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1. INTRODUCTION 

1.1 My name is Anna Mary Cameron. I hold the position of resource 

management planner at the Department of Conservation ("DOC").  

1.2 My qualifications and experience are set out in section 1 of my statement of 

evidence in respect of the Stage 2 hearing for Proposal 17 (Rural).  I 

continue to support the views that I expressed in that evidence and in my 

evidence-in-chief on the provisions in the Proposals to be heard as part of 

the Natural and Cultural Heritage hearing1 ("Natural and Cultural Heritage 

provisions") in the Christchurch Replacement District Plan ("Replacement 

Plan") unless stated otherwise below. 

1.3 In this rebuttal statement, I use the abbreviations for the Council's revised 

versions of the Proposals that are set out at paragraph 1.5 of my evidence-

in-chief2. 

2. CODE OF CONDUCT 

2.1 I confirm that I have read the code of conduct for expert witnesses as 

contained in the Environment Court's Practice Note 2014 ("Code").  I have 

complied with the Code when preparing my written statement of evidence, 

and will do so when I give oral evidence before the Hearings Panel.   

2.2 The data, information, facts and assumptions I have considered in forming 

my opinions are set out in my evidence to follow.  The reasons for the 

opinions expressed are also set out in the evidence to follow. 

2.3 Unless I state otherwise, this evidence is within my sphere of expertise and 

I have not omitted to consider material facts known to me that might alter or 

detract from the opinions that I express. 

2.4 DOC has authorised me to provide evidence on behalf of the Crown and to 

do so in an independent capacity in accordance with the Code. 

                                                
1
 Stage 3 Proposal 9 (Natural and Cultural Heritage), Stage 1 Proposal 8 (Subdivision), Stage 1 Proposal 16 

(Industrial), Stage 3 Proposal 7 (Transport), Stage 3 Proposal 8 (Subdivision), Stage 3 Proposal 11 (Utilities and 
Energy), Stage 3 Proposal 13 (Central City) and Stage 3 Proposal 17 (Rural). 
2
 Revised Proposal 8 (Mr Long's evidence), Revised Topic 9.1 (Ms Hogan's evidence), Revised Topic 9.2 

(Ms Ferguson's evidence), Revised Proposal 11 (Ms Jenkin's evidence) and Revised Proposal 17 (Ms Hogan's 
evidence). 
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3. SCOPE 

3.1 My rebuttal evidence is filed in response to the statements of evidence filed 

on 10 December 2015 of: 

(a) Ms Penelope Lemon filed by Orion New Zealand Limited; 

(b) Ms Ainsley McLeod filed by Transpower New Zealand Limited; 

(c) Mr Dean Chrystal filed by Fulton Hogan Limited; 

(d) Mr Matthew McCallum-Clark filed by Chorus, Spark, Vodafone, 

2Degrees and Enable;  

(e) Ms Janice Cook filed by Rod Donald Banks Peninsula Trust and 

Akaroa Civic Trust; 

(f) Ms Fiona Mackenzie filed by Combined Canterbury Provinces, 

Federated Farmers of New Zealand; and 

(g) Ms Lynda Murchison filed by Te Rūnanga o Ngāi Tahu and Nga 

Rūnanga. 

3.2 I address the following topics in my rebuttal evidence: 

(a) The relationship of the provisions in Topics 9.1 and 9.2 and 

Proposal 11; 

(b) Proposed restricted discretionary activities – Topic 9.1; 

(c) Policies – Topic 9.1;  

(d) Clearance thresholds/consent triggers – Topic 9.1; and 

(e) Papakāinga provisions. 

3.3 In Attachment AMC1 to this statement of rebuttal evidence I have provided 

an updated version of Attachment AMC2 to my evidence-in-chief, which 

contains a table of the Crown's submission points on the Natural and 

Cultural Heritage provisions.  The table has been updated to show the 

changes to the provisions proposed in my rebuttal statement and my 

position with respect to these amended provisions. 
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4. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

4.1 I agree with Ms Lemon, Mr McCallum-Clark and Ms McLeod that there is 

uncertainty regarding the relationship between Topics 9.1 and 9.2 and 

Proposal 11 with regard to where the provisions addressing natural values 

are located.  However, I do not agree with these witnesses that the 

provisions in Topics 9.1 and 9.2 should not apply to all utility activities 

provided for in Proposal 11. 

4.2 I agree with Ms McLeod that it is appropriate for indigenous vegetation 

clearance within Sites of Ecological Significance ("SES") associated with 

strategic infrastructure to be subject to a restricted discretionary activity 

status rather than non-complying. 

