further submission.

If others make a similar submission, 1 will consider presenting a joint case
with then?\t a hearing,

........................................

L A Andersen
Counsel for Port Otago Ltd




24 September 2015

........................................

Address for service of person making further submission:

Lincoln Coe, General Manager, Infrastructure, PO Box 8, Port Chalmers 9050
Email: L.Coe@portotago.co.nz

Telephone: (03) 472 9884

Counsel Instructed: L. A Andersen

Telephone: (03) 477 3488

Fax: (03) 474 0012

Email: len@barristerschambers.co.nz

Note to person making further submission

A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter
within 5 working days after it is served on the local authority.

If you are making a submission to the Environment Protection Authority, you
should use Form 16C.

POLO13/DS




FURTHER SUBMISSION IN SUPPORT OF, OR IN OPPOSITION TO.,
SUBMISSION ON PUBLICLY NOTIFIED PROPOSED
POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN

Clause 8 of First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991

TO: Otago Regional Council, Freepost
ORC 497, Private Bag 1954,
Dunedin 9G54

Name of person making submission:  Port Otago Ltd

This is a further submission in opposition to a submission on the following
proposed policy statement:

Proposed Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

I am a person who has an intcrest in the proposal that is greater than the
interest the general public has because the proposed operations of Port Otago
Ltd in operating the ports at Port Chalmers and Dunedin are potentially
affected by the Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

[ oppose the submission of:

Radio New Zealand Ltd submission number 57,

The particular parts of the submission I oppose are:

The support for objectives 3.5, policies 3.5.1 and 3.5.3.

The reasons for my opposition are:

The specified provisions should properly be amended as set out in Port Otago
Ltd’s submission number 58 although there is no objection to the further
amendment to the content of objective 3.5 sought by Radio New Zealand Ltd.

I seek that the submissions on the support for objectives 3.5, policies 3.5.1 and
3.5.3 of the submission be disallowed: Port Otago Ltd’s amendments to those
provisions should be allowed with the addition of the words “and radio
communication” to objective 3.5.

I wish to be heard in support of my further submission.

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




........................................

L A Andersen
Counsel for Port Otago Ltd

24 September 2015

........................................

Address for service of person making further submission:

Lincoln Coe, General Manager, Infrastructure, PO Box 8, Port Chalmers 9050
Email: L.Coetportotago.co.nz

Telephone: (03) 472 9884

Counsel Instructed: L A Andersen

Telephone: (03) 477 3488

Fax: (03) 474 0012

Email: leniibarristerschambers.co.nz

Note to person making further submission

A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter
within 5 working days after it is served on the local authority.

If you are making a submission to the Environment Protection Authority, you
should use Form 16C.

POLOI/DG




FURTHER SUBMISSION IN SUPPORT OF. OR IN OPPOSITION TO,
SUBMISSION ON PUBLICLY NOTIFIED PROPOSED
POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN

Clause 8 of First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991

TO: Otago Regional Council, Freepost
ORC 497, Private Bag 1954,
Dunedin 9054

Name of person making submission:  Port Otage Ltd

This is a further submission in support of a submission on the following
proposed policy statement:

Proposed Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

I am a person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the
interest the general public has because the proposed operations of Port Otago
Ltd in operating the ports at Port Chalmers and Dunedin are potentially
affected by the Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

I support the submission of:

PowerNet Ltd submission number 60.

The particular parts of the submission I support are:

The submissions on policies 2.2.2,2.2.4,2.2.6 and 2.2.9.

The reasons for my support are:

The solutions proposed by PowerNet Ltd improve the specified policies to
alleviate the harshness of the King Salmon decision and overcome the
problems with those policies identified in Port Otago Ltd’s submission number
58.

I seek that policies 2.2.2,2.2.4,2.2.6 and 2.2.9 of the submission be allowed:
This is an alternative to Port Otago Ltd’s submission number 58 on those
provisions.

I wish to be heard in support of my further submission.

If others make a similar submission, I will consider presenting a joint case
with them at a hearing.
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L A Andersen
Counsel for Port Otago Ltd
24 September 2015
Date

Address for service of person making further submission:

Lincoln Coe, General Manager, Infrastructure, PO Box 8, Port Chalmers 9050
Email: L.Coe(a@iportotago.co.nz

Telephone: (03) 472 9884

Counsel Instructed: I. A Andersen

Telephone: (03) 477 3488

Fax: (03) 474 0012

Email: len@barristerschambers.co.nz

Note to person making further submission

A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter
within 5 working days after it is served on the local authority.

If you are making a submission to the Environment Protection Authority, you
should use Form 16C.

POLO13/D7




FURTHER SUBMISSION IN SUPPORT OF. OR IN OPPOSITION TO,
SUBMISSION ON PUBLICLY NOTIFIED PROPOSED
POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN

Clause 8 of First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991

TO: Otago Regional Council, Freepost
ORC 497, Private Bag 1954,
Dunedin 9054

Name of person making submission:  Port Otago Ltd

This is a further submission in support of a submission on the following
proposed policy statement:

Proposed Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

I am a person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the
interest the general public has because the proposed operations of Port Otago
Ltd in operating the ports at Port Chalmers and Dunedin are potentially
affected by the Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

I support the submission of:

HW Richardson Group Ltd (“HWRG”) submission number 61.

The particular parts of the submission I support are:

The submissions on policies 2.2.2, 2.2.4, 2.2.6 and 2.2.9.

The reasons for my support are:

The solutions proposed by HWRG improve the specified policies to alleviate
the harshness of the King Salmon decision and overcome the problems with
those policies identified by Port Otago Ltd’s submission number 58.

I seek that policies 2.2.2, 2.2.4, 2.2.6 and 2.2.9 of the submission be allowed:
This is an altemative to Port Otago Ltd’s submission number 58 on those
provisions.

I wish to be heard in support of my further submission.

If others make a similar submission, I will consider presenting a joint case
with them at a hearing.
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LA Axgdersen
Counsel for Port Otago Ltd

24 September 2015

........................................

Address for service of person making further submission:

Lincoln Coe, General Manager, Infrastructure, PO Box 8, Port Chalmers 9050
Email: L.Coe{@portotazo.co.nz

Telephone: (03) 472 9884

Counsel Instructed: L A Andersen

Telephone: (03) 477 3488

Fax: (03) 474 0012

Email: lenggbarristerschambers.co.nz

Note to person making further submission

A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter
within 5 working days after it is served on the local authority.

If you are making a submission to the Environment Protection Authority, you
should use Form 16C.

POLO13/D8




FURTHER SUBMISSION IN SUPPORT OF, OR IN OPPOSITION TO,
SUBMISSION ON PUBLICLY NOTIFIED PROPOSED
POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN

Clause 8 of First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991

TO: Otago Regional Council, Freepost
ORC 497, Private Bag 1954,
Dunedin 9054

Name of person making submission:  Port Otago Ltd

This is a further submission in opposition to a submission on the following
proposed policy statement:

Proposed Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

I am a person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the
interest the general public has because the proposed operations of Port Otago
Ltd in operating the ports at Port Chalmers and Dunedin are potentially
affected by the Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

I oppose the submission of:

KiwiRail Holdings Ltd (“KiwiRail”) submission number 69.

The particular parts of the submission I oppose are:

The support of objective 3.5 and policy 3.5.2(b).

The reasons for my opposition are:

1. The heading to objective 3.5 should be changed in the manner
identified in Port Otago Ltd’s submission number 58.

2. Policy 3.5.2(b) inappropriately uses thc word “avoiding” requiring the
amendment set out in Port Otago Ltd’s submission number 58.

[ seek that the identified parts of the submission be disallowed: Objective 35
and policy 3.5.2(b) should be amended as identified by Port Otago Ltd in
submission number 58.

[ wish to be heard in support of my further submission.

[f others make a similar submission, I will consider presenting a joint case
with them at a hearing.




L A Andersen
Counsel for Port Otago Ltd

24 September 2015

........................................

Address for service of person making further submission:

Lincoln Coe, General Manager, Infrastructure, PO Box 8, Port Chalmers 9050
Email: L.Cocwportotago.co.nz

Telephone: (03) 472 9884

Counsel Instructed: L A Andersen

Telephone: (03) 477 3488

Fax: (03) 474 0012

Email: len(barristerschambers.co.nz

Note to person making further submission

A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter
within 5 working days after it is served on the local authority.

If you are making a submission to the Environment Protection Authority, you
should use Form 16C.

POLO13/D9




FURTHER SUBMISSION IN SUPPORT OF. OR IN OPPOSITION TO,
SUBMISSION ON PUBLICLY NOTIFIED PROPOSED
POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN

Clause 8 of First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991

TO: Otagae Regional Council, Freepost
ORC 497, Private Bag 1954,
Dunedin 9054

Name of pcrson making submission:  Port Otago Ltd

This is a further submission in opposition to a submission on the following
proposed policy statement:

Proposed Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

I am a person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the
interest the general public has because the proposed operations of Port Otago
Ltd in operating the ports at Port Chalmers and Dunedin are potentially
affected by the Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

I oppose the submission of:

Waitaki District Council submission number 70.

The particular parts of the submission | oppose are:

The amendment sought to policies 2.2.2, 2.2.4 and 2.2.9.

The reasons for my opposition are:

The proposed amendments do not alleviate the difficulties with those clauses
identified in Port Otago 1.td’s submission number 58.

[ seck that the specified parts of the submission be disallowed: Port Otago
Ltd’s submission number 58 in respect of clauses 2.2.2, 2.2.4 and 2.2.9 should
be adopted.

[ wish to be heard in support of my further submission.

If others make a similar submission, I will consider presenting a joint case
with them at a hearing.
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L A Andersen
Counsel for Port Otago Ltd




24 September 2015

........................................

Address for service of person making further submission:

Lincoln Coe, General Manager, Infrastructure, PO Box §, Port Chalmers 9050
Email: L.Coe@portotago.co.nz

Telephone: (03) 472 9884

Counsel Instructed: 1. A Andersen

Telephone: (03) 477 3488

Fax: (03) 474 0012

Email: len@barristerschambers.co.nz

Note to person making further submission

A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter
within 5 working days after it is served on the local authority.

If you are making a submission to the Environment Protection Authority, you
should use Form 16C.

POLO13/D10




FURTHER SUBMISSION IN SUPPORT OF. OR IN OPPOSITION TO,
SUBMISSION ON PUBLICLY NOTIFIED PROPOSED
POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN

Clause 8 of First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991

TO: Otago Regional Council, Freepost
ORC 497, Private Bag 1954,
Dunedin 9054

Name of person making submission: Port Otago Ltd

This is a further submission in opposition to a submission on the following
proposed policy statement:

Proposed Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

I am a person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the
interest the general public has because the proposed operations of Port Otago
Ltd in operating the ports at Port Chalmers and Dunedin are potentially
affected by the Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

1 oppose the submission of:

Matthew Sole submission number 75.

The particular parts of the submission I oppose are:

The submissions on policies 2.2.2,2.2.3,2.2.4,2.2.6 and 2.2.9.

The reasons for my opposition are;

The amendments suggested do not overcome the difficulties created by the
King Salmon decision which requires the amendments set out in Port Otago
Ltd’s submission number 58.

I seek that the relevant parts of the submission be disallowed: Port Otago Ltd’s
submission as to policies 2.2.2, 2.2.3, 2.2.4, 2.2.6 and 2.2.9 should be
accepted.

I wish to be heard in support of my further submission.

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




L A Andersen
Counsel] for Port Otago Ltd

24 September 2015

........................................

Address for service of person making further submission:

Lincoln Coe, General Manager, Infrastructure, PO Box 8, Port Chalmers 9050
Email: L.Coedportotago.co.nz

Telephone: (03) 472 9884

Counsel Instructed: L A Andersen

Telephone: (03) 477 3488

Fax: (03) 474 0012

Email: lengebarristerschambers.co.nz

Note to person making further submission

A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter
within 5 working days after it is served on the local authority.

If you are making a submission to the Environment Protection Authority, you
should use Form 16C.

