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INTRODUCTION  

 

1. My name is Laura Catherine Buttimore. I am a Consultant Planner with 

Resource Management Group Ltd (RMG), an urban and environmental 

planning consultancy, based in Christchurch. 

 

2. I have prepared and presented evidence before this Panel for the 

Residential, Industrial and Commercial chapters in relation to 

submissions lodged by Orion New Zealand Limited (Orion). I hold the 

qualifications and experience as set out in this earlier evidence1.  

 

3. I have read the Expert Witness Code of Conduct set out in the 

Environment Court’s Practice Note 2014.  I have complied with the Code 

of Conduct in preparing this evidence and I agree to comply with it while 

giving oral evidence before the Hearing Panel.  Except where I state that 

I am relying on the evidence of another person, this written evidence is 

within my area of expertise.  I have not omitted to consider material facts 

known to me that might alter or detract from the opinions expressed in 

this evidence. 

 

SCOPE OF EVIDENCE  

 

4. Much of this evidence relies on conclusions I have reached in my earlier 

evidence for Chapter 14, 15 and 16. I rely on this evidence in relation to 

the importance of Orion’s identified electricity distribution lines as 

strategic infrastructure and why these lines warrant protection under the 

proposed Christchurch Replacement District Plan (pCPDP)2.  

 

5. In addition to my earlier evidence I will provide the following: 

 A discussion on Orion’s submission on Chapter 8 – 

subdivision and identify where Mr Long and I are in 

agreement; and 

                                                           
1
 L Buttimore, Statement of Evidence Residential Chapter, Paragraphs 3 – 4, dated 20

th
 

March 2015. 
2
 L Buttimore, Statement of Evidence Residential Chapter, dated 20

th
 March 2015 and L 

Buttimore, Statement of Evidence Commercial and Industrial Chapter, dated 24
th
 of April 

2015.  
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 The changes I consider necessary to chapter 8 as revised in 

the evidence of Mr Long and the reasons for these 

amendments. 

 

ORION’S SUBMISSION 

 

6. The original submission made by Orion supported a number of 

provisions within Chapter 8 that have been retained in Mr Long’s 

revised chapter version, dated 21 May 2015. In addition some 

amendments to provisions were sought. This included the following: 

(i) an amendment to Rule 8.3.2.1 RD1 (access) to exclude utility 

lots from this access provision;  

(ii) an amendment to Rule 8.3.4.1 RD6 (telecommunications) to 

exempt allotments providing telecommunications if the allotment 

is for ‘ a utility, road, reserve or for access purposes’; and 

(iii) an amendment to Rule 8.3.4.1 RD5 (Transmission Line 

Corridors) to include Orion’s identified electricity distribution 

lines.  

 

7. These three items highlighted above are the only provisions of Chapter 

8 that Orion’s submission sought changes to. 

 

8. Items (i) and (iii) identified above have been accepted by Mr Long and 

included in the revised chapter provided with his evidence. Given this I 

will not discuss these matters.  

 

9. Item (iii) has not been resolved in the revised chapter and the balance of 

my evidence will address this matter.  

 

CHAPTER 8 – SUBDIVISION – RULE 8.3.4.1 RD5 AND 8.4.3A C16 

 

10. At mediation on the 27th of May discussion occurred around the 

inclusion of Orion’s 33kV electricity distribution lines and whether or not 

these lines warrant protection under Chapter 8. Mr Long agreed to 

consider the inclusion of Orion’s 33kV and 11kV Heathcote to Lyttelton 

line. Following mediation, email correspondence has occurred between 
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Mr Long and I, an agreement has been reached around the proposed 

corridor protection provisions.  

 

11. As outlined in my earlier evidence for Chapters 14 - 16 I consider that 

Orion’s identified electricity distribution lines, which includes all the 

66kV, 33kv lines as well as the Heathcote to Lyttelton 11kV line, warrant 

protection under the pCRDP. The reasons for this are discussed in both 

earlier briefs of evidence. However, by way of summary this is because I 

consider the identified electricity distribution lines to be strategic 

infrastructure as defined under the Canterbury Regional Policy 

Statement (CRPS) and Chapter 3 of the pCRDP. Both the CRPS and 

Chapter 3 have direct objectives and or policies which require the 

appropriate management of reverse sensitivity effects on strategic 

infrastructure.   