4.3 I do not agree with Ms McLeod, Mr Chrystal or Ms Lemon that a restricted 

discretionary activity status is appropriate for the clearance of indigenous 

vegetation within the Templeton Golf Course SES or clearance within SES 

associated with utilities (where those utilities are not strategic 

infrastructure).  I continue to support non-complying activity status for these 

activities as outlined in my evidence-in-chief3. 

4.4 I consider that the indigenous vegetation clearance thresholds for triggering 

a resource consent in Revised Topic 9.1 are appropriate.  I do not support 

the recommendation by Ms McKenzie to change these thresholds. 

4.5 I agree with Ms McLeod that amendments are required to the policy 

framework as it applies to the clearance of significant indigenous 

vegetation, but I have suggested alternative drafting that distinguishes 

between inside and outside of the coastal environment to give effect to the 

New Zealand Coastal Policy Statement ("NZCPS").  I also suggest that 

significant adverse effects are avoided and other adverse effects are either 

avoided or offset.   

4.6 I remain of the view that the precise nature of the Papakāinga overlay 

provisions within Proposal 9.2.3 should continue to be discussed between 

the relevant experts for the Council, the Crown and Ngāi Tahu between now 

and the Natural and Cultural Heritage hearing.  I am hopeful that agreement 

can be reached between the three parties.  

                                                
3
 My evidence-in-chief, at paragraph 7.26. 
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5. RELATIONSHIP OF TOPICS 9.1 AND 9.2 WITH PROPOSAL 11  

5.1 Ms Lemon4, Mr McCallum-Clark5 and Ms McLeod6 have each commented 

on the uncertainty of the relationship of the provisions in Topics 9.1 and 9.2 

and Proposal 11 with regard to activities relating to utilities, energy and 

infrastructure.  I agree with these witnesses that the relationship of these 

provisions is not clear from either the evidence of the Council or the revised 

proposals attached to the Council's evidence.       

5.2 The revised proposals include the following provisions: 

(a) In terms of indigenous biodiversity and ecosystems in Revised 

Topic 9.1, under 9.1.2.16(xii), the "replacement, repair, maintenance 

and minor upgrading of existing utilities" is exempt from the 9.1.2 

rules. 

(b) In terms of Outstanding Natural Features and Landscapes in 

Revised Topic 9.2, under 9.2.3.1.4 the rules in 9.2.3 "do not apply to 

utilities".  Rule 9.2.3.1.4 states that "the rules that relate to utilities in 

landscape and natural character in the coastal environment overlay 

areas can be found in Chapter 11". 

(c) The 'How to use these rules' section of 11.3.1 in Revised 

Proposal 11 states:  

Rules in Zone chapters (13-21) do not apply to utilities unless 

specified or referenced in this chapter.  Rules in Chapters 5-

12 do apply.  Chapter 5 (Natural hazards) includes specific 

rules in relation to utilities in areas subject to hazards. 

(emphasis added) 

5.3 The broad statement in 11.3.1 that "rules in Chapters 5-12 do apply" needs 

to be considered against the exemptions contained within Topics 9.1 and 

9.2.  I discuss both exemptions below. 

Exemption for utilities in Topic 9.1 

5.4 I support the extent of the exemption for some activities relating to utilities 

from the provisions in Revised Topic 9.1 (set out at paragraph 5.2(a) 

above).   

                                                
4
 Statement of evidence of Penelope Lemon at paragraphs 14 and 28. 

5
 Statement of evidence of Matthew McCallum-Clark at paragraph 4.1. 

6
 Statement of evidence of Ainsley McLeod at paragraph 53. 
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5.5 I do not support Mr McCallum-Clark's proposal that Topic 9.1 should not 

apply to any activities that are provided for in Proposal 117.  I consider that 

the current provisions in Revised Proposal 11 are inadequate to address 

section 6(c) of the Resource Management Act 1991 ("RMA").  Exempting all 

utilities activities would result in decisions being made that would be 

inconsistent with the Canterbury Regional Policy Statement ("RPS"), the 

NZCPS and the Strategic Directions Objectives. 

5.6 My particular concerns with Revised Proposal 11 are that:  

(a) the provisions only take into account SES and do not take into 

account other significant indigenous vegetation and significant 

habitats of indigenous fauna (though my evidence-in-chief seeks 

that the provisions be amended to address this concern8); 

(b) the activity statuses do not reflect the importance of indigenous 

biodiversity values; 

(c) the objectives do not provide any guidance on indigenous 

biodiversity values;  

(d) the policies would elevate utilities and energy activities above 

indigenous biodiversity values; and 

(e) this approach would not support a reduction in the amount of 

duplication within the Replacement Plan, because provisions 

addressing indigenous vegetation clearance would need to be 

included in both Topic 9.1 and Proposal 11.   