POLOI3/DI]



FURTHER SUBMISSION IN SUPPORT OF. OR IN OPPOSITION TO.
SUBMISSION ON PUBLICLY NOTIFIED PROPOSED
POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN

Clause 8 of First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991

TO: Otago Regional Council, Freepost
ORC 497, Private Bag 1954,
Dunedin 9054

Name of person making submission:  Port Otago Ltd

This is a further submission in opposition to a submission on the following
proposed policy statement:

Proposed Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

1 am a person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the
interest the general public has because the proposed operations of Port Otago
Ltd in operating the ports at Port Chalmers and Dunedin are potentially
affected by the Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

I oppose the submission of:

Aurora Energy Ltd submission number 76.

The particular parts of the submission I oppose are:

The amendments sought to policies 2.2.2, 2.2.4, 2.2.6, objective 3.5, policy
3.5.1 and policy 3.5.3.

The reasons for my opposition are:

1. The proposed amendments to policies 2.2.2, 2.2.4, 2.2.6 and 2.2.9 do
not overcome the identitied difficulties with the King Salmon case.

2. The heading to objective 3.5 should be amended to make it clear that
the objective relates not just to the management of the existing
structure but also to the necessary development

3. Policy 3.5.1 and policy 3.5.3 should specifically make reference to the
port at Dunedin and Port Chalmers as detailed in Port Otago Ltd’s
submission number 58.

] seek that the relevant clauses of the submission be disallowed: The
amendments sought by Port Otago Ltd in submission number 58 should be
adopted.

[ wish to be heard in support of my further submission.




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

/7

Counsel for Port Otago Ltd

24 September 2015

Address for service of person making further submission:

Lincoln Coe, General Manager, Infrastructure, PO Box 8, Port Chalmers 9050
Email: L. Coel@portotago.conz

Telephone: (03) 472 9884

Counsel Instructed: [ A Andersen

Telephome: (03) 477 3488

Fax: (03) 474 0012

Email: len@@barnsterschambers.co.nz

Note to person making further submission

A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter
within 5 working days after it is served on the local authority.

If you are making a submission to the Environment Protection Authority, you
should use Form 16C.

POLO13/DI2




FURTHER SUBMISSION IN SUPPORT OF. OR IN OPPOSITION TO,
SUBMISSION ON PUBLICLY NOTIFIED PROPOSED
POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN

Clause 8 of First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991

TO: Otago Regional Council, Freepost
ORC 497, Private Bag 1954,
Dunedin 9054

Name of person making submission: Port Otago Ltd

This is a further submission in opposition to a submission on the following
proposed policy statement:

Proposed Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

[ am a person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the
interest the general public has because the proposed operations of Port Otago
Ltd in operating the ports at Port Chalmers and Dunedin are potentially
affected by the Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

I oppose the submission of:

NZ Transport Agency submission number 78.

The particular parts of the submission I oppose are:

The submissions on policy 2.3.1, objective 3.5, policy 3.5.1, policy 3.5.2 and
policy 3.5.3.

The reasons for my opposition are:

1. Policies 2.3.1 (and 2.3.4) require amendment as specified in Port Otago
Ltd’s submission number 58.

2. It is appropriate to specify “infrastructure of national and regional
significance” in objective 3.5 and policy 3.5.1.

Policy 3.5.1 and policy 3.5.3 should be amended to specifically include
the ports at Port Chalmers and Dunedin as specified in Port Otago
Ltd’s submission number 58.

(OS]

4. The substitution of “manage” for “minimise™ in policy 3.5.2 is not
appropriate and the policy should be amended to include the new sub
clause (b) specified in Port Otago Ltd’s submission number 58.
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I seek that the specified parts of the submission be disallowed: Port Otago
Ltd’s submission number 58 on policy 2.3.1, objective 3.5, policy 3.5.1, policy
3.5.2 and policy 3.5.3 should be adopted.

I wish to be heard in support of my further submission.

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

............... H.\
L A Ander
Counsel for Port Otago Ltd

..............
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24 September 2015

........................................

Address for service of person making further submission:

Lincoln Coe, General Manager, Infrastructure, PO Box 8, Port Chalmers 9050
Email: L.Coef@wportotago.co.nz

Telephone: (03) 472 9884

Counsel Instructed: L A Andersen

Telephone: (03) 477 3488

Fax: (03) 474 0012

Email: lenigbamisterschambers.co.nz

Note to person making further submission

A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter
within 5 working days after it is served on the local authority.

[f you are making a submission to the Environment Protection Authority, you
should use Form 16C.

POLO13/D13




FURTHER SUBMISSION IN SUPPORT OF, OR IN OPPOSITION TO.
SUBMISSION ON PUBLICLY NOTIFIED PROPOSED
POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN

Clause 8 of First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991

TO: Otago Regional Council, Freepost
ORC 497, Private Bag 1954,
Dunedin 9054

Name of person making submission:  Port Otago Ltd

This is a further submission in opposition to a submission on the following
proposed policy statement:

Proposed Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

I am a person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the
interest the general public has because the proposed operations of Port Otago
Ltd in operating the ports at Port Chalmers and Dunedin are potentially
affected by the Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

1 oppose the submission of:

Darby Planning LP submission number 81.

The particular parts of the submission 1 oppose are:

The provisions dealing with policies 2.2.2, 2.2.4 and 2.2.6.

The reasons for my opposition are:

The amendments sought to those provisions do not satisfactorily meet or
respond to the issues raised by Port Otago Ltd in submission 58.

1 seek that the specified parts of the submission be disallowed: The provisions
should be amended as set out in Port Otago Ltd’s submission number 58.

[ wish to be heard in support of my further submission.

If others make a similar submission, I will consider presenting a joint case
with them at a hearing.
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LA AZderse
Counsel for Port Otago Ltd



24 September 2015

........................................

Address for service of person making further submission:

Lincoln Coe, General Manager, Infrastructure, PO Box §, Port Chalmers 9050
Email: L.Coeliportotago.co.nz

Telephone: (03) 472 9884

Counsel Instructed: L A Andersen

Telephone: (03) 477 3488

Fax: (03) 474 0012

Email: lenfbarristerschambers.co.nz

Note to person making further submission

A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter
within 5 working days after it is served on the local authority.

If you are making a submission 1o the Environment Protection Authority, you
should use Form 16C.

POLOI3/D14




FURTHER SUBMISSION IN SUPPORT OF, OR IN OPPOSITION TO,
SUBMISSION ON PUBLICLY NOTIFIED PROPOSED
POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN

Clause 8 of First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991

TO: Otago Regional Council, Freepost
ORC 497, Private Bag 1954,
Dunedin 9054

Name of person making submission:  Port Otago Ltd

This is a further submission in opposition to a submission on the following
proposed policy statement:

Proposed Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

I am a person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the

interest the general public has because the proposed operations of Port Otago

Ltd in operating the ports at Port Chalmers and Dunedin are potentially

affected by the Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

[ oppose the submission of:

Meridian Energy Litd submission number 82.

The particular parts of the submission I oppose are:

The provisions dealing with policies 2.2.2,2.2.4,2.2.6,3.5.1,3.5.2 and 3.5.3.

The reasons for my opposition are:

l. The amendments to clauses 2.2.2, 2.2.4 and 2.2.6 do not resolve the
issues raised by the King Salmon case as identified by the submission
of Port Otago Ltd number 58.

2. The amendments to policies 3.5.1, 3.5.2 and 3.5.3 do not include
specific reference to the ports at Port Chalmers and Dunedin or
adequately deal with the problems created by the King Salmon

decision.

I seek that the specified parts of the submission be disallowed: The provisions
should be amended as set out in Port Otago Ltd’s submission number 58.

1 wish to be heard in support of my further submission.

If others make a similar submission, | will consider presenting a joint case
with them at a hearing.
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L A Andersen
Counsel for Port Otago Ltd

24 September 2015

........................................

Address for service of person making further submission:

Lincoln Coe, General Manager, Infrastructure, PO Box 8, Port Chalmers 9050
Email: L.Coetaportotago.co.nz

Telephone: (03) 472 9884

Counsel Instructed: L A Andersen

Telephone: (03) 477 3488

Fax: (03) 474 0012

Email: len@barristerschambers.co.nz

Note to person making further submission

A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter
within 5 working days after it is served on the local authority.

If you are making a submission to the Environment Protection Authority, you
should use Form 16C.

POLOI3/DIS



FURTHER SUBMISSION IN SUPPORT OF, OR IN OPPOSITION TO,
SUBMISSION ON PUBLICLY NOTIFIED PROPOSED
POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN

Clause 8 of First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991

TO: Otago Regional Council, Freepost
ORC 497, Private Bag 1954,
Dunedin 9054

Name of person making submission: Port Otago Ltd

This is a further submission in opposition to a submission on the following
proposed policy statement:

Proposed Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

I am a person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the
interest the general public has because the proposed operations of Port Otago
Ltd in operating the ports at Port Chalmers and Dunedin are potentially
affected by the Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

I oppose the submission of:

Trustpower Ltd submission number 85.

The particular parts of the submission I oppose are:

The references to policies 2.2.2, 2.2.4,2.2.6, 3.5.1 and 3.5.2.

The reasons for my opposition are:

I. The amendments to policies 2.2.2 and 2.2.4 are inadequate to meet the
King Salmon problems but an improvement on the wording in the
proposed plan.

2. The retaining of clause 2.2.6 is opposed and it should either be deleted
or amended in accordance with Port Otago Ltd’s submission number
58.

3. Policies 3.5.1 and 3.5.3 need to include specific reference to the ports
at Port Chalmers and Dunedin as set out in Port Otago Ltd’s
submission number 58.

4. Port Otago Ltd prefers its proposed amendment to policy 3.5.2 to that
proposed but acknowledges that the amendment proposed by the
submitter is preferable to the provisions in the proposed plan.
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I seek that the specified parts of the submission be disallowed or amended so
they are compatible with the submissions made by Port Otago Ltd in
submission number 58.

I wish to be heard in support of my further submission.

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

/) N F

e
L AAn en

Counsel for Port Otago Ltd

24 September 2015

Address for service of person making further submission:

Lincoln Coe, General Manager, Infrastructure, PO Box 8, Port Chalmers 9050
Email: L.Coetoportotago.co.nz

Telephone: (03) 472 9884

Counsel Instructed: L A Andersen

Telephone: (03) 477 3488

Fax: (03) 474 0012

Email: lentbarristerschambers.co.nz

Note to person making further submission

A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter
within 5 working days after it is served on the local authority.

If you are making a submission Lo the Environment Protection Authority, you
should use Form 16C.

POLO1I/DI6




FURTHER SUBMISSION IN SUPPORT OF. OR IN OPPOSITION TO,
SUBMISSION ON PUBLICLY NOTIFIED PROPOSED
POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN

Clause 8 of First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991

TO: Otago Regional Council, Freepost
ORC 497, Private Bag 1954,
Dunedin 9054

Name of person making submission: Port Otago Ltd

This is a further submission in support of a submission on the following
proposed policy statement:

Proposed Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

I am a person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the
interest the general public has because the proposed operations of Port Otago
Ltd in operating the ports at Port Chalmers and Dunedin are potentially
affected by the Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

I support the submission of:

New Zealand Petroleum and Minerals submission number 86.

The particular parts of the submission I support are:

The submissions on policies 2.2.2, 2.2.4 and 2.2.6.

The reasons for my support are:

The amendments overcome the problems identified by the King Salmon
decision and are an acceptable alternative to the approach taken by Port Otago
Ltd in respect of those clauses in submission number 58.

[ seck that the submissions on policies 2.2.2, 2.2.4 and 2.2.6 be allowed as an
alternative to the amendments sought to those clauses in Port Otago Ltd’s
submission number 58.

[ wish to be heard in support of my further submission.

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




i

L Agiﬂ&gaérsen

Counsel for Port Otago Ltd

24 September 2015

........................................

Address for service of person making further submission:

Lincoln Coe, General Manager, Infrastructure, PO Box §, Port Chalmers 9050
Email: L.Coel@portotago.co.nz

Telephone: (03) 472 9884

Counsel Instructed: L. A Andersen

Telephone: (03) 477 3488

Fax: (03) 474 0012

Email: len@barristerschambers.co.nz

Note to person making further submission

A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter
within 5 working days after it is served on the local authority.

