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1. INTRODUCTION 

 
 

1.1 My full name is Sarah Lea Jenkin.  My qualifications and experience are set 

out in my Stage 2 evidence in chief for the Utilities and Energy proposal.
1
 

 

1.2 I confirm that I have read the Code of Conduct for Expert Witnesses contained 

in the Environment Court Practice Note 2014 and that I agree to comply with it.  

I confirm that I have considered all the material facts that I am aware of that 

might alter or detract from the opinions that I express, and that this evidence is 

within my area of expertise except where I state that I am relying on the 

evidence of another person.   

 

2. SCOPE 

 

2.1 My evidence responds to the evidence of Ms Penelope Lemon for Orion (2340 

and #3720). 

 

2.2 I confirm that I have also read the following submitter evidence in chief dated 

3 March 2016, in so far as it relates to definitions relevant to the Utilities and 

Energy Proposal:  

 

(a) Ms Vicki Barker for the Crown #2387 and #3721; and 

(b) Ms Fiona McKenzie for Federated Farmers #3702. 

 

2.3 I consider that I have already previously covered matters raised by Ms 

McKenzie and Ms Barker. 

 

3. MS LEMON FOR ORION 

 

3.1 Ms Lemon has outlined at paragraph 13 of her evidence that Orion wishes to 

amend the definition of 'strategic infrastructure' (to include reference to 

strategic electricity distribution lines) and in addition include the definitions of 

'strategic electricity distribution lines' and 'strategic electricity distribution line 

corridor' in Chapter 2.   

 

3.1 Ms Lemon's evidence does not specify how these definitions would impact the 

wider plan (ie other proposals that use the terms – for example Residential 

                                                   
1
  Evidence in chief for the Utilities and Energy Proposal (stage 2) dated 4 November 2015, paragraph 1.2 and 1.3. 
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Stage 1).  Whilst I discussed Ms Lemon's evidence with her before preparing 

my rebuttal, I was not aware at that time that there would be implications for 

other proposals.  I consider that the implications across the pRDP require 

further consideration and I understand the relevant Council officers can be 

made available to Orion for these discussions prior to the definitions hearing. 

 

3.2 Given this, I address the definitions from the perspective of the Utilities and 

Energy Proposal below.  For completeness, I record that at this stage I do not 

recommend any changes to the definitions for inclusion in the next Revised 

Proposal. 

 

Strategic infrastructure 

 

3.3 I responded to questions from the Independent Hearing Panel on the definition 

of ‘strategic infrastructure’ during the Stage 2 Utilities and Energy hearing.
2
  At 

the time I was ambivalent about the merits of including a reference to 

electricity distribution lines within Objective 3.3.12.  My oral evidence was that 

the objective was already worded in such a way as to incorporate this 

infrastructure.   

 

3.4 However, given the Panel’s Residential Stage 1 decision (dated 11 December 

and released subsequent to my appearance at the Stage 2 Utilities and 

Energy hearing) which recognises some of Orion’s electricity distribution lines 

as strategic infrastructure, specifically mentioning this now seems appropriate.  

In saying this, and as foreshadowed above, the implications on the rest of the 

pRDP also need to be identified before this change could be made.  

 

Strategic electricity distribution lines 

 

3.5 Policy 11.1.1.6 (Stage 2 Utilities and Energy Proposal)
3
 includes a reference to 

strategic electricity distributions lines.  There is, however, currently no 

definition of ‘strategic electricity distribution line’.  I addressed the concerns of 

Federated Farmers (Ms Fiona McKenzie) in relation to the inclusion of this 

wording in Policy 11.1.1.6 in my Stage 2 Utilities and Energy Proposal rebuttal 

evidence, where I considered the text should remain, contingent on the 

                                                   
2
  Stage 2 Utilities and Energy Hearing transcript – 2 December 2015, pages 16-18. 

3
  Stage 2 Utilities and Energy Proposal – 18 December 2016 
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outcome of Orion’s submissions seeking corridor protection rules in other parts 

of the pRDP.
4
  

 

3.6 Given the Panel’s decision that Orion’s 66kV, 33kV and the 11kV Lyttelton 

lines are strategic infrastructure,
5
 I agree with Orion that there is merit in 

including a definition of 'strategic electricity distribution line' within the pRDP 

from a Utilities and Energy Proposal perspective.  However, as foreshadowed 

above, there needs to be further consideration of how this impacts the 

remainder of the pRDP.  

 

3.7 If this definition was included, the wording of Rule 11.3.1.1 P15 could also be 

amended to include a reference to 'strategic electricity distribution lines' rather 

than specifically referring to the 66kV, 33kV and 11kV Lyttelton lines.  This 

would streamline this rule and make it consistent with the wording sought by 

Orion in Strategic Objective 3.3.12.  Whilst this rule was considered as part of 

the Stage 2 Utilities and Energy Proposal hearing, the Panel is yet to release 

its decision. 

 

P15 Utilities within 10 metres of the centre line of 

a 66kV electricity distribution line or 

within 5 metres of the centre line of a 33kV 

or the 11kV Heathcote to Lyttelton line 

strategic electricity distribution line. 

1. The utility shall comply with the 

New Zealand Electrical Code of 

Practice for Electrical Safe 

Distances (NZECP 34:2001). 

 

 

Strategic electricity distribution line corridor 

 

3.8 I have no objection in principle to the inclusion of a definition for ‘strategic 

electricity distribution line corridor’ in the pRDP from the perspective of the 

Utilities and Energy Proposal.  However, as recorded above Orion have not 

provided evidence on how this will further impact other parts of the pRDP. 

 

 

Sarah Lea Jenkin 

10 March 2016 

                                                   
4
  Rebuttal and supplementary evidence of Sarah Jenkin – 23 November 2016, page 7. 

5
  In the Residential Decision dated 10 December 2015 at paragraph [269]. 