Exemption for utilities in Topic 9.2 

5.7 Mr McCallum-Clark9, Ms Lemon10 and Ms McLeod11 consider that the 

provisions in Topic 9.2 should not apply to activities addressed in 

Proposal 11.  I do not support this approach for the same reasons detailed 

above with regard to Topic 9.1.   

5.8 As currently drafted in the revised proposals (see paragraph 5.2(b) and (c) 

above), the 'how to use the rules' sections in Topic 9.2 and Proposal 11 

                                                
7
 Statement of evidence of Matthew McCallum-Clark at paragraph 4.4. 

8
 As outlined in my evidence-in-chief at paragraphs 11.8 to 11.9. 

9
 Statement of evidence of Matthew McCallum-Clark at paragraph 4.4. 

10
 Statement of evidence of Penelope Lemon at paragraph 28. 

11
 Statement of evidence of Ainsley McLeod at paragraph 53. 
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refer to each other.  Therefore it is unclear whether the activities provided 

for in Proposal 11 are subject to the provisions in Topic 9.2 or not.   

5.9 I consider that Rule 11.3.1.1 P1 (construction or extension of any access 

tracks for utilities) in Revised Proposal 11 highlights this confusion.  The 

revised rule (unlike the notified rule) does not manage the adverse effects 

of access tracks on the landscape or natural character overlays.  However, 

Topic 9.2 advises that the rules in Topic 9.2 do not apply to utilities.  As a 

result neither proposal addresses the adverse effects of the construction or 

extension of access tracks associated with utilities on the landscape or 

natural character overlays.  In addition, the provisions in Proposal 8 

addressing earthworks in the landscape and natural character overlays 

would not apply because an exemption has been included stating that 

earthworks involved with maintenance of an access track to a permitted, 

established or consented utility are exempt from the earthworks rule 

(8.8.5(6d)).  

5.10 It is my opinion that the reference in 9.2.3.1.4 to Proposal 11 should be 

deleted and 11.3.1 should be retained as per Revised Proposal 11.  This 

approach will make it clear to plan users what proposals in the 

Replacement Plan should be taken into account when undertaking an 

activity that is anticipated by Proposal 11.    

6. PROPOSED RESTRICTED DISCRETIONARY ACTIVITY STATUS  

6.1 Ms Lemon12, Ms McLeod13 and Mr Chrystal14 recommend amendments to 

Topic 9.1 to include restricted discretionary activity status for the clearance 

of indigenous vegetation within SES.  Mr Chrystal recommends this activity 

status for clearance of the Templeton Golf Course SES, and Ms McLeod 

and Ms Lemon recommend it for general clearance for the purpose of new 

or upgrades to strategic infrastructure or utilities.  In addition Ms McLeod 

and Mr Chrystal are both seeking amendments and additions to the matters 

of discretion.  I provide my opinion on these amendments below. 

Templeton Golf Course SES 

6.2 I do not agree that the reasons set out in Mr Chrystal's evidence are a 

sound justification for changing the activity status of the Templeton Golf 

Course SES from non-complying to restricted discretionary.  Mr Chrystal's 

                                                
12

 Statement of evidence of Penelope Lemon at paragraph 12. 
13

 Statement of evidence of Ainsley McLeod at paragraph 25-30. 
14

 Statement of evidence of Dean Chrystal at paragraphs 33-40. 
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reason for changing the activity status is to avoid the possibility of other 

issues such as noise, traffic and landscaping being raised through the 

consent process for indigenous vegetation removal in the SES.  The 

reasons why vegetation clearance within a SES is a non-complying activity 

is to reflect the values and status of those sites.  The values and status of 

the Templeton Golf Course SES have not changed.  Furthermore I do not 

consider it appropriate that the Templeton Golf Course SES be subject to a 

different activity status than all the other SES within the Christchurch 

District.   

6.3 I do not agree with Mr Chrystal that an application under a restricted 

discretionary rule has the same chance of succeeding as under a non-

complying rule15.  Plainly, the test under s104D RMA poses an additional 

barrier for non-complying activities.  Even if an application passes the 

s104D test, the application is then treated as discretionary.  Discretionary 

status is also more challenging than restricted discretionary status, as an 

application can be declined for any resource management purpose, rather 

than just for those matters over which discretion is restricted.   