If you are making a submission to the Environment Protection Authority, you
should use Form 16C.

POLO13/D17



FURTHER SUBMISSION IN SUPPORT QF. OR IN OPPOSITION TO,
SUBMISSION ON PUBLICLY NOTIFIED PROPOSED
POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN

Clause 8 of First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991

TO: Otago Regional Council, Freepost
ORC 497, Private Bag 1954,
Dunedin 9054

Name of person making submission:  Port Otago Ltd

This is a further submission in opposition to a submission on the following
proposed policy statement:

Proposed Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

I am a person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the
interest the general public has because the proposed operations of Port Otago
Ltd in operating the ports at Port Chalmers and Dunedin are potentially
affected by the Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

I oppose the submission of:

Blueskin Resilient Communities Trust submission number 87.

The particular parts of the submission I oppose are:

The amendments sought to policies 2.2.6 and 2.2.9.

The reasons for my opposition are:

The amendments sought do not overcome the difficulties created by the King
Salmon decision and do not deal with the asscssment of port activities in
respect of the coastal environment.

1 seek that the submissions in policies 2.2.6 and 2.2.9 of the submission be
disallowed: Policies 2.2.6 and 2.2.9 should be amended in accordance with
Port Otago Ltd’s submission number 58.

I wish to be heard in support of my further submission.

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




Address for service of person making further submission:

Lincoln Coe, General Manager, Infrastructure, PO Box 8, Port Chalmers 9050
Email: L.Coe@portolago.co.nz

Telephone: (03) 472 9884

Counsel Instructed: L A Andersen

Telephone: (03) 477 3488

Fax: (03) 474 0012

Note to person making further submission

A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter
within 5 working days after it is served on the local authority.

If you are making a submission to the Environment Protection Authority, you
should use Form 16C.

POLO13/DI8



FURTHER SUBMISSION IN SUPPORT OF. OR IN OPPOSITION TO.
SUBMISSION ON PUBLICLY NOTIFIED PROPOSED
POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN

Clause 8 of First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991

TO: Otago Regional Council, Freepost
ORC 497, Private Bag 1954,
Dunedin 9054

Name of person making submission:  Port Otago Ltd

This is a further submission in support of a submission on the following
proposed policy statement:

Proposed Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

I am a person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the
interest the general public has because the proposed operations of Port Otago
Ltd in operating the ports at Port Chalmers and Dunedin are potentially
affected by the Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

I support the submission of:
McKeague Consultancy Ltd submission number §9.
The particular parts of the submission I support are:

1. The replacement of the word “avoid” in the policies in the plan to
either “avoid or minimise” or “minimise”.

2. The specific amendment to policy 2.2.4.
The reasons for my support are:

1. The submission provides a solution to the King Salmon problem
created in respect of the word “avoid” although the wording sought
could probably be better expressed as “avoid, remedy or mitigate™ as
those are the words used in the Act.

2. If the proposed plan is amended so that the absolute prohibition created
by the word “avoid” is removed then many of the amendments sought
by Port Otago Ltd in submission number 58 will no longer be
necessary.

I seek that the specified parts of the submission be allowed: If this submission
is upheld then Port Otago Ltd’s submission number 58 can be consequentially
amended.



I wish to be heard in support of my further submission.

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

e
g

................... eftcasaversnatonns

L A Andersen
Counsel for Port Otago Ltd

24 September 2015

........................................

Address for service of person making further submission:

Lincoln Coe, General Manager, Infrastructure, PO Box 8§, Port Chalmers 9050
Email: L.Coefriportotago.co.nz

Telephone: (03) 472 9884

Counsel Instructed: L A Andersen

Telephone: (03) 477 3488

Fax: (03) 474 0012

Email: len(barristerschambers.co.nz

Note to person making further submission

A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter
within S working days after it is served on the local authority.

If you are making a submission to the Environment Protection Authority, you
should use Form 16C.

POLO13/ING




FURTHER SUBMISSION IN SUPPORT OF, OR IN OPPOSITION TO.,
SUBMISSION ON PUBLICLY NOTIFIED PROPOSED
POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN

Clause 8 of First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991

TO: Otago Regional Council, Freepost
ORC 497, Private Bag 1954,
Dunedin 9054

Name of person making submission:  Port Otago Ltd

This is a further submission in opposition to a submission on the following
proposed policy statement:

Proposed Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

I am a person who has an intercst in the proposal that is greater than the
interest the general public has because the proposed operations of Port Otago
Ltd in operating the ports at Port Chalmers and Dunedin are potentially
affected by the Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

I oppose the submission of:

SouthCoast Board Riders Association submission number 91.

The particular parts of the submission I oppose are:

The support of policy 2.2.11 in its current form.

The reasons for my opposition are:

Port Otago Ltd recognises the value of surf breaks and accepts an obligation to
have any adverse effects from the port’s operation avoid remedy or mitigate
the surf break. However, the effect of the King Salmon case is that the word
“avoiding™ creates an absolute prohibition on any adverse effect without any
recognition ot the importance of Port Otago Ltd’s activities.

1 seek that the submission on policy 2.2.11 be disallowed: A new policy 2.3.5
(or a clause having similar effect) be inserted in accordance with the
submission of Port Otago Ltd number 58.

I wish to be heard in support of my further submission.

If others make a similar submission, I will consider presenting a joint case
with them at a hearing.
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L A Andersen
Counsel for Port Otago Ltd

24 September 2015

........................................

Address for service of person making further submission:

Lincoln Coe, General Manager, Infrastructure, PO Box §, Port Chalmers 9050
Email: L.Coci@nortotago.co.nz

Telephone: (03) 472 9884

Counsel Instructed: L A Andersen

Telephone: (03) 477 3488

Fax: (03) 474 0012

Email: len@barristerschambers.co.nz

Note to person making further submission

A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter
within 5 working days after it is served on the local authority.

If you are making a submission to the Environment Protection Authority, you
should use Form 16C.

POL0i3/D20




FURTHER SUBMISSION IN SUPPORT OF. OR IN OPPOSITION TO,
SUBMISSION ON PUBLICLY NOTIFIED PROPOSED
POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN

Clause 8 of First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991

TO: Otago Regional Council, Freepost
ORC 497, Private Bag 1954,
Dunedin 9054

Name of person making submission:  Port Otago Ltd

This is a further submission in support of a submission on the following
proposed policy statement:

Proposed Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

I am a person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the
interest the general public has because the proposed operations of Port Otago
Ltd in operating the ports at Port Chalmers and Dunedin are potentially
affected by the Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

[ support the submission of:

Transpower New Zealand Ltd (“Transpower”) submission number 97,
The particular parts of the submission I support are:

The amendments proposed to policies 2.2.2, 2.2.4, 2.2.6, 2.2.9, 2.2.13, 3.5.1,
3.5.2 and 3.5.3 provided that “The ports at Port Chalmers and Dunedin” are
spectfically recognised in policy 3.5.1.

The reasons for my support are:

The amendments sought are an alternative to Port Otago Ltd’s submissions as
to a mechanism for dealing with the problems that result from the King
Salmon decision.

I seek that the specified parts of the submission be allowed as an alternative to
the amendments to those provisions sought by Port Otago Ltd in submission
58.

I wish to be heard in support of my further submission.

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



L A Andersen
Counsel for Port Otago Ltd

24 September 2015

........................................

Address for service of person making further submission:

Lincoln Coe, General Manager, Infrastructure, PO Box 8, Port Chalmers 9050
Email: L.Coe(@portotago.co.nz

Telephone: (03) 472 9884

Counsel Instructed: L A Andersen

Telephone: (03) 477 3488

Fax: (03) 474 0012

Email: len@barristerschambers.co.nz

Note to person making further submission

A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter
within 5 working days after it is served on the local authority.

If you are making a submission to the Environment Protection Authority, you
should use Form 16C.

POLOI3/D2]



FURTHER SUBMISSION IN SUPPORT OF. OR IN OPPOSITION TO.
SUBMISSION ON PUBLICLY NOTIFIED PROPOSED
POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN

Clause 8 of First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991

TO: Otago Regional Council, Freepost
ORC 497, Private Bag 1954,
Dunedin 9054

Name of person making submission:  Port Otago Ltd

This is a further submission in opposition to a submission on the following
proposed policy statement:

Proposed Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

[ am a person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the
interest the general public has because the proposed operations of Port Otago
Ltd in operating the ports at Port Chalmers and Dunedin are potentially
affected by the Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

[ oppose the submission of:

Royal Forest and Bird Protection Society of New Zealand Incorporated
submission number 98.

The particular parts of the submission I oppose are:

The amendments to policy 2.2.2, policy 2.2.6 and policy 2.2.9, the retention of
policy 2.2.4 and the support for policy 3.5.2.

The reasons for my opposition are:

There are issues with each of thesc policies which require amendment in
accordance with Port Otago Ltd’s submission number 58.

I seek that the submission on policies 2.2.2, 2.2.4, 2.2.6, 2.2.9 and 3.5.2 be
disallowed: Port Otago Ltd’s submission number 58 on those policies should
be accepted.

I wish to be heard in support of my further submission.

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



L A Andersen
Counsel for Port Otago Ltd

24 Septerber 2015

........................................

Address for service of person making further submission:

Lincoln Coe, General Manager, Infrastructure, PO Box 8, Port Chalmers 9050
Email: L.Coefportotago.co.nz

Telephone: (03) 472 9884

Counsel Instructed: 1. A Andersen

Telephone: (03) 477 3488

Fax: (03) 474 0012

Email: len@barristerschambers.co.nz

Note to person making further submission

A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter
within 5 working days after it is served on the local authority.

If you are making a submission to the Environment Protection Authority, you
should use Form 16C.

POLOI3/D22




FURTHER SUBMISSION IN SUPPORT OF, OR IN OPPOSITION TO,
SUBMISSION ON PUBLICLY NOTIFIED PROPOSED
POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN

Clause 8 of First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991

TO: Otago Regional Council, Freepost
ORC 497, Private Bag 1954,
Dunedin 9054

Name of person making submission:  Port Otago Ltd

This is a further submission in opposition to and support of a submission on
the following proposed policy statement:

Proposed Regjonal Policy Statement for Otago.

I am a person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the
interest the general public has because the proposed operations of Port Otago
Ltd in operating the ports at Port Chalmers and Dunedin are potentially
affected by the Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

I oppose and support the submission of’

Fonterra Co-operative Group Ltd submission number 99.

The particular parts of the submission 1 oppose are:

(a) Item 12 relating to policy 2.2.4.

(b) Item 30 amendment to policy 3.5.1.

(c) Item 31 amendment to policy 3.5.2

(d) Item 32 support of policy 3.5.3.

The reasons for my opposition are:

1. The proposed amendment to policy 2.2.4 does not avoid the effects of
the King Salmon decision.

2. The amendments made to policy 3.5.1 and 3.5.2 and the support of
policy 3.5.3 do not specifically acknowledge the regional and national
importance of the ports in Dunedin at Port Chalmers.

The particular part of the submission I support is:

Item 14 being the proposed amendments to policy 2.2.6.




The reasons for my support are:

ftem 14 — the proposed amendments to policy 2.2.6 are an acceptable
alternative to the amendment proposed in Port Otage Lid’s submission number
58.

I seek the parts of the submission relating to policies 2.2.4. 3.5.1, 3.5.2 and
3.5.3 be disallowed and the submission relating to policy 2.2.6 be allowed:
Policies 2.2.4, 3.5.1, 3.5.2 and 3.5.3 should be amended as set out in Port
Otago Ltd’s submission number 58.

I wish to be heard in support of my further submission.

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

Counsel for Port Otago Ltd

24 September 2015

........................................

