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INTRODUCTION  

 

1. My full name is Penelope Helen Lemon.  I am a Resource Management Planner at 

Resource Management Group in Christchurch.    

 

2. I have appeared before the Hearings Panel in relation to Stage 1 and 2 matters of the 

proposed Christchurch Replacement District Plan (pCRDP).  My qualifications and 

experience are set out in my Stage 1 Chapter 5 (Natural Hazards) evidence.1 

 
3. I have been asked to provide planning evidence on behalf of Orion New Zealand 

Limited (Orion) for the following Stage 3 matters: 

 
- Chapter 9.3 – Historic Heritage; and 

- Chapter 9.4 – Significant Trees.  

 

4. This statement of evidence sits alongside the evidence I prepared for other Stage 3 

matters to be heard as a part of the Chapter 9 hearing relating to2:  

 
- Chapter 9.1 – Indigenous Biodiversity and Ecosystems; 

- Chapter 9.2 – Landscapes; and 

- Chapter 9 matters contained in Stage 3 Chapter 8 (Subdivision and Earthworks) 

and Chapter 11 (Utilities and Energy). 

 

5. The key documents I have used, or referred to, in forming my view while preparing 

this statement are: 

(a) the notified Stage 3 Chapter 8 (Subdivision and Earthworks); 

(b) the notified Stage 3 Chapter 9 (Natural and Cultural Heritage); 

(c) the notified Stage 3 Chapter 11 (Utilities and Energy); 

(d) the evidence of Caroline Rachlin for the Council on Stage 3 Chapter 9.3 

(Historic Heritage) and 9.4 (Significant Trees), dated 18 December 2015;   

(e) the evidence and rebuttal evidence of Amanda Ohs for the Council on Stage 

3 Chapter 9.3 (Historic Heritage), dated 2 and 18 December 2015;   

(f) the evidence and rebuttal evidence of Robert Graham for the Council on 

Stage 3 Chapter 9.4 (Significant Trees), dated 3 and 18 December 2015;  

(g) the evidence of Shane Watson for Orion on Chapter 9.3 (Historic Heritage) 

and 9.4 (Significant Trees), dated 10 December 2015; 

                                                
1
 Dated 20 February 2015, paragraphs 3 – 5. 

2
 Evidence of Penelope Lemon, dated 10 December 2015. 



 

   
 

(h) the evidence of Clare Kelly for Orion on Chapter 9.3 (Historic Heritage), 

dated 10 December 2015; 

(i) the evidence of Andrew Craig for Orion on Chapter 9.4 (Significant Trees), 

dated 10 December 2015; and 

(j) the Chapter 3 Strategic Directions decision, dated 26 February 2015. 

 

CODE OF CONDUCT 

 

6. I confirm that I have read the code of conduct for expert witnesses contained in the 

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

when preparing my written statement of evidence.  

 

7. I confirm that the issues addressed in this statement of evidence are within my area 

of expertise and I have not omitted to consider material facts known to me that might 

alter or detract from the opinions I express. 

 

SCOPE OF EVIDENCE 

 

8. My evidence relates to submissions made by Orion on the following Stage 3 matters: 

 
- Chapter 9.3 – Historic Heritage; and 

- Chapter 9.4 – Significant Trees.  

 

ORION NEW ZEALAND LIMITED 

 

9. Orion owns and administers the electricity distribution network located between the 

Waimakariri and Rakaia Rivers and supply lines services to over 190,000 customers 

in Christchurch City and Selwyn District.  Orion’s core purpose is to consistently 

deliver a safe, secure and cost-effective supply of electricity. 

 

10. Mr Watson of Orion in his Stage 2 Chapter 11 evidence3 sets out that Orion is 

responsible for the operation, maintenance, upgrade and development of its network, 

which comprises underground cables, overhead lines, substations, transformers and 

associated structures.  These activities are directed by National Industry Codes of 

Practice and Electricity Network Technical Specification Standards, as well as district 

and regional planning requirements. 