Strategic infrastructure 

6.4 'Utilities' is defined in Ms Jenkin's statement of evidence for the Stage 2 

Utilities and Energy hearing16 and 'strategic infrastructure' was defined in 

the Hearings Panel's Strategic Directions and Strategic Outcomes decisions 

(Attachment AMC2).  I understand that the definitions of these terms may 

change following the Hearings Panel's decision on the Stage 2 Utilities and 

Energy Proposal.  If these definitions do change, the position that I have 

outlined below may need to be amended.   

6.5 There is an element of overlap between these two definitions as they 

currently stand; for example, they both include telecommunication and radio 

communication facilities.  However, the utilities definition includes activities, 

such as reticulated water for irrigation, activities or developments that are 

not covered by the strategic infrastructure definition.  The purpose of 

highlighting these differences is to partially support the restricted 

discretionary rule sought by Ms McLeod. 

                                                
15

 Statement of evidence of Dean Chrystal at paragraphs 37. 
16

 Supplementary evidence of Sarah Jenkin for the Utilities and Energy (Part) Hearing (Stage 2) at page 2-3. 
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6.6 I agree with Ms McLeod that the National Grid has been identified as a 

matter of national significance17 and in addition, the RPS requires that 

regionally significant infrastructure is enabled18.  On this basis I consider it 

is appropriate to change the activity status from non-complying to restricted 

discretionary for indigenous vegetation clearance within and outside of a 

SES for the purposes of new, or non-minor upgrades to strategic 

infrastructure (as currently defined).  This amendment would also address 

the Crown's submission seeking that the upgrade of the State highway 

network be excluded from the vegetation clearance rules19.  As a result of 

including a restricted discretionary rule for strategic infrastructure, the 

restricted discretionary rule that I sought in my evidence-in-chief is no 

longer required because the State highway would be caught by the 

strategic infrastructure definition.    

6.7 If a restricted discretionary rule is adopted for vegetation clearance within a 

SES for strategic infrastructure, I consider those activities should be subject 

to 9.1.3.2.  I agree with Ms McLeod that those activities should also be 

considered against 'any locational, technical or operational requirements of 

the proposed activity' and 'the practicality of the activity of avoiding 

indigenous vegetation'.  These assessment matters are consistent with the 

assessment matter that I included in my evidence-in-chief for indigenous 

vegetation clearance within the Waimakariri River SES20.   

6.8 Both Ms McLeod and Mr Chrystal recommend other changes to the 

assessment matters in Topic 9.1.  I do not agree with their suggested 

amendments.  If it is determined that a restricted discretionary activity status 

for vegetation clearance is appropriate, I consider that reference to '9.1.3.2 

Indigenous biodiversity and ecosystems', without the amendments sought 

by Ms McLeod, is appropriate.  It would be unnecessary to refer to 

biodiversity offsetting in the matters of discretion, as recommended by Mr 

Chrystal, as the matters of discretion would already refer back to the 

objective and policies in Topic 9.121.   

                                                
17

 National Policy Statement on Electricity Transmission Part 4. 
18

 Canterbury Regional Policy Statement Policy 5.3.2. 
19

 For the avoidance of doubt, I no longer recommend a specific RD rule for upgrading of strategic infrastructure in 
the Waimakariri River SES as set out in para 7.23 of my evidence-in-chief, as I now support a general RD rule for 
any new or non-minor upgrades to strategic infrastructure, for the reasons set out in this evidence. 
20

 Attachment AMC2 to my evidence-in-chief, page 66. 
21

 Statement of evidence of Dean Chrystal at paragraphs 39.  Proposed matter (b). 
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Utilities  

6.9 I do not consider that it is appropriate to change the activity status for 

indigenous vegetation clearance within a SES for utilities (as currently 

defined) as requested by Ms McLeod and Ms Lemon22.  This is because the 

current definition for utilities is more encompassing than the strategic 

infrastructure definition and there is not the same higher level policy 

direction for utilities as there is for strategic infrastructure.  I consider that 

indigenous vegetation clearance within a SES for utilities activities should 

remain as a non-complying activity.   

7. POLICIES – TOPIC 9.1 

7.1 Ms McLeod23 considers that Policy 9.1.1.1.2 should be amended to include 

an additional clause to provide for the locational, operational and technical 

requirements for new and more than minor upgrading of strategic 

infrastructure and utilities.  This proposed policy relates to the rules 

recommended by Ms McLeod, discussed above.  I consider that an 

amendment to this policy would be appropriate to take into account the 

inclusion of restricted discretionary activity status for clearance within a SES 

for the purposes of providing for strategic infrastructure.  However, I do not 

agree with Ms McLeod's proposed wording.        