Address for service of person making further submission:

Lincoln Coe, General Manager, Infrastructure, PO Box 8, Port Chalmers 9050
Email: L .Coed@portotago.co.nz

Telephone: (03) 472 9884

Counsel Instructed: L A Andersen

Telephone: (03) 477 3488

Fax: (03) 474 0012

Email: len{wbarristerschambers.co.nz

Note to person making further submission

A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter
within 5 working days after it is served on the local authority.

If you are making a submission to the Environment Protection Authority, you
should use Form [6C.

POLOTI/D23




FURTHER SUBMISSION IN SUPPORT OF, OR IN OPPOSITION TO,
SUBMISSION ON PUBLICLY NOTIFIED PROPOSED
POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN

Clause 8 of First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991

TO: Otago Regional Council, Freepost
ORC 497, Private Bag 1954,
Dunedin 9054

Name of person making submission: Port Otago Ltd

This is a further submission in support of and opposition to a submission on
the following proposed policy statement:

Proposed Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

I am a person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the
interest the general public has because the proposed operations of Port Otago
Ltd in operating the ports at Port Chalmers and Dunedin are potentially
affected by the Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

I support and oppose parts of the submission of:

Royalburn Farming Company Ltd submission number 102.

The particular part of the submission I support are:

Item 36 in respect of policy 2.2.6.

The reasons for my support are:

The amendment sought meets the issues Port Otago Ltd has raised with clause
2.2.6 in its submission number S8.

The particular parts of the submission [ oppose are:
1. [tem 32 in respect of policy 2.2.2.
2. [tem 34 in respect of policy 2.2.4.
3. Item 39 in respect of policy 2.2.9.
4. Item 49 in relation of policy 2.3.1
5. Item 88 in respect of policy 3.5.1.

6. Item 89 in respect of policy 3.5.2.



R

7. Item 90 in respect of policy 3.5.3.
The reasons for my opposition are:

The proposed amendments do not adequately deal with the issues raised by the
King Salmon decision or specifically recognise the issues relating to the ports
at Port Chalmers and Dunedin that requirement amendment in accordance
with Port Otago Ltd’s submission number 58.

I seek that the relevant parts of the submission be disallowed where they are in
conflict with the amendments sought in Port Otago Ltd’s submission number
58.

I wish to be heard in support of my further submission.

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

.....................

Counsel for Port Otago Ltd

24 September 2015

Address for service of person making further submission:

Lincoln Coe, General Manager, Infrastructure, PO Box 8, Port Chalmers 9050
Email: L.Coe{ciportotazo.co.nz

Telephone: (03) 472 9884

Counsel Instructed: L A Andersen

Telephone: (03) 477 3488

Fax: (03) 474 0012

Email: len@barristerschambers.co.nz

Note to person making further submission

A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter
within 5 working days after it is served on the local authority.

If you are making a submission to the Environment Protection Authority, you
should use Form 16C.

POLOI3/D24



FURTHER SUBMISSION IN SUPPORT OF, OR IN OPPOSITION TQO,
SUBMISSION ON PUBLICLY NOTIFIED PROPOSED
POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN

Clause 8 of First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991

TO: Otago Regional Council, Freepost
ORC 497, Private Bag 1954,
Dunedin 9054

Name of person making submission:  Port Otago Ltd

This is a further submission in support of and opposition to a submission on
the following proposed policy statement:

Proposed Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

I am a person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the
interest the general public has because the proposed operations of Port Otago
Ltd in operating the ports at Port Chalmers and Dunedin arc potentially
affected by the Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

I support and oppose parts of the submission of:

Walter Peak Station submission number 103,

The particular part of the submission I support are:

Item 36 in respect of policy 2.2.6.

The reasons for my support are:

The amendment sought meets the issues Port Otago Ltd has raised with clause
2.2.6 in its submission number 58.

The particular parts of the submission I oppose are:
1. Item 32 in respect of policy 2.2.2.
2. Item 34 in respect of policy 2.2.4.
3. Item 39 in respect of policy 2.2.9.
4. Item 49 in relation of policy 2.3.1
5. Item 88 in respect of policy 3.5.1.

0. Item 89 in respect of policy 3.5.2.
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7. Item 90 in respect of policy 3.5.3.
The reasons for my opposition are:

The proposed amendments do not adequately deal with the issues raised by the
King Salmon decision or specifically recognise the issues relating to the ports
at Port Chalmers and Dunedin that requirement amendment in accordance
with Port Otago Ltd’s submission number 58.

I seek that the relevant parts of the submission be disallowed where they are in
conflict with the amendments sought in Port Otago Ltd’s submission number
58.

I wish to be heard in support of my further sabmission.

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

Nl

Y

LA Andersc!n
Counsel for Port Otago Ltd

24 September 20135

........................................

Address for service of person making further submission:

Lincoln Coe, General Manager, Infrastructure, PO Box 8, Port Chalmers 9050
Email: [..Coe{@portotago.co.nz

Telephone: (03) 472 9884

Counsel Instructed: . A Andersen

Telephone: (03) 477 3488

Fax: (03) 474 0012

Email: len{@barristerschambers.co.nz

Note to person making further submission

A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter
within 5 working days after it is served on the local authority.

If you are making a submission to the Environment Protection Authority, you
should use Form 16C.

POLDIZ/D23




FURTHER SUBMISSION IN SUPPORT QF. OR IN OPPOSITION TO.
SUBMISSION ON PUBLICLY NOTIFIED PROPOSED
POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN

Clause 8 of First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991

TO: Otago Regional Council, Freepost
ORC 497, Private Bag 1954,
Dunedin 9054

Name of person making submission: Port Otago Ltd

This is a further submission in support of and opposition to a submission on
the following proposed policy statement:

Proposed Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

I am a person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the
interest the general public has because the proposed operations of Port Otago
Ltd in operating the ports at Port Chalmers and Dunedin are potentially
affected by the Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

I support and oppose parts of the submission of:

Millbrook Country Club submission number 104.

The particular part of the submission I support are:

Item 36 in respect of policy 2.2.6.

The reasons for my support are:

The amendment sought meets the issues Port Otago Ltd has raised with clause
2.2.6 in its submission number 58.

The particular parts of the submission I oppose are:
L. Item 32 in respect of policy 2.2.2.
2. Item 34 in respect of policy 2.2.4.
3. Item 39 in respect of policy 2.2.9.
4. Item 49 in relation of policy 2.3.1
5. Item 88 in respect of policy 3.5.1.

6. Item 89 in respect of policy 3.5.2.
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7. [tem 90 in respect of policy 3.5.3.
The reasons for my opposition are:

The proposed amendments do not adequately deal with the issues raised by the
King Salmon decision or specifically recognise the issues relating to the ports
at Port Chalmers and Dunedin that requirement amendment in accordance
with Port Otago Ltd’s submission number 58.

I seek that the relevant parts of the submission be disallowed where they are in
conflict with the amendments sought in Port Otago Ltd’s submission number
58.

I wish to be heard in support of my further submission.

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

7|/
N

................. [,
L A Ander$en

Counsel for Port Otago Ltd

24 September 2015

........................................

Address for service of person making further submission:

Lincoln Coe, General Manager, Infrastructure, PO Box 8, Port Chalmers 9050
Email: L.Coefiportotago.co.nz

Telephone: (03) 472 9884

Counsel Instructed: L A Andersen

Telephone: (03) 477 3488

Fax: (03) 474 0012

Email: len/@barristerschambers.co.nz

Note to person making further submission

A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter
within 5 working days after it is served on the local authority.

If you are making a submission to the Environment Protection Authority, you
should use Form 16C.

POLO13/D26




FURTHER SUBMISSION IN SUPPORT OF. OR IN OPPOSITION TO,
SUBMISSION ON PUBLICLY NOTIFIED PROPOSED
POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN

Clause 8 of First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991

TO: Otago Regional Council, Frecpost
ORC 497, Private Bag 1954,
Dunedin 9054

Name of person making submission: Port Otago Ltd

This is a further submission in support of and opposition to a submission on
the following proposed policy statement:

Proposed Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

I am a person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the
interest the general public has because the proposed operations of Port Otago
Ltd in operating the ports at Port Chalmers and Dunedin are potentially
affected by the Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

I support and oppose parts of the submission of:

Eastburn Farm submission number 105.

The particular part of the submission I support are:

Item 36 in respect of policy 2.2.6.

The reasons for my support are:

The amendment sought meets the issues Port Otago Ltd has raised with clause
2.2.6 in its submission number 58.

The particular parts of the submission I oppose are:
1. Item 32 in respect of policy 2.2.2.
2. Item 34 in respect of policy 2.2.4.
3. Item 39 in respect of policy 2.2.9.
4. Item 49 in relation of policy 2.3.1
5. [tem 88 in respect of policy 3.5.1.

6. [tem 89 in respect of policy 3.5.2.




-

7. Item 90 in respect of policy 3.5.3.
The reasons for my opposition are:

The proposed amendments do not adequately deal with the issues raised by the
King Salmon decision or specifically recognise the issues relating to the ports
at Port Chalmers and Dunedin that requirement amendment in accordance
with Port Otago Ltd’s submission number 58.

I seek that the relevant parts of the submission be disallowed where they are in
conflict with the amendments sought in Port Otago Ltd’s submission number
58.

I wish to be heard in support of my further submission.

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

i

....................................

L A Andersen
Counsel for Port Otago I.td

24 September 2015

........................................

Address for service of person making further submission:

Lincoln Coe, General Manager, Infrastructure, PO Box 8, Port Chalmers 9050
Email: L.Coel@portotago.co.nz

Telephone: (03) 472 9884

Counsel Instructed: L A Andersen

Telephone: (03) 477 3488

Fax: (03) 474 0012

Email: len(barristerschambers.co.nz

Note to person making further submission

A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter
within 5 working days after it is served on the local authority.

If you are making a submission to the Environment Protection Authority, you
should use Form 16C.

POLO13/D27



FURTHER SUBMISSION IN SUPPORT OF. OR IN OPPOSITION TO,
SUBMISSION ON PUBLICLY NOTIFIED PROPOSED
POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN

Clause & of First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991

TO: Otago Regional Council, Freepost
ORC 497, Private Bag 1954,
Dunedin 9054

Name of person making submission:  Port Otago Ltd

This is a further submission in support of and opposition to a submission on
the following proposed policy statement:

Proposed Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

I am a person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the
interest the general public has because the proposed operations of Port Otago
Ltd in operating the ports at Port Chalmers and Dunedin are potentially
affected by the Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

I support and oppose parts of the submission of:

RCL Queenstown Propriety Ltd submission number 106.

The particular part of the submission I support are:

Item 36 in respect of policy 2.2.6.

The reasons for my support are:

The amendment sought meets the issues Port Otago Ltd has raised with clause
2.2.6 in its submission number 58.

The particular parts of the submission I oppose are:
1. Item 32 in respect of policy 2.2.2.
2. Item 34 in respect of policy 2.2.4.
3. Item 39 in respect of policy 2.2.9.
4, Item 49 in relation of policy 2.3.1
5. Item 88 in respect of policy 3.5.1.

6. Item 89 in respect of policy 3.5.2.



2-

7. Item 90 in respect of policy 3.5.3.
The reasons for my opposition are:

The proposed amendments do not adequately deal with the issues raised by the
King Salmon decision or specifically recognise the issues relating to the ports
at Port Chalmers and Dunedin that requirement amendment in accordance
with Port Otago Ltd’s submission number 58.

I seek that the relevant parts of the submission be disallowed where they are in
conflict with the amendments sought in Port Otago Ltd’s submission number
58.

I wish to be heard in support of my further submission.

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

Counsel for Port Otago Ltd

24 September 2015

........................................

Address for service of person making further submission:

Lincoln Coe, General Manager, Infrastructure, PO Box 8, Port Chalmers 9050
Email: L.Coe@portotago.co.nz

Telephone: (03) 472 9884

Counsel Instructed: L A Andersen

Telephone: (03) 477 3488

Fax: (03) 474 0012

Email: len/wbarristerschambers.co.nz

Note to person making further submission

A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter
within 5 working days after it is served on the local authority.

If you are making a submission to the Environment Protection Authority, you
should use Form 16C.