                                                
3
 Evidence of Shane Watson on Stage 2 Chapter 11, dated 18 November 2015, paragraphs 10 - 14 



 

   
 

 
11. Orion has an interest in Chapter 9.3 and 9.4, as six of its substations, and a former 

substation, are identified as heritage items, and a significant tree is also located on 

the site of the former substation.  Parts of the wider electricity distribution network are 

also located within heritage items and settings and in proximity to significant trees 

and trees in the public realm. Orion’s submissions on Chapter 9.3 and 9.4 focus on 

its ability to maintain, operate, upgrade and develop the electricity distribution 

network in order to support its core purpose.  

 

EVIDENCE 

 

Chapter 9.3 – Historic Heritage 

12. Ms Rachlin’s redline version of Chapter 9.34 inserts Clause 9.3.3.1.7 in ‘How to Use 

the Rules’, which exempts works associated with the replacement, repair, 

maintenance and minor upgrading of electrical equipment located within Orion’s six 

listed substations.  This reflects the principle of the alternative relief sought by Orion5, 

and the outcome reached at mediation.   

13. Given the evidence of Ms Ohs and Ms Kelly, I consider that the insertion of the rule 

is appropriate, however, I consider that the reference “and do not damage the 

building envelope” may result in administrative uncertainty, as it will require a 

subjective judgement of what constitutes “damage”.   

14. Ms Kelly sets out that she is satisfied that replacement, repair, maintenance, minor 

upgrading of electrical equipment located within Orion’s six listed substations “are 

part of the normal activities that Orion undertakes as a utility provider, and they do 

not pose any risk to the Heritage Fabric or structure of the Heritage Item 

Substations”6.  Given this, I do not believe that a reference to damage to the building 

envelope is necessary in Clause 9.3.3.1.7, and that it is able to be deleted.   

 

 

 

                                                
4
 Evidence of Caroline Rachlin on Chapter 9.3, dated 18 December 2015, attachment B 

5
 Submission of Orion New Zealand Limited, Stage 3, #3720.36 

6
 Evidence of Clare Kelly on Chapter 9.3, dated 10 December 2015, paragraph 32 

 



 

   
 

Chapter 9.4 – Significant Trees 

Advice Note 9.4.3.1.4(d) 

15. Ms Rachlin’s redline version of Chapter 9.47 inserts Advice Note 9.4.3.1.4(d), which 

makes reference to “Chapter 9 Utilities Rules”, for works within the dripline of a 

Significant Tree.  This insertion is made in response to a submission of the Carter 

Group Limited8.  I understand that the purpose of this advice note is to clarify that the 

rules in Chapter 9.4 do not relate to “utility works” within the dripline of a Significant 

Tree.  If my understanding is correct, then I consider that the advice note could be 

expanded to clarify that Rule 9.4.3.2.2 RD49, does not apply to utilities.   

16. Rule 9.4.3.2.2 RD4 of Ms Rachlin’s redline version also now “includes” (and not 

“excludes”) earthworks.  Because of this, I consider that it would be appropriate to 

reference Chapter 8 in Advice Note 9.4.3.1.4(d) as well.    

17. I propose the following rewording of Advice Note 9.4.3.1.4(d) for the Panel’s 

consideration:  

d. Rule 9.4.3.2.2 RD4 does not apply to utilities. Refer to Chapter 9 Utility Rules for 

utility works 11 for utilities, and Chapter 8 for earthworks associated with utilities, 

within the dripline of a Significant Tree driplines.   

 

CONCLUSION 

 

18. My evidence is limited to the matters Orion wishes to pursue in light of Ms Rachlin’s 

evidence and redline versions of Chapter 9.3 and 9.4.  

 
19. Overall, subject to the proposed amendments to Clause 9.3.3.1.7 and Advice Note 

9.4.3.1.4(d), I consider that the redline versions provide a clear framework for the 

ongoing operation, maintenance, upgrading and development of the electricity 

distribution network.  In my view, the revised proposals for Chapter 9.3 and 9.4, as 

contained in Ms Rachlin’s evidence, support Orion in achieving its core purpose to 

consistently deliver a safe, secure and cost-effective supply of electricity, whilst 

balancing the values of natural and cultural heritage.    

 

                                                
7
 Evidence of Caroline Rachlin on Chapter 9.4, dated 18 December 2015, attachment B 

8
 Submission of Carter Group Limited, Stage 3, #3602.287. 

9
 Rule 9.4.3.2.2 RD4 for activities within the dripline of a Significant Tree 



 

   
 

 

Penelope Helen Lemon   

13 January 2016 