7.2 I propose the following amendments to the policies (marked up against 

Revised Topic 9.1): 

Policy 9.1.1.1.2(a) 

In Sites of Ecological Significance avoid removal of indigenous 

vegetation and disturbance of habitats that results in adverse effects 

on indigenous biodiversity values and ecosystem functions within 

the site.   

In Sites of Ecological Significance, manage the removal of 

indigenous vegetation and disturbance of habitats to:  

i. avoid adverse effects on indigenous biodiversity values in the 

coastal environment; and 

                                                
22

 Statement of evidence of Penelope Lemon at paragraph 12. 
23

 Statement of evidence of Ainsley McLeod at paragraph 18. 
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ii. avoid significant adverse effects and avoid or offset other 

adverse effects on indigenous biodiversity values where the site 

is located outside of the coastal environment. 

Policy 9.1.1.1.2(b)(ii)  

Outside Sites of Ecological Significance, manage the clearance of 

indigenous vegetation types and habitats of indigenous fauna to 

ensure:   

ii. within the coastal environment any significant indigenous 

vegetation of significant habitats of indigenous fauna biodiversity 

values are protected and adverse effects on those these values 

are avoided;  

[new clause]. outside of the coastal environment any significant 

indigenous biodiversity values are protected and significant 

adverse effects on those values are avoided and all other 

adverse effects are avoided or offset.    

7.3 I consider that these amendments are appropriate as they give effect to 

Policy 11 of the NZCPS, are not inconsistent with the activity status 

amendment discussed above with regard to strategic infrastructure, and will 

provide for biodiversity offsetting in certain circumstances.   

7.4 I consider that Ms McLeod's proposed addition to Policy 9.1.1.1.2 would 

result in uncertainty when reading the policies together; for example her 

proposed clause enables the clearance of significant indigenous vegetation 

whereas Policy 9.1.1.1.2(a) and (b) (as suggested above or as per the 

Revised Topic 9.1) requires that the clearance of indigenous vegetation is 

avoided.  Furthermore, Mr Head has stated on the Canterbury Plains less 

than 0.5% of its original vegetation remains and on Banks Peninsula less 

than 1% of the original old growth forest remains24.  Therefore I consider 

that the policy requirement to avoid significant adverse effects and avoid or 

set offset all other effects is appropriate.        

7.5 Ms Cook has identified that Policy 225 and Matter of Discretion 9.1.3.226 only 

addresses indigenous vegetation clearance and do not address activities 

aside from vegetation clearance which may nonetheless adversely affect 

                                                
24

 Statement of evidence of Nicholas Head for the Stage 2 Rural hearing at paragraph 8.1. 
25

 Statement of evidence of Janice Cook at paragraphs 4-6. 
26

 Statement of evidence of Janice Cook at paragraphs 10-11. 
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habitats of indigenous fauna.  I support Ms Cook's proposed amendments 

to Policy 2 and Matter of Discretion 9.1.3.2 and those amendments are 

shown in Attachment AMC1.         

8. CLEARANCE THRESHOLDS/CONSENT TRIGGERS – TOPIC 9.1 

8.1 Ms Mackenzie requests that the indigenous vegetation clearance thresholds 

in Rule 9.1.2.2.1 P3 are amended to reflect the 2007 Consent Order 

attached to her evidence statement, which relates to the Banks Peninsula 

District Plan27.  Mr Head supports the provisions in Revised Topic 9.1 as he 

considers that they will contribute to the maintenance of indigenous 

biodiversity28.  Furthermore Mr Head discussed in his Stage 2 Rural 

evidence the ongoing loss of significant indigenous vegetation29.  Based on 

the evidence of Mr Head I consider that the thresholds in Rule 9.1.2.2.1 P3 

are appropriate and should not be amended in accordance with 

Ms Mackenzie's evidence.        

9. APPLICATION OF NATURAL AND CULTURAL HERITAGE 

PROVISIONS IN THE PAPAKĀINGA ZONE AND THE EVIDENCE OF 

LYNDA MURCHISON FOR NGAI TAHU 

9.1 In my evidence-in-chief I set out my understanding that the Crown, Council 

and Ngāi Tahu have agreed, in the context of the Proposal 4 hearing 

process, that the landscape and natural character provisions that will apply 

in the Papakāinga zone will be set out in Proposal 9, rather than in Proposal 

4.  I recorded my view that this issue should be discussed (and if possible 

agreed) between the relevant Crown, Council and Ngāi Tahu witnesses. 