POLOIZ/D28




FURTHER SUBMISSION IN SUPPORT OF, OR IN OPPOSITION TO,
SUBMISSION ON PUBLICLY NOTIFIED PROPOSED
POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN

Clause 8 of First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991

TO: Otago Regional Council, Freepost
ORC 497, Private Bag 1954,
Dunedin 9054

Name of person making submission: Port Otago Ltd

This is a further submission in support of and opposition to a submission on
the following proposed policy statement:

Proposed Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

[ am a person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the
interest the general public has because the proposed operations of Port Otago
Ltd in operating the ports at Port Chalmers and Dunedin are potentially
affected by the Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

I support and oppose parts of the submission of:

Damper Bay Estates Ltd submission number 107.

The particular part of the submission | support are:

[tem 36 in respect of policy 2.2.6.

The reasons for my support are:

The amendment sought meets the issues Port Otago Ltd has raised with clause
2.2.6 in its submission number 58.

The particular parts of the submission I oppose are:
1. I[tem 32 in respect of policy 2.2.2.
2. I[tem 34 in respect of policy 2.2.4.
3. [tem 39 in respect of policy 2.2.9.
4. Item 49 in relation of policy 2.3.1
5. Item 88 in respect of policy 3.5.1.

6. Item 89 in respect of policy 3.5.2.




7. Item 90 in respect of policy 3.5.3.
The reasons for my opposition are:

The proposed amendments do not adequately deal with the issues raised by the
King Salmon decision or specifically recognise the issues relating to the ports
at Port Chalmers and Dunedin that requirement amendment in accordance
with Port Otago Ltd’s submission number 58.

I seek that the relevant parts of the submission be disallowed where they are in
conflict with the amendments sought in Port Otago Ltd’s submission number
58.

I wish to be heard in support of my further submission.

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

Counsel for Port Otago Ltd

24 September 2015

........................................

Address for service of person making further submission:

Lincoln Coe, General Manager, Infrastructure, PO Box 8, Port Chalmers 9050
Email: L.Coefwportotago.co.nz

Telephone: (03) 472 9884

Counsel Instructed: L A Andersen

Telephone: (03) 477 3488

Fax: (03) 474 0012

Email: lengdzbarristerschambers.co.nz

Note to person making further submission

A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter
within 5 working days after it is served on the local authority.

If vou are making a submission to the Environment Protection Authority, you
should use Form 16C.

POLO13/D29




FURTHER SUBMISSION IN SUPPORT OF, OR IN OPPOSITION TO.
SUBMISSION ON PUBLICLY NOTIFIED PROPOSED
POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN

Clause § of First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991

TO: Otago Regional Council, Freepost
ORC 497, Private Bag 1954,
Dunedin 9054

Name of person making submission: Port Otago Ltd

This is a further submission in support of and opposition to a submission on
the following proposed policy statement:

Proposcd Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

[ am a person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the
interest the general public has because the proposed operations of Port Otago
Ltd in operating the ports at Port Chalmers and Dunedin are potentially
affected by the Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

[ support and oppose parts of the submission of:

Halfway Bay Station submission number 108.

The particular part of the submission I support are:

Item 36 in respect of policy 2.2.6.

The reasons for my support are:

The amendment sought meets the issues Port Otago Ltd has raised with clause
2.2.6 in its submission number 58.

The particular parts of the submission I oppose are:
1. Item 32 in respect of policy 2.2.2.

2. Item 34 in respect of policy 2.2.4.

3. Item 39 in respect of policy 2.2.9.
4. [tem 49 in relation of policy 2.3.1
5. Item 88 in respect of policy 3.5.1.

6. [tem 89 in respect of policy 3.5.2.




7. [tem 90 in respect of policy 3.5.3.
The reasons for my opposition are:

The proposed amendments do not adequately deal with the issues raised by the
King Salmon decision or specifically recognise the issues relating to the ports
at Port Chalmers and Dunedin that requirement amendment in accordance
with Port Otago Ltd’s submission number 58.

I seek that the relevant parts of the submission be disallowed where they are in
conflict with the amendments sought in Port Otago Ltd’s submission number
58.

1 wish to be heard in support of my further submission.

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

5 wﬂ
.......... L Mo
L A Andefsen

Counsel for Port Otago Ltd

24 September 2015

........................................

Address for service of person making further submission:

Lincoln Coe, General Manager, Infrastructure, PO Box 8, Port Chalmers 9050
Email: L.Coefportotago.co.nz

Telephone: (03) 472 9884

Counsel Instructed: L A Andersen

Telephone: (03) 477 3488

Fax: (03) 474 0012

Email: leni@barristerschambers.co.nz

Note to person making further submission

A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter
within 5 working days after it is served on the local authority.

If you arc making a submission to the Environment Protection Authority, you
should use Form 16C.

PO1N13/D30




FURTHER SUBMISSION IN SUPPORT QOF. OR IN OPPOSITION TO.
SUBMISSION ON PUBLICLY NOTIFIED PROPOSED
POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN

Clause 8 of First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991

TO: Otago Regional Council, Freepost
ORC 497, Private Bag 1954,
Dunedin 9054

Name of person making submission:  Port Otago Ltd

This is a further submission in support of and opposition to a submission on
the following proposed policy statement:

Proposed Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

[ am a person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the
interest the general public has because the proposed operations of Port Otago
Ltd in operating the ports at Port Chalmers and Dunedin are potentially
affected by the Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

[ support and oppose parts of the submission of:

Watertight Investments Ltd submission number 109.

The particular part of the submission I support are:

[tem 36 in respect of policy 2.2.6.

The reasons for my support are:

The amendment sought meets the issues Port Otago Ltd has raised with clause
2.2.6 in its submission number 58.

The particular parts of the submission I oppose are:
1. Item 32 in respect of policy 2.2.2,
2. Item 34 in respect of policy 2.2.4.

Item 39 in respect of policy 2.2.9.

W

4. Item 49 in relation of policy 2.3.1
5. Item 88 in respect of policy 3.5.1.

6. Item 89 in respect of policy 3.5.2.



N

7. Item 90 in respect of policy 3.5.3.
The reasons for my opposition are:

The proposed amendments do not adequately deal with the issues raised by the
King Salmon decision or specifically recognise the issues relating to the ports
at Port Chalmers and Dunedin that requirement amendment in accordance
with Port Otago Ltd’s submission number 58.

[ seek that the relevant parts of the submission be disallowed where they are in
conflict with the amendments sought in Port Otago Ltd’s submission number
58.

[ wish to be heard in support of my further submission.

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

L A Andersen
Counsel for Port Otago Ltd

24 September 2015

........................................

Address for service of person making further submission:

Lincoln Coe, General Manager, Infrastructure, PO Box 8, Port Chalmers 9050
Email; L.Coetwportotago.co.nz

Telephone: (03) 472 9884

Counsel Instructed: L A Andersen

Telephone: (03) 477 3488

Fax: (03) 474 0012

Email: len(@barristerschambers.co.nz

Note to person making further submission

A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter
within 5 working days after it is served on the local authority.

If you are making a submission to the Environment Protection Authority, you
should use Form 16C.

POLO13/D31




FURTHER SUBMISSION IN SUPPORT OF. OR IN OPPOSITION TO.
SUBMISSION ON PUBLICLY NOTIFIED PROPOSED
POLICY STATEMENT OR PLAN

Clause 8 of First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991

TO: Otago Regional Council, Freepost
ORC 497, Private Bag 1954,
Dunedin 9054

Name of person making submission:  Port Otago Ltd

This is a further submission in opposition to a submission on the following
proposed policy statement:

Proposed Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

I am a person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the
interest the general public has because the proposed operations of Port Otago
Itd in operating the ports at Port Chalmers and Dunedin are potentially
affected by the Regional Policy Statement for Otago.

I oppose the submission of:

Wise Response Society Inc submission number 114.

The particular parts of the submission ] oppose are:

The submissions on policies 2.2.2,2.2.4,2.2.6, 2.2.9, 3.5.1, 3.5.2 and 3.5.3.

The reasons for my opposition are:

The specified policies should be amended in accordance with the submissions
made by Port Otago Ltd in submission number 58.

I seek that the submission on policies 2.2.2,2.2.4,2.2.6,2.2.9,3.5.1, 3.5.2 and
3.5.3 be disallowed: Those policies should be amended in the manner
identified by Port Otago Ltd in submission number 58.

I wish to be heard in support of my further submission.

If others make a similar submission, 1 will consider presenting a joint case
with them at ghearing,

........... z{...........................
L A Afidersen
Counsel for Port Otago Ltd




24 September 2015

........................................

Addpress for service of person making further submission:

Lincoln Coe, General Manager, Infrastructure, PO Box 8, Port Chalmers 9050
Email: L.Coedwportotago.conz

Telephone: (03) 472 9884

Counsel Instruocted: L A Andersen

Telephone: (03) 477 3488

Fax: (03) 474 0012

Email: lenizbarristerschambers.co.nz

Note to person making further submission

A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter
within 5 working days after it is served on the local authority.

If you are making a submission to the Environment Protection Authority, you
should use Form 16C.

POLO13/D32
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Environmental Consultants
PO Box 489. Dunedin 9054
New Zealand

Tel +64 3477 7884

Fax: +64 3 477 7691

By Email

24 September 2015

Otago Regional Council
Private Bag 1954 .
DUNEDIN 9054 OurRef: 9009

Attention: Ptanning Department
rps@prc.govt.nz

Dear Sir / Madam

RE: PROPOSED OTAGO REIONAL POLICY STATEMENT - FURTHER
SUBMISSION BY ALLIANCE GROUP LIMITED

Please find attached a further submission on behalf of Alliance Group Ltd, relating to the
proposed Otago Regional Policy Statement.

We trust these comments will be given due consideration and look forward to being kept
informed of the process.

Yours sincerely,
MITCHELL PARTNERSHIPS LIMITED

CLAIRE HUNTER

Email: claire.hunter@mitchellpartnerships.co.nz

Enc

Alsc in Auckiand and Tauranga

Ground Fioor, 25 Anzac Street, Takapuna PO Box 4653. Mt Maunganui South
PO Box 32 1642, Takapuna Mt Maunganui 3149

Auckiand 0740, New Zezland New Zealand

Tel: +64 94865773 Tel +64 7 577 1261

Fax: +64 9 486 6711
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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

To: Planning Department
Otago Regional Council
Private Bag 1954
DUNEDIN 9054
Submission on: Proposed Otago Regional Policy Statement
Name: Alliance Group Limited (‘Alliance’)
Addross: PO Box 1410
INVERCARGILL
(Note different address for service)
1.  These further submissions are in support of, or in opposition to, submissions on the
Proposed Otago Regional Policy Statement.
2.  As set out in Alliance’s original submission, Alliance is a large meat processing and

exporting company operating six meat processing and exporting plants throughout the
South Island and two plants in the North Island. On an annual basis Alliance processes
approximately 6 million lambs, 1 million sheep, 200,000 cattle, 115,000 deer and
270,000 calves. This equates to approximately 30% of New Zealand’s sheep meat
production, 10% of beef and 30% of venison.

Within the Otago region, Alliance operates its Pukeuri Plant. The Pukeuri Plant was
established in 1914 and acquired by Alliance in 1990. The Plant employs approximately
950 people at the peak of the season. The annual turmover of the Plant exceeds $200
million, with annual wages and salaries exceeding $40 million.

The Pukeuri Plant is a large modern meat processing and export facility that processes
animals (sheep, lambs, cattle and calves) and co-products for around 11 months of the
year. The Plant is fully integrated with slaughter and further processing operations, the
production of edible by-products, cold storage, rendering, fellmongery, potable water
treatment, and an onsite wastewater treatment facility. Alliance currently holds consents
from the Otago Regional Council in order to operate its Pukeuri Plant. The consents




authorise activities such as discharges of wastewater to water, land and discharging of
contaminants and odour to air.

Alliance therefore has a significant interest in planning documents such as the Proposed
Otago Regional Policy Statement that might influence or affect its ability to operate in an
efficient and effective manner.

In light of the above, Alliance considers it has aninterest in the Proposed Otago Regional
Policy Statement that is greater than the interest the greater public has, by virtue of its
role in operating infrastructure that is of regional significance.