 

12. The revised version of Chapter 8 included as an attachment to Mr 

Long’s evidence includes new provisions specifically for the New 

Neighbourhood Zone. Given Orion have lines that traverse the New 

Neighbourhood Zone it is considered that proposed Rule 8.3.4.A C16 

must include reference to both Orion’s 66kV and 33kV lines.  

 

13. Given both Rule 8.3.4A C16 and Rule 8.3.4.1 RD5 are provided to 

manage reverse sensitivity effects on transmission lines, I consider 

these two rules should be drafted to mirror one another.  

 

14. From my discussions with Mr Long I understand he is comfortable with 

including the 11kV Heathcote to Lyttleton line within Rule 8.3.4.1 RD5 

and Rule 8.3.4.A C16.  However, Orion does not seek inclusion of the 

11kV line in these provisions.   

 

15. The proposed changes I recommend to both Rule 8.3.4.A and 8.3.4.1 

are attached as Appendix 1 of this evidence. The changes sought are: 

 

(i) Amend the title of each rule from ‘Transmission Line Corridors’ to 

‘Distribution Line Corridors’ for the rule that relates to Orion’s 

line; 

(ii) Add an additional item (c) to the first part of the rule to include a 

setback of 24m for the 33kV lines shown on planning maps; and 
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(iii) Amend the 12m building platform setback to reflect the distances 

sought in Chapters 14, 15 and 16; 

 

Each item above is discussed in greater detail below.  

 

16. The reference in both rule provisions to ‘Transmission Line Corridor’ is 

as I understand intended to include Orion’s 66kV distribution line. Mr 

Long outlined that a definition was being drafted for the definitions 

chapter to define ‘Transmission Line Corridor’ to avoid any confusion. 

Whilst, a definition will be helpful to aide in interpreting this rule there is 

potential for confusion to arise concerning the relative functions of 

Transpower and Orion. To avoid this, therefore, I believe the rule should 

reference Transmission and Distribution Line Corridors. Whilst a 

definition of ‘distribution line’ is not proposed as part of Phase 1, Orion 

will submit a proposed definition for inclusion as part of Phase 2 of the 

pCRDP. This will ensure any confusion around transmission and 

distribution lines is avoided. The definition is currently being drafted and 

I propose to provide this to the Panel at the time of the hearing. 

 

17. As outlined above the revised version of Chapter 8 which was attached 

to Mr Long’s evidence only included Orion’s 66kV electricity distribution 

lines. I believe the proposed Rules 8.3.4.A and 8.3.4.1 need to be 

amended to include the 33kV lines.  

 

18. As a result of evidence on Chapters 14, 15 and 16 Orion is seeking a 

setback of 5m for the 33kV electricity distribution lines. Given this, Mr 

Watson has calculated the appropriate subdivision setback to be 24m. I 

rely on the conclusions Mr Watson reaches for this figure and I have 

adopted it into the provisions attached as Appendix 1 of this evidence.  

 

19. The proposed rule framework in Rule 8.3.4A C16 and 8.3.4.1 RD5 

makes reference to identifying a building platform within 12m of the 

centreline of a transmission line. As outlined above previous evidence 

and questioning on Chapters 14 – 16 of the pCRDP have resulted in 

amendments to the 12m setback originally sought by Orion. Orion now 

seeks a 10m setback from the 66kV identified electricity distribution lines 

and 5m from the 33kV lines and 11kV Heathcote to Lyttelton line. Given 

this, an amendment is sought to the drafting of this part of the rule to 
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reflect the relevant setbacks. As a result of mediation I believe Mr Long 

is supportive of this amendment.  

 

20. The proposed changes sought to both Rule 8.3.4.A C16 and 8.3.4.1 are 

discussed above and outlined in Appendix 1. Please note that these 

amendments sought only relate to Orion’s identified electricity 

distribution lines and not Transpower as Mr Long has advised a 

separate rule will be provided for Transpower assets.  