9.2 I have read the evidence of Lynda Murchison for Te Rūnanga o Ngāi Tahu 

and Ngā Runanga in respect of this issue.  Ms Murchison confirms the 

position as set out in my evidence, and in respect of Ms Ferguson's 

recommendation that Papakāinga overlay rules should be deleted from 

9.2.3, states that30: 

Mr Matheson, Mr Willis (for the Crown) and I are meeting on Friday 

11th December 2015 to discuss which provisions from other 

chapters should apply to the Papakāinga/kāinga nohoanga Zone so 

                                                
27

 Statement of evidence of Fiona Mackenzie at paragraphs 24-28 and Appendix 1. 
28

 Statement of evidence of Nicholas Head at paragraph 8.2. 
29

 Statement of evidence Stage 2 Rural of Nicholas Head at paragraph 12.1. 
30

 Statement of evidence of Lynda Murchison, paragraph 62. 
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I am unsure how this agreement to cross-reference in Chapter 4 to 

Rule 9.2.4 has been reached. 

9.3 My understanding is that it has been agreed between the Council, the 

Crown and Ngāi Tahu that the decision as to which landscape and natural 

character provisions will apply in the Papakāinga zone is to be made 

through the Natural and Cultural Heritage hearing process.  The relevant 

provisions will be set out in 9.2.3, with a cross reference note inserted in the 

Papakāinga Proposal.  The precise nature of those provisions has not yet 

been agreed. 

9.4 I remain of the view that the precise nature of the Papakāinga overlay 

provisions within Proposal 9 should continue to be discussed between the 

relevant experts for the Council, the Crown and Ngāi Tahu between now 

and the Natural and Cultural Heritage hearing.  I am hopeful that agreement 

can be reached between the three parties.  

 

Anna Mary Cameron 

18 December 2015 
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ATTACHMENT AMC1 – UPDATED TABLE OF RECOMMENDED AMENDMENTS 

The following table follows the order of relevant specific submission points in the parts of the Crown's submission and further submission relating to 

Proposal 9 and related provisions in other proposals that have been directed by the Panel to be heard in hearing for Proposal 9. Also included are the 

broad submission points of relevance. The provision numbering used in the left-hand column reflects the numbering at the time of the submission. For 

submission points on Proposal 8, the numbering in the 2 December Revised Proposal 8 is also included in (brackets) to avoid any confusion arising 

from the restructuring of that proposal in the Stage 1 hearing process. 

 

The provisions as contained in the Council's Revised Proposals dated 2 December 2015 are used as the starting point, and the changes sought by 

the Crown are shown as underlined and strikethrough text.  Changes that have been made in response to submitters' evidence are shown as 

underlined and strikethrough red text.   

 

This version of the table identifies points where the Crown witnesses support the Revised Proposals and points where amendments are 

recommended with regard to technical and planning evidence pertaining to natural values (including the Central City provisions) and the technical 

evidence regarding the heritage provisions.  This table will be updated to incorporate the evidence of Sandra McIntyre who will address the planning 

evidence regarding the heritage and significant tree provisions.  The complete updated version of the table will then be attached to the evidence of 

Sandra McIntyre.   

 

Submission 

Replacement Plan provisions Recommendation  Evidence paragraph reference 

'Alteration of a heritage item' [To be addressed by Ms McIntyre in her second statement of evidence]  

'Alteration of a heritage setting' [To be addressed by Ms McIntyre in her second statement of evidence]  

New definition: 'Conservation plan' [To be addressed by Ms McIntyre in her second statement of evidence]  

'Customary harvesting' Accept as per Revised Topic 9.1 Cameron 7.37 

'Demolition' [To be addressed by Ms McIntyre in her second statement of evidence]  

'Farming' This definition has been identified in the Panel's minute (3 November 2015) to be heard 

in the Natural and Cultural Heritage (Stage 3) hearing (page 20).  This definition was 

Cameron 8.15  
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Replacement Plan provisions Recommendation  Evidence paragraph reference 

addressed in the Proposal 17 - Rural hearing.     SIE Proposal 17: Rural (Part) 

New definition: 'Heritage area' [To be addressed by Ms McIntyre in her second statement of evidence]  

New definition: 'Heritage 

conservation' 

[To be addressed by Ms McIntyre in her second statement of evidence]  

'Heritage fabric' [To be addressed by Ms McIntyre in her second statement of evidence]  

'Heritage investigative and temporary 

works' 

[To be addressed by Ms McIntyre in her second statement of evidence]  

'Heritage item' [To be addressed by Ms McIntyre in her second statement of evidence]  

'Heritage upgrade works' [To be addressed by Ms McIntyre in her second statement of evidence]  

'Heritage values' [To be addressed by Ms McIntyre in her second statement of evidence]  

'Historic heritage' [To be addressed by Ms McIntyre in her second statement of evidence]  

'Historic heritage place' [To be addressed by Ms McIntyre in her second statement of evidence]  

'Improved pasture' 'means an area of pasture where: 

a. exotic pasture grass and herb species are visually the predominant cover 

(except where the definition of 'indigenous vegetation' is met); 

b. the area has been modified or enhanced by being subjected to either 

cultivation, irrigation, oversowing, top-dressing, or direct drilling; and 

c. the area has been subjected to routine pasture maintenance or improvement 

since June 1 2000.    