Alliance therefore makes the following further submissions pursuant to Clause 8 of the
First Schedule to the RMA.

3. Alliance will not gain an advantage in trade competition through these further
submissions.

4, Further Submissions

Alliance’s further submissions on the Proposed Otago Regional Policy Statement are
altached as Appendix A.

5. Alliance does wish to be heard in relation to this submission.

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

7.  Alliance seeks that following decisions from the Otago Regional Council:

a)  That the relief sought and/or amendments (or those with similar or like effect)
outlined in Appendix A be accepted;

b)  such further or other relief as is appropriate or desirable in order to take account
of the matters expressed in this further submission.

Signature: W

By its authorised agent Claire Hunter, on behalf of

Alliance Group Limited

Date: 24 September 2015
Address for service: Alliance Group Limited

2




C/- Mitchell Partnerships
PO Box 489
DUNEDIN

Attn: Claire Hunter
Telephone: (03) 477 7884

Email: claire.hunter@mitchellpartnerships.co.nz




APPENDIX A

Table 1 — Alliance’s further submissions




pasueyua
10 peysjoid pue ‘painuspl
ale $80iN0SAl |BINjeU ponjeA
Ajol008 -Aubiy pue jueoyubis s06e10

uswdoasp

10 9sn STENF0oI0deU] Woly pajosjold 8g PINoYs $80in0sal [BINjeU Jely] SI8piSU0d aduellly asoddQ 1SMOJ|0} SB puswy Ll | esuodsay  esim 22 anpdlqo
. Ppue pepeibep

U5aq S8 1 S18Um J SOUBUUS 10 SpIepuels AMent

ISt AERE—HE 40 ‘yjeay uewny syoddns

t

12y} SPTEPUETS Ajjenb ne Juaiqwe 185 peeb-teteiy (2

‘UBHEHAPUN BG O} JUSLISOURYUS BU} 10} S]sIXs Juawainbal Alojnjels e :0} ‘Ayfenb Jje sfeuew pue ‘sanjea Ayjenb e asiuboosy,

JayieuM Jo ssa|pJebal pue papeiBap si Alienb Jle yoim o3 8ai6sp sy} Jo ssa|psebal Ajifenb [T ESUETIN]
IlE J0 JUaWIBoURYUS B} alinbal 0] swess (q) asnejo-gns pasodoid sy} 1ey) $9j0U SoUEI Y ped ul esoddQ 1SMOJ0} Se pualy 1L | -uby soue|leg v°'1°z Aotjod

‘soIpoq Jajem JuBolUBIS, JO UoIULeP JO 3oB| 8y} pue JyBnos uonosjoud jeuonippe pue ‘spuejiem pue saipoq Jajem Buipue]sNo 1586 Ajsloog | SONIBA JjEMUSSL 10} BuiBeuep
10 adA} sy} 0} uopejas ul enbea ale sjuswpuswe pasodoid au} Jey} siepisuod 8oue|||lY ssoddo vl | osuodsey  SsIM L1 g Aood
‘Auteysoun
seonponul (s) asnejo-gns pascdosd Je piNoo, Jo uoIsNjoul B} Jeyl pejou osfe si i “ANSISAPOIG SNoUSDIpUI JoSle A[SSIoADE
PIN0S oM ADO[OIPAY U S9bUBUs PIoAY (5
VNS au1 Jo G 's Aq painbar s se Buiuueld uoejiawipss
pue jualssasse justueBeuew aoinosal pajelBaiul JueAsid pinom siu] Se uolejBWIPasS pue  uosols  peonpui  uedin PloAY  {® san|ea jajemysaly Joj Buibeuepy
pue uoisose ‘seBueyo |eoiBojopAy Jo souBploAE SAISNoUl-e 3y} sasoddo aouelly ssoddo “Aoljod ey 03 swey Buimolioy aUI PPY - 96 | ZN puig g 1salod "Lz Aollod

swaysAsod9 pue saa1nosal [einjeu Apjenb ybiy sey obejo Z laydeysn

efueuny] NUOYOH

papUBLLILIOoa) S| BUIPIOM SAIOE 6 SN 8y | pue noxeo

o efueuny
‘eBuoe) Jayjo pue ‘ndej lyeem ‘seyis siem ‘Spue| |eljsaoue XN ‘Dessdnd pauleisns ale s82in0sal
119U} UM SUOIIPEI} pue SINJNO JieL} pue Loel Jo diysuonesl 8y Jof epinoid pue . petiteisns PaSUBUUS pUe PS}os]old ale sa0inosal 13 eeuny edelnH Alewoisno  pue  sisasell
esiubooai, 0] 'YW a3 JO (2)9 'S Japun slaxew uoisiosp Jo uoiefijqo ay} yim Jusisisuooul Arewio}sno pue sjsalelul pue siybll ‘senjea nuyel ley, ey ‘pressopy | PUB siybu 'sanjea nyel 1ey
S| sanjeA nue) IeY J0 Juowesueyus pue uojosjosd, Bul Jeul SISpIsUOS SoUBllY esoddo SMO||0) SB 2A1}98[q0 puslY poL | 0 ebueuny aj Z'L anoslao

possaidxa s| eyeeniey pue pasiubodal ase sjsaiaiul pue sybu ‘sanjea nyey, ey "y asdeyd

NO.LISCd
ONINOSYIY FONVITIV ) aalsaNoAY NOoISIOAd al'ans d3LLmens NOISINOUd




‘aAj08Y S
aq o} uuoj Juasald sj Ul anbeA 00} s] 1'¢ BAI108[gO UoISSILIGNS SiY] Ulim seaibe aoueily

noddng

‘uonoasp 1o ssodind oyoads Aue sxyoE| aAnoelqo 8y |

"L'g aAoslao ejeteg

66

papwin
dnoioy aapelado
-0D ei8juoH

SJUIBIISLIOD [RIUBLLIUOIIALS
sos|uBooal saomosal eoisAyd
pue |einjeu Jo Juswdopasp
pue asn ‘uopoa10ly

L' BA0B[A0

‘Aatjod aup 1o (1) (q) @SNE[O-gns UO SPIING PUE LI JUSISISUOS 81 Sl se ‘sioedwl AlAJisUes
osional eBeuew ©0) UoRppe ejqenns e jo uojsnjoul pasodosd sy} spoddns souelly

uoddng

. SOIADE
PaUSIJEISe U0 SJ09ji8 AJAISUSS Bs1dAal Ul Jnsal
BUTTeU] SONTAOE JO UONEolISUSIUT 1O JUSWILSIIGEISS

M

:asne(o
Buimoljoy a3 Buippe Ag paasiyoe ag pinod S|y seilAloe
pausiiaelss 0} ANWIXoid U} SOIAOE JO UOIEOIISUSIUY
10 JUSLUYSHGEISS SU} Ylim pajeloosse sjosys AjlAlSUSS
astoral jenusiod ssaippe 0) ¢€Z Adlod puswy

341 9]endoidde  Juoike  auy . 0] joHisey

8Ch

pajwi
ZN IO IOy pue
pajwi ZN IO dd
‘paypwiy ABisuz 7

§'¢'g Aollod

'$108)8 Yyons Jo Juswabeuew o} suondo
Sy} pue S}oale es1aApe 2|qIssod UIm S3[JIAIOE JO UOIBIOPISUOD 3U) S2|qBUS YINY dY.L

‘8109140 9SIIAPE JO )SH, B SI 8i8U) 818UM SIHAIIOR PlOAR 0 juswalinbal e
Aldde o) pue ,Juewebeuew 80.n0S8l SIGRUIRISNS 8/0GE SPIEpUER)S , PAIIUSPIUN ‘paulepun
10 uonerspisuoo Buueld annbal 0} sreudoiddeul aq piNOm ) 1eU} SIBPISUOD BoUERYIY

asoddo

pue

‘ANTE00] SUIBS BU] DUNDSHE SanjeA Jayjo uo sjos)je
osiorpe Joyio BuneBiiw Jo ButApswss ‘Bulploay  (q

pue ‘edeoseas o adeospue| ‘aines) |einjeu au)

10 eoUeoyiUBIS BY) 0} ANGLIUOD UDIUM SeNnjeA 8S0U}
Uo s}08e 95I0APE IO 351 B 1M SSHIADE Buipioay (e
'Ag ‘sadeosess pue
sadeospue| ‘sainies) jeinjeu Buipueisino pue JUEORIUBIS
10 senjeA ey} JUewebeUeW 80Jn0sal  o[qeuléishs
SAOGE PIEpUBIS & 0] 2I0)sal pue soueyus 19810id

e-'god = & Baifeuet
pe et astRTes e rtet-SupreIneBut

S50B058a5 PUE S50JB0SpUE| SalMEed) [8Jnjeu PUIPUEISING
PUE JUEoniubls e0UBUUs pue j9910ld v'2C Adliod,
1SMOJjO) SB pusLLY

1493

‘ouj AJel00g
ostlodsay  aSIAA

sadeosess
pue ‘sedeospue|  ‘sainjes)
leJmeu Buipueisino Buibeuep

v'z'¢ Aollod

"80UBPIOAR 0} UOIHPPE Wi
suondo uoneBiyiw pue uoReIPaLIa) J8PISLIOD 0} LIoKSLSIP JO UoIsNioul 84} suoddns sauelly

Jeddng

pue ! 10040 9slaape BUNEDHW 10
TTADaWG] "S|qeonseld 00 5] Sy} o18um 1o’ Buipiore (e
:Aq ‘sadeosess pue sadeospue| ‘sainies) (elnjeu
BuipuEISING JO SBN[BA 8U} 2I0}S8! pue 8ouByud J08]0ld,
1SMOJ(0} SE puslly

16

pajwn pueesz
MmaN  Jemodsuely

sadeosess
pue ‘sadeospuel ‘sainjea)
jednyeu Buipuejsino Buibeuep

b'z'C Aolod

_W




aiqeidene 5 0} PaISPISUCS a1 Asy) aeum sabreyosip jo JuewsBeuew auj sjesodiooul o)
payelp-a1 10 palejep aq pinoys Aoijod au) 1ey) SISPISU0D SoUBIlY USWILONAUS Buingos!

e ojuoheBi Ul e
10 ‘seninloe [enuspIsey

Buipn{oul ‘SBINAIIE SAI)ISUSS 0] 8S0(0

ssouelsgns snoixou Jo snoplezey jo seBleyosig (g

10 ‘e 18 0} 90UedIubs [EInno
10 53115 10 ley ®yiyew o} Ajwixoid 3so0[0 up

10 ey Ui passl
S€ SJUSWUONAUS tojem o} Ajwuixoxd asop v 'l

10 ‘SJUSUIUDIIAUS [BJSB0O
TO SpPUE[iam [einiel Jolemysoljseiem o Ajoaig
‘s)sem [BWIUE JO Uewny jo sabieyosig (e

‘pejalap aq pinoys pue uoibal su} Ui uawidojaasp Joj suojesidw!
anyeBau peaidsapim Ajfeijusiod sey Aoljod pssodoud sy ‘payelp Se JRU] SI9PISU0O doUellY

woddng

‘SeouRISaNs
snopiezey Buiajoaut Allaoe Aue Jo juswysigelse
oy} mczcm>mza Se penijsuos aq pinood pue ploysaiypy
8oUEls|0] 0IBZ B sjes >_m>z.0mtw >0__On_ SiU} PajRIP SY .
auy 0] 8w WOJ4 NS00
0] SMUNQUOA ||Im UOIBUILLBIUOY PUR PEPIOAR 8 JOULED
sjueplooy ‘Jonpoid B Jo |0JU0O JO SSO| B S| alay)
aeym SINSO0 UOIRUWEIUOD PUB| PRIBURLIBILOD
mau jo eouepioae oy} sasnbes Aojod siuL e
‘Aonjod e1019Q