 

21. There is also one difference between Rule 8.3.4.A C16 and Rule 8.3.4.1 

RD5 and that is in relation to Note 2 in terms of notification. I have 

amended the wording for Rule 8.3.4.A C16 to reflect that Council will 

consult with Orion rather than the applicant being required to consult 

with Orion as an affected party. This is because Rule 8.3.4.A is a 

controlled activity. I note this approach is consistent with some 

controlled activity provisions in the Operative City Plan.  

 

CONCLUSION 

 

22. My evidence focuses on the amendments I recommend to Chapter 8 to 

provide for Orion’s identified electricity distribution lines.  I have only 

discussed the amendments as they relate to amendments sought from 

the revised chapter included in Mr Long’s evidence. I understand that 

Mr Long is now supportive of these changes.   

 

23. I believe earlier evidence for Chapter 14 of the pCRDP identifies that 

Orion’s identified electricity distribution lines is ‘strategic infrastructure’ 

as defined by the CRPS and Chapter 3 of the pCRDP. Given this, the 

policy direction provided in the CRPS and Chapter 3 of the pCRDP 

directs a requirement to manage adverse reverse sensitivity effects on 

strategic infrastructure. I consider that corridor protection provisions in 

Chapter 8 of pCRDP as outlined in Appendix 1 of this evidence are the 

best way to give effect to those relevant objectives and policies.   

 

Laura Buttimore 

8 June 2015 
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Appendix 1: Amendments sought to Chapter 8 of the pCRDP  

 

Amendments sought to Rule 8.3.4.A C16  

Activity  
 

C16 
 
Electricity 
Distribution Line 
Corridors  

1. All allotments (other than an allotment created for access, a utility or 
road) located within:  
(a) 32 metres of the centre line of a 66kV electricity distribution line; or 
(b) 24 metres of the centre line of 33kV  electricity distribution line; 

shall identify a building platform for the principal building that is: 
(i) greater 10 metres from the centre line of a 66kV electricity 

distribution line or a foundation of an associated support structure 
(ii) greater than 5 metres from the centre line of a 33kV Orion 

electricity distribution line or a foundation of an associated support 
structure. 

 
Notes:  

1. The relevant electricity distribution lines are shown on the planning 
maps.  

2. Any application made in relation to this rule shall not be publicly 
notified or limited notified. However, the Council shall consult with 
Orion New Zealand Limited.  

3. Vegetation to be planted around the electricity distribution lines 
should be selected and/or managed to ensure that it will not result 
in that vegetation breaching the Electricity (Hazards from Trees) 
Regulations 2003.  

4. The New Zealand Electrical Code of Practice for Electrical Safe 
Distances (NZECP 34:2001) contains restrictions on the location of 
structures and activities in relation the electricity distribution line. 
Buildings and activities in the vicinity of electricity distribution lines 
must comply with the NZECP 34:2001. 

 

Amendment sought to Rule 8.3.4.1 RD5 

Activity  
 

RD5 
 
Electricity 
Distribution Line 
Corridors  

1. All allotments (other than an allotment created for access, a utility or 
road) located within:  
(a) 32 metres of the centre line of a 66kV electricity distribution line; or 
(b) 24 metres of the centre line of 33kV  electricity distribution line; 

shall identify a building platform for the principal building that is: 
(i) greater 10 metres from the centre line of a 66kV electricity 

distribution line or a foundation of an associated support structure 
(ii) greater than 5 metres from the centre line of a 33kV Orion 

electricity distribution line or a foundation of an associated support 
structure. 

 
Notes:  

5. The relevant electricity distribution lines are shown on the planning 
maps.  

6. Any application made in relation to this rule shall not be publicly 
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notified or limited notified other than to Orion New Zealand 
Limited.  

7. Vegetation to be planted around the electricity distribution lines 
should be selected and/or managed to ensure that it will not result 
in that vegetation breaching the Electricity (Hazards from Trees) 
Regulations 2003.  

8. The New Zealand Electrical Code of Practice for Electrical Safe 
Distances (NZECP 34:2001) contains restrictions on the location of 
structures and activities in relation the electricity distribution line. 
Buildings and activities in the vicinity of electricity distribution lines 
must comply with the NZECP 34:2001. 

 