Cameron 7.19(a) 

'Indigenous vegetation' Accept as per Revised Topic 9.1 Cameron 4.9 

'Indigenous vegetation clearance' 'means the felling or clearing of indigenous vegetation, including by cutting, crushing, 

cultivation, irrigation, chemical application, artificial drainage, stop banking or burning.   

Cameron 4.9 

'Maintenance' [To be addressed by Ms McIntyre in her second statement of evidence]  

New definition: 'Partial demolition' [To be addressed by Ms McIntyre in her second statement of evidence]  

'Plantation forestry' This definition has been identified in the Panel's minute (3 November 2015) to be heard 

in the Natural and Cultural Heritage (Stage 3) hearing (page 20).  This definition was 

addressed in the Proposal 17 - Rural hearing.     

Cameron 8.20 

SIE Proposal 17: Rural (Part) 

New definition: 'Preservation 

(heritage)' 

[To be addressed by Ms McIntyre in her second statement of evidence]  

'Reconstruction' [To be addressed by Ms McIntyre in her second statement of evidence]  
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New definition: 'Reinstatement' [To be addressed by Ms McIntyre in her second statement of evidence]  

'Relocation of a heritage item' [To be addressed by Ms McIntyre in her second statement of evidence]  

'Repairs' [To be addressed by Ms McIntyre in her second statement of evidence]  

'Restoration' [To be addressed by Ms McIntyre in her second statement of evidence]  

New definition: 'Stabilisation' [To be addressed by Ms McIntyre in her second statement of evidence]  

3.3.9 Objective – Natural and 

Cultural Environment 

Amend Objective 3.3.9(b)(i) as follows: 

Outstanding natural features and landscapes, including the Waimakariri River, L:ake 

Ellesmere/Te Waihora, and parts of the Port Hills/Nga Kohatu Whakarakaraka o 

Tamatea Pokai Whenua and Banks Peninsula/Te Pataka o Rakaihautu;  

Cameron 13.7(a) 

 

7.3.21.4-8 Matters of Discretion Accept as per Revised Transport Proposal Cameron 9.3 

8.1.1 Objective 

(now 8.1.1; 8.1.2b) 

Amend Objective 8.1.1 as follows: 

 

Significant natural features, landscapes, indigenous biodiversity and ecosystems, 

springs, significant trees, cultural landscapes as identified in the Plan, and historic 

heritage are protected or enhanced through the subdivision process.   

 

8.1.2 Objective – Design and amenity – accept Revised Proposal 8 

 

Cameron 10.1 

 

8.1.1.1 Policy  

 

Amend Policy 8.1.1.1 as follows: 

 

a. Ensure that subdivision and associated works shall achieve the long term protection 

and enhancement of: 

i. … 

ii. outstanding natural features and landscapes, significant features and Rural Amenity 

Landscapes important ridgelines;  

iii. cultural landscapes as identified in the Plan, areas of significant indigenous 

vegetation and or  habitats of indigenous fauna; 

x. significant indigenous vegetation and significant habitats of indigenous fauna, 

including Sites of Ecological Significance; 

iv. … 

Cameron 10.1 
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8.1.1.2 Policy  

(now 8.1.1.3)  

8.1.1.3 Policy – Environment Compensation – accept as per Revised Proposal 8 

 

Cameron 7.47 

8.3.1.5 Matters of discretion: 

Allotment size and dimension  

(now 8.2.4.1.4 Matters for control – 

general matters) 

Amend Matter of Control 8.4.4.1 (2) as follows: 

The manner in which the subdivision responds to values provided for sites and areas 

identified in Chapter 9 (Natural and Cultural Heritage).” 