8cl

sy} Jo Ajioedes ey} JO UOHRISPISUOD 2geus 10U $20p pue sabieyosip Yim psjeioosse :Bupnjou AJUNWLIOD Japim 8L} puR enusym ejebuel paywnr
syyeuaq o) JUNOoTE Jou saop ‘ploysaly ubiy Algeucseaiun ue sausigesse Aojjiod au Jo 0} @AISUBYO Jo B|qeuoioalio are jeuy safleyosip ploAy, dnoio  aaperado
Bunelp (pioae,) aaouisal AyBiy sy} Jey} SUIBOLOD SJORILGNS 8L} Uiim saalbe aouelly uoddng 'SMOJ|0) SB PIOMBY 66 | -00 B1I8JUOS L6t Aoljed
‘sosodind |eUiSNpU 104 paywt
‘JusLalelg Aoljod JeuoiBay syl pue| [B1)SNPUI JO 8SN JUSo4e 8U} Joy Yiomawel) Bullqeus dnoio  eajjelado
Ul salAjo. [eisnpul 10y apiaoid pue ssiubooal 0] sjeudoidde st} Jey) sIspisUod 8oUBl Y Moddng | pue Jespp B sepiacld ‘pauiou s G’k Adllod uleley 66 | 0D ellauo ey Adllod

JUSWIUOIAUS }ing pue [einjeu s,0be}0 Aofus pue as|

pejwri
ZN 1O GO pue
payw ZN 110 Jg
‘poywin ABiouz Z

n o} aiqe ate ajdoad p 1eydeyd

Mau Jo uoneaio auy Buiptoay

pue| pajeuilelos

6'6'¢ Aallod

‘'speau AUNUWIWod
100w o} Alessaosu sumoniselul jo Juswdojeasp pue ymolB eyl apnjoasd pnom pue
VY 29Ul Yum Juaisisuooul aq pinom i se yoeoidde aoueploAe aAISNoUl-(|B ue sasoddo
pUE BINJONIISENUI UNM PaJRIoosse Siessuoo [euoieoo] ey jo juesiufoo st aoueilly

. ‘Sejnu pue setoljod 'sejoelgo ybnoly) ses.le esayj Ui swdojorsp pue
‘asn ‘voIsiapgns sjeudosddeuy wouy uoosjold epinold pue ‘sseooid Joy 8y}
10 | einpayos Jo uoteubisep Joj Juswalinbal jo sojou ‘uoedljdde JLestoo
s0unoses & YBNoIL) S108YS JO LoIRIBPISUOS By} Jnoyjim sjeudolddeur oq Aew )
pue epeudoiddeus ae )
‘Juswdoersp pue asn ‘UoISIAPANS
JO SuLo pue saiNoe Jeinoiied sieym JUBWUOIALS [B)SBOD 8y} JO seale Anuspt,
'saje)s S4OZN U3 Jo (q) 2 Adliod ey} sajou aouelly

asoddo

‘g'¢ aAI0algo 03 9bueyo papusLLILIoDa]

auy o} 108le aAlb 0} pue 0L0Z SJOZN @yl Jo
J Aoljo4 01 1aye aalb 0} pesodoid sl jUaWpUBWY

‘sajny pue se|ljod 'ssAnosqo ybnoyy

uonoatoid spiacid pue epeudoiddeur aq Aew

10 81E JUBWJOIBABP pUEB asn 'UOISIAIPGNS alaym

JUSLLLIOJIAUS |B}SEOO 8} Ul SBaJe JO U0iedyusp!
sy} saunbas 0LOZ SdOZN dul jo [ Adlled -
. TBfendoidden] aq o3 pewsap

BIE JUSWOO[eASp PUB o8N LOISIAIPANS — aJaym

JUSWUOIAUS [e}5800 U} JO Seale paljuspl PIOAY A
 ey) seale ywmolb aimny BuiApuep) (o,

18MOJ[0] SB pUBWY

Ayyeay pue ajes ‘ualfisss ate obejo ul sspjuNWOD

LLL

UOHBAIBSUOD JO
|eseua9-10j084(

ymmolb uegin Joj Buibeuep

1'g'¢ Aolod

¢ 1adeyd




‘Juswasels Adljod jeuoibey
aU) JO YN SUI LI J3YMBSIS PSN 10 Pauiiep Jou ae asau} se oijews|qod aie seinjes)
[eameu paniea Aybiy, pauyapun 0} seouasael pesodold Jeu) SJSPISUD SoLellY JSASMOH

usWwalelg Aoliod [euoifiay aul ela 1aAs) TeUDIBaI & Je palnuapt
aie eune) shousBipur jueouubis Jo sjeligely pue uoneeBaa snousbipul eoyubls
pue ‘(JusWUOlIAUS [BISEOD 8y} ul Buipnjour) 1e1oeseyo jeimjeu Buipueisino jo seale o
'sainies; pue sadeospuel [einjeu Bulpueisino .

. 'selpoq Jejem BulpueisinGe pue Spuejispy @
'samjes] [elfijeu

PaneA AUP pue sadeospue] Ajuswe [epsds P
‘sadeosess pue sadeospuej |einjey

Buipueisino pue ‘saines) [emeu Bupuelsing 0

"JUSWIUONAUS |B}SE0D 34}
Ul Jeyoeseyd (eanjeu UBTY pUe Buipueisino jo sealy  'q

‘JOSWUOIAUS SUNEW pue 18jemUsal]

“[Bisena] eyl Jo eunej snousBipul o jeldey
weoyubis pue uoneBaa snousBipur jueopubls e
:Aiuep! im ‘Aigisuodsel
J0 seaJe llay} Ui ‘sjiounod joulsip pue Ao ‘feuoibey,

ISMOII0} SB Z7L°9 POUIBI puswly -«

uoRBAIBSUOD JO

$80.n0s3] JuepodLl

Jo uoheosyuep] — 1L'9 POURW

:5,06e30 Jey) Juepoduwl 8 1 Jeyl spgns souelly | Wed ulpaddng ‘paljilou se |°L'g POUISIA Uiy . L] (esBusD-lojosld spousiN
Aye1008
‘moj|e pinom Buiyelp “Anenb Jre Buinoiduit pajelsodioou|
pasodosd ayi ueyy seouelswNoO Jo sbues Jspim B Ul Alenb ne uo 8109)j0 9SIBAPE U0} . 10 1o 1do o} suoseal jo Jaqunu ofie| e silo Aoljod (dO18) einsuiuad
S}9S40 0 UOIIRISPISUOS al} BGEuUD 0} paiipow aq pInoys Aoijod ayj jey) S19pisLoo ouel|lY ped ur ssoddo | eyl “Awenb e Buiaciduwt Jo 1no ido o} suondo sy} slelRg gg | oBein syl enes 6'Gy Aolod
‘es|LioldWoo Ase9, U SE USSS US}0 00~
‘SIUBSUOD JO ABJOP JUSNDOSUOO B UlIM pasoons
M j0eford B Jouiaum ysiigeise O] siedA soye} Y .
‘PiodAI A@loog Ausianipolq snousBipul
‘papnyoaid 84 J0U PINOYS PUE SI08418 [EJUSLLILIONAUS Jood e sey oBejo uf pue |00} 8pnio e si Bumesyo [ejuswiLoliaug | 40 Bumasyo Buliqeus
osienpe ejebiil 0} sueall pilea B S $}JOSYO JO @SN BU} 1ey) SISPISU0D oUEBlY asaddo ‘g)ele 6G | obel0 |equad 16t Aoljod

-Bupnioul ‘AIUNLIWOD
JOPIM B} PUB BNUSUM B]8)8) 0} SAISUSLO 10 3|geuolosiqo
aie jey; sobleyosip SEDRWU 1O Apewial PIOAY

ssbBieyosip ajqeuoyoalgo
TiBeUeR] Bupeay LGy Adlod,

o Soaps oW

:epinoid 0} pepUBUIE B 0} SPasu i ‘pauielal sl LG
foljod “aljel wbnos Atewd seueiuod 0] AJRJUOD Y -

—jjgay Uewiny U0 S}o3}jo S[(ejdsooeun PIOAR 03 &













In light of the above, QAC considers it has an interest in the Proposed Otago Regional
Policy Statement that is greater than the interest the greater public has, by virtue of its
role in operating infrastructure that is of regional and national significance.

QAC therefore makes the following further submissions pursuant to Clause 8 of the First
Schedule to the RMA.

3. QAC will not gain an advantage in trade competition through these further submissions.

4, Further Submissions

QAC'’s further submissions on the Proposed Otago Regional Policy Statement are
attached as Appendix A.

5. QAC does wish to be heard in relation to this submission.

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

7. QAC seeks that following decisions from the Otago Regional Council:

a)  That the relief sought and/or amendments (or those with similar or like effect)
outlined in Appendix A be accepted,;

b)  such further or other relief as is appropriate or desirable in order to take account
of the matiers expressed in this further submission.

Signature:
By its authorised agent Kirsty O’Sullivan, on behalf of
Queenstown Airport Corporation

Date: 24 September 2015

Address for service: Queenstown Airport Corporation

C/- Mitchell Partnerships
PO Box 489
DUNEDIN

Attn: Kirsty O’Sullivan






APPENDIX A

Table 1 — QAC’s further submissions



PROVISION SUBMITTER SUB.ID DECISION REQUESTED QAC REASONING

POSITION .
Chapter 1 Kai Tahu values, rights and interests are recognised and kaitiakitaka is expressed
Objective 1.2 Te Runanga o | 154 Amend objective as follows Oppose QAC considers that the “protection and enhancement’ of Kai Tahu values is
Kai Tahu values, rights and | Moeraki, Kati “Kai Tahu values, rights and interests and customary inconsistent with the obligation of decision makers under s. 6(e) of the RMA,
interests and customary | Huirapa Runaka ki resources are protected and enhanced sustained.” to “recognise and provide for' the relationship of Maori and their culture and
resources are sustained Puketeraki, traditions with their ancestral lands, water, sites, waahi tapu, and other
taonga.
Te Rumanga o The use of active wording is recommended
Otakou and
Hokonui Runanga
Chapter 2 Otago has high quality natural resources and ecosystems
Policy 2.1.1 Forest & Bird NZ 98 . Add the following items to the policy: Oppose QAC opposes the all-inclusive avoidance of hydrological changes, erosion
Managing for freshwater q)  Avoid human induced erosion and sedimentation and sedimentation as this would prevent integrated resource management
values ) Avoid changes in hvdrology which could adversely assessment and planning as is required by s. 5 of the RMA.
affect indigenous biodiversity
It is also noted that the inclusion of “could” at proposed sub-clause (s)
introduces uncertainty.
Policy 2.1.1 Wise Response | 114 &3d) Provide additional protection to sianificant and Rretest | Oppose QAC considers that the proposed amendments are vague in relation to the
Managing for freshwater | Society outstanding water bodies and wetlands; and type of additional protection sought and the lack of definition of * significant'
values water bodies.
Policy 2.1.1 Pioneer Generation | 142 Amendments including: Support QAC supports recognition of the need for infrastructure providers to maintain
Managing for freshwater | Limited p)  Maintain the ability of existing infrastructure to operate and upgrade facilities and provide for the needs of the community.
values within their design parameters while providing for the
maintenance, upgrading and, as appropriate, the
enhancement of the same.
Policy 2.1.2 Aurora Energy | 76 Insert new clause (m) as follows: Support QAC supports the provision for new use and development of river and lake
Managing for the values of | Limited “(m) provide for the current and reasonably foreseeable beds where 5U°|"‘A ?Cti\’ity will provide for the grqvvth and development of
beds of rivers and lakes, future needs and cultural. _economic _and social infrastructure facilities necessary to meet community needs.
wetlands, and their margins wellbeing of people and the community by enabling the
use and development of river and lake beds where
appropriate. "




Policy 2.1.4 Wise Response Amend as follows: Oppose QAC submits that the values associated with air quality include visibility. The
Society inc. "Policy 2.1.4 Managing air guality for ecosystern function and proposed amendments strictly focuses this policy towards ecosystem

value function and value, thus excluding the link between air quality and visibility.

