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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, Subdivision 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. 

 

DISCUSSION 

 

4. The relief sought by Orion on this chapter and reasons for seeking these 

amendments 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. Orion’s submission sought the inclusion of a 12m setback of temporary activities 

and buildings from Orion’s identified electricity distribution lines (66kV, 33kV and 

11kV Heathcote to Lyttelton line). This 12m setback was consistent with Orion’s 

original submission. However, as a result of further analysis and discussion with 

Transpower and Hearings Panel as part of Chapter 14 this setback was amended. 

Orion sought a reduction in Chapter 14 to the following setbacks 

                                                           
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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 10m setback from the 66kV electricity distribution line and  

 5m from the 33kV and 11kV Heathcote to Lyttelton electricity distribution 

lines.  

These setbacks above are consistent with what Orion has sought in Chapters 8, 

14, 15 and 16. This is further discussed in my evidence for Orion for those 

applicable chapters. Given these amendments, it was considered appropriate for 

this chapter to also reflect those setbacks from the relevant lines. I confirmed this 

with Mr Eman. 

6. Orion’s original submission on this chapter only sought the inclusion of the corridor 

protection provision within section 6A of this chapter to be consistent with the 

reference to Transpower Transmission Lines. It appears the Transmission Line 

setbacks now are included in additional provisions of this chapter.  

 

7. Mr Eman’s evidence dated 12 June 2015 in paragraphs 5.20 and 5.21 outlines the 

agreement reached between Mr Eman and myself and the relief sought by Orion 

is included within Appendix A to Mr Eman’s evidence. Given that this relief is 

included within Mr Eman’s evidence Orion were supportive of the revised chapter 

and subsequently agreed to sign the joint memorandum dated 12 June 2105. I 

support Orion’s position.  

 

CONCLUSION 

 

8. I believe the relief sought by Orion and subsequently provided for in the revised 

chapter recognises and provides for ‘strategic infrastructure’ as defined by the 

CRPS and Chapter 3 of the pCRDP. This is consistent with the policy direction 

provided in the CRPS and Chapter 3 of the pCRDP. I consider that corridor 

protection provisions in Chapter 6A of pCRDP will ensure the pCRDP gives effect 

to those relevant objectives and policies.   

 

9. I believe the changes provided to Chapter 6A as outlined in Mr Eman’s evidence 

dated 12 June appropriately provide for the relief sought from Orion. Given this I 

support Mr Eman’s evidence.  

Laura Buttimore 

26 June 2015 