Managing for-aiquality-values”
Objective 2.2 Wise Response Amend as follows: Oppose QAC considers that natural resources should be protected from jinappropriate
Otago's significant and | Society “Natural features of Otago's environment with significant or use or development.
highly-valued natural outstanding gualities are identified, protected and enhanced
resources are identified, to a standard above general sustainability criteria, so as fo
and protected or enhanced maintain their special qualities

Otago's-significant-and highly-valued-naturalreseurces-are
Policy 2.2.4 Transpower Amend as follows: Support QAC agrees that it is appropriate to recognise that while avoidance of
Managing outstanding | Zealand Limited “Protect, enhance and restore the values of outstanding adverse effects might be the first preference, this is not always practicable
natural features, natural features, landscapes and seascapes, by: and therefore it is appropriate to allow for scope to remedy or mitigate
landscapes, and seascapes a) avoiding ,or where this is not pragticable, remedying or adverse effects in such circumstances.

mitigating adverse effects...; and
iding. I - ;

Policy 2.2.4 Wise Response | 1 Amend as follows: Oppose QAC considers that it would be inappropriate to require planning
Managing outstanding | Society Inc. "Policy 2.2.4 Protect and enhance significant and consideration of undefined, unidentified “standards above sustainable
natural features, outstanding natural features. landscapes and seascapes resource management’ and to apply a requirement to avoid activities where

landscapes, and seascapes

Protect, enhance and restore fo a standard above

sustainable resource management the values of significant
and outstanding natural features, landscapes and

seascapes, by:

a) Avoiding activities with a risk of adverse effects on
those values which contribute to the significance of the
natural feature, landscape or seascape; and

b)  Avoiding, remedying or mitigating other adverse effects

on other values affecting the same locality; and...

there is a "risk” of adverse effects.

The RMA enables the consideration of activities with possible adverse effects
and the options for management of such effects.




Chapter 3 Communities in Otago are resilient, safe and healthy

with land use

"Achieve the strategic integration of infrastructure with land
use, by: ...

b)  viii. The effects on existing land use and land users: and

Objective 3.1 Fonterra Co- | 99 Delete Objective 3.1. Support QAC agrees with this submission. Objective 3.1 is too vague in its present
Protection, use and | operative Group The objective lacks any specific purpose or direction. form to be effective.
development of natural and | Limited
physical resources
recognises  environmental
constraints
Policy 3.4.1 Radio New Zealand | 57 Retain this policy with the following amendment (or words to | Support QAC supports the amendment of the policy to avoid reverse sensitivity effects
Integrating  infrastructure | Limited similar effect): on infrastructure.
with land use e) Avoiding issues of land use _incompatibility by
preventing new activities from taking place in locations
where those activities are fikely to be sensitive to the
effects _from _regionally or nationally _significant
infrastructure.
Policy 3.4.1 Transpower New | 97 Amend the text of Policy 3.4.1 as follows: Support QAC supports the amendment of the policy to avoid reverse sensitivity effects
Integrating  infrastructure | Zealand Limited “Achieve the strategic integration of infrastructure with land on infrastructure.
with land use use, by:
a) Recognising the functional, technical, operational and
locational needs of infrastructure of regiona! or national
importance;
b)  Achieving a pattern, form and desian of land use that
does not adversely affect the efficient operation. use
and uparading of infrastructure of regional or national
importance;
c) Managing urban growth and development:
iy Within areas that have sufficient infrastructure
capacity and provision; or
iiy  Where infrastructure services can be upgraded,
developed or extended efficiently and effectively;
and
i) By notifying the owners and operators of
infrastructure of consent applications that may
adversely affect such infrastructure ”
Policy 3.4.1 Federated Farmers of | 115 Amend as follows {or words to similar effect): Oppose QAC considers that proposed sub-clauses (b) (iv) and (v) adequately address
Integrating infrastructure | New Zealand the effects of infrastructure provision on land use and an additional clause as

submitted is unnecessary.




Palicy 3.4.2 Airways Corporation | 43 Amend (e): Support QAC supports the protection of infrastructure petworks, as distinguished from
Managing infrastructure | of New Zealand infrastructure corridors.
activities Protect infrastructure corridors  and__networks  for
infrastructure needs, now and for the future.

Palicy 3.5.1 Airways Corporation | 43 Amend (e): Support QAC supports the recognition of navigation infrastructure as it is integral to
Recognising national and of New Zealand Ports—and airports and navigation infrastructure. the functioning of regionally and nationally significant infrastructure.
regional significance  of
infrastructure
Policy 3.5.1 Dunedin City Council | 156 Delete Policy 3.5.1 and include as a definition in the glossary. | Oppose QAC considers that it is appropriate that the proposed Regional Policy
Recognising national and Statement inciudes recognition (via a policy) of the national and regional
regional significance  of significance of infrastructure.
infrastructure
Policy 3.5.2 Pioneer Generation | 142 . The measures set out in Policy 3.5.2 to manage the | Support QAC considers that the avoidance of all adverse effects is an impractical
Managing adverse effects of Limited adverse effects of infrastructure are overly restrictive approach, given the locational constraints associated with infrastructure.
infrastructure  that  has and create tension between policy 3.5.2 and 3.5.1.
national  or  regional - Policy 3.5.2 does not recognise that there are often QAC also notes that the regional and national benefits associated with
significance constraints associated with ensuring infrastructure is infrastructure development should be balanced against any adverse effects

located in a position where it can efficiently and in the assessment of such proposals.

effectively operate.

. If infrastructure of national or regionat significance is a

required to be focated in one of the areas identified in

Policy 3.5.2 a) then the proposed RPS should

recognise and provide for an assessment of the

significance of the values which also considers not only

the measures to be put in place to avoid, remedy or

mitigate those effects, but also the benefits associated

with the overall development of the infrastructure

proposed.
Palicy 3.5.3 Airways Corporation | 43 Amend (e): Support QAC supports the protection of infrastructure networks in addition to
Protecting infrastructure of of New Zealand Protecting infrastructure  corridors and _networks  for infrastructure corridors, given the significance of such networks at regional
national or regional infrastructure needs, now and for the future. and national scales.
significance
Palicy 3.9.5 Z Energy Limited, BP | 128 Delete policy. Support QAC considers that as drafted, the proposed policy has potentially

Avoiding the creation of new
contaminated land

Oil NZ Limited and
Mobil Oil NZ Limited

. This policy requires the avoidance of new contaminated
land. Contamination occurs where there is a loss of
control of a product. Accidents cannot be avoided and
contamination will continue to occur from time to time

. As drafted this policy effectively sets a zero tolerance
threshold and could be construed as preventing the
establishment of any activity involving hazardous
substances.

widespread negative implications for development in the region and should
be deleted.




Chapter 4 People are abie to use and enjoy Otago’s natural and built environment

Policy 4.3.5 Royalburn Farming 102 “i.  Reverse sensitivity effects on industrial activities ; or” Support QAC supports this policy and considers it appropriate to clarify that the intent
is protect industrial activities from reverse sensitivity effects.

Walter Peak Station 103

Millbrook Country | 104
Club

Eastburn Farm 105
RCL Queenstown 106
Damper Bay Estates | 197

Halfway Bay Station | 1pg

Water Tight { 109
Investments
Soho Basin 129
Northiake 130
Investments

131
Shotover Country

132
Ayrburn Farm
Developments
Bridesdale Farm 133
Developments
Glencoe Station 134
Treble Cone | 135

Investment

Woodlot Properties 136

Henley Downs Farm | 137
Holdings




Methods

Method 6.1 — Identification
of important resources

Director-General  of
Conservation

.

It takes years to establish whether a project will
succeed with a consequent delay of consents.

Too often seen as an "easy" compromise.

Retain Method 6.1.1 as notified.
Amend Method 6.1.2 as follows:

“Regional, city and district councils, in their areas of
responsibility, will identify:

a.

Significant indigenous vegetation and significant habitat
of indigenous fauna of the terrestrial, freshwater and
marine environment;

Areas of outstanding and high natural character in the
coastal environment;

Qutstanding natural features, and outstanding natural
landscapes and seascapes;

Special amenity landscapes and highly valued natural
features;

Wetlands and Goutstanding water bodies; ..."

Real Journeys 138
Policy 4.5.7 Central Otago | 59 Delete. Oppose QAC considers that the use of offsets is a valid means to mitigate adverse
Enabling  offsetting  of Environmental «  Off-setting is a crude tool and in Otago has a poor environmental effects and should not be preciuded.
indigenous biodiversity Society record.

Support in part,
oppose in part

QAC considers it important that Otago’s:

+ outstanding natural landscapes and features,

. areas of outstanding natural character (including in the coastal
environment), and

« significant indigenous vegetation and habitats of significant indigenous
fauna are identified at a regional levei in the Regional Policy Statement.

However QAC considers that proposed references to undefined “highly
valued natural features” are problematic as these are not defined or used
elsewhere in the RMA or the Regional Policy Statement.










from Peter Dowden

news photo collator/archivist: odt.co.nz

compiler of comic verse: twitter.com/odtclerithew

bus and coach driver: gobus.go.nz

bus drivers' union rep union.org.nz/organisation/nz-tramways-and-public-transport-union
transport history geek: otagoheritagebus.co.nz

public transport users' advocate: busgodunedin. wikia.com

please consider the environment and travel by public transport

12 Woodhaugh St, Woodhaugh, Dunedin/Otepoti, 9010
+64-3-467 9353 (mornings are best)

+64 21 137 2129 (mobile; please try landline first)
facebook.com/peter.dowden
















This being the case; why does the ORC base its sea level projections on the
IPCC claims

Satellite sea level altimetry.

Further to the points | have made regarding the inaccuracy and adjustment of the satellite sea level
data from Boulder Colorado.

The satellites show sea level rising at almost double the rate that tide gauges do.
Before using such data you should understand how it is processed and the inherent inaccuracies in
this method. see http://www.john-daly.com/altimetry/topex.htm.

ORC staff have a duty to the ratepayers to use good scientific data to assess risk from sea level
rise.

Currently it is using a hypothesis that is based on a huge number of assumptions where many
parameters are simply guesses.

(a) it is impossible to calculate a value for climate sensitivity from the climate models.

(b) most projections have failed

(c) the main method by which CO2 heats the atmosphere has been shown not to exist.

No person in their right minds would ever use the IPCC data for pubic policy and indeed senior
scientists involved in production of these models (Kevin Trenberth) has publicly warned against
such use.

So why are you using it ?

Peter Foster
25th September 2015






Original submission

reference

Federated Farmers - David Cooper, PO Box 5242, Dunedin
9058

115/166

Rayonier support the relief sought in the submission point as the word

minimise sets a very high threshold. The use of the word manage is
considered more appropriate in a resource management context.

Director-General of Conservation - Geoff Deavoll, Private
Bag 4715, Christchurch Mail Centre 8140

117/174

Rayonier oppose the relief sought in the submission point and seek to have
Policy 4.5.7 retained as notified. The implications of the amendments,
Including the new schedule, as requested in the submission are significant
and need to be considered in the context of the proposed regional policy
statement as a whole and therefore subject to a robust s32 analysis to
determine their appropriateness. The amendments appear onerous and may
further complicate the offsetting process.

Director-General of Conservation - Geoff Deavoll, Private
Bag 4715, Christchurch Mail Centre 8140

117/175

Rayonier oppose the relief sought in the submission point and seek to have
Policy 4.5.8 retained as notified. The implications of the new policy and
schedule as requested in the submission are significant and need to be
considered in the context of the proposed regional policy statement as a
whole and therefore subject to a robust s32 analysis to determine its
appropriateness.

Queenstown Airport Corporation - Kirsty O'Sullivan, Mitchell
Partnerships, PO Box 489, Dunedin

122/44

Rayonier support the relief sought in the submission point as it is necessary
to allow flexibility in circumstances where enhancement of significant
indigenous vegetation and significant habitats of indigenous fauna is not
appropriate and where avoidance, remediation or mitigation of adverse
effects is not practicable.

Queenstown Lakes District Council - Marc Bretherton,
Private Bag 50072, Queenstown 9348

95/42

Rayonier support the relief sought in the submission point as they support
Policy 2.2.1 as notified.
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