Cameron 10.3 

8.3.7.1 Restricted discretionary 

activities: Heritage and natural 

environment  

RD1 Tree protection  

(now 8.2.2.2 RD18)   

[To be addressed by Ms McIntyre in her second statement of evidence]  

8.3.7.1 Restricted discretionary 

activities: Heritage and natural 

environment  

RD2 Protection of vegetation and 

conservation values 

(now 8.2.2.2 RD10)  

Accept as per Revised Proposal 8 Cameron 10.4 

8.3.7.1 Restricted discretionary 

activities: Heritage and natural 

environment  

RD3 Subdivision of land where 

springs are known or found to exist 

(Stage 1) 

(rule deleted; now addressed by 

matters for control 8.2.4.1.4(11) and 

matters for discretion 8.2.4.2.10 and 

8.2.4.2.17(h, i, j and l)) 

Accept as per Revised Proposal 8 Cameron 10.3 

8.3.7.1 Restricted discretionary 

activities: Heritage and natural 

environment  

RD4 Subdivision of land which 

includes a heritage item or setting 

(now 8.2.2.2 RD12) 

[To be addressed by Ms McIntyre in her second statement of evidence]  
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8.3.7.1 Restricted discretionary 

activities: Heritage and natural 

environment  

RD5 Subdivision of land within or 

partly within a Significant Landscape, 

Outstanding Natural Landscape, 

Outstanding Natural Features, Area 

of Outstanding Natural Character, 

Area of Very High Natural Character, 

or Area of High Natural Character or 

Important Ridgeline 

(now 8.2.2.2 RD13) 

Amend the rule to replace 'Significant Landscape' with “Rural Amenity Area' and delete 

the reference to 'Important Ridgelines'.    

Cameron 12.4 

8.3.7.2 Discretionary activities: 

Heritage and natural environment  

(now 8.2.2.3) 

The restructured version removes the wording referred to in the submission point, so 

the point is no longer relevant   

 

8.3.7.3  Matters of discretion: 

Heritage and natural environment 

  and  

8.5.2 Assessment matters: Natural 

and Cultural Heritage   

(now 8.2.4.2) 

Amend 8.2.4.2(17)(w)(vii): 

Any relevant matter of discretion at Chapter 9 Matters of Discretion at 9.2.4 9.1.3.2, 

9.2.4.1 and 9.3.4.1 [9.2.4.1 and 9.3.4.1 correspond to the number in attachment AMC3 

to my evidence-in-chief] 

Cameron 10.3 

 

8.5.2 Assessment matters: natural 

and cultural heritage– matters 

8.5.2.4 and 8.5.2.5c relating to 

amenity values 

(now deleted) 

[To be addressed by Ms McIntyre in her second statement of evidence]  

8.7.1(2) Objective - Earthworks Amend the structure of the Revised Proposal 8 so that the Objective 8.1.1 and Policy 

8.1.1.1 apply to the earthworks section.  

Cameron 10.6 

8.7.1.1 Policy – Heritage 

8.7.1.2 Policy - Biodiversity and 

Ecosystems 

8.7.1.3 Policy - Landscape 

8.7.1.4 Policy - Trees 

Amend the structure of the Revised Proposal 8so that the Objective 8.1.1 and Policy 

8.1.1.1 apply to the earthworks section. 

Cameron 10.6 
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8.8.2 Permitted activities: Earthworks 

P1 activity standard 10 

Amend Activity Standard 1 as follows: 

Earthworks shall not exceed the volumes in Table 1 over a one year time period other 

than those listed in the overlays.  In the overlays earthworks shall not exceed the 

volumes in Table 1 over a five year time period. 

 

Accept as per Revised Proposal 8 – Rule 8.8.2 P1 Activity Standard 9  

 

Cameron 10.7 

 

8.8.2 Table 1: Maximum volumes – 

earthworks 

  

Overlays  Outstanding Natural 
Landscapes, Areas of 
Outstanding Natural 
Character, Areas of 
Very High Natural 
Character, or Areas of 
High Natural Character.  

Outstanding Natural 
Landscapes  

25m3/ha 

 Areas of at Least High 
Natural Character 

25m3/ha 

 Coastal Environment 
outside of areas of at 
Least High Natural 
Character  

25m3/ha 

 Significant indigenous 
vegetation and 
significant habitats of 
indigenous fauna, 
including Sites of 
Ecological Significance 

Nil 

Clarification:  

5. At Least High Natural Character includes Areas of Outstanding Natural Character, 

Areas of Very High Natural Character, and Areas of High Natural Character.  

Cameron 10.11 

 

8.8.4 Discretionary activities: 

Earthworks 

Accept as per Revised Proposal 8 – Rule 8.8.4A D2/8.8.4B NC2 

 

Cameron 10.12 
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D1 Any activity earthworks within the natural character overlays (except the 

Outstanding Natural Character overlay) or within a site of significant indigenous 

vegetation or significant habitat of indigenous fauna that is not identified as a 

scheduled SES overlay identified in table 1 to Rule 8.6.2 8.8.2 that does not comply 

with the specified volume limit.   

 

8.8.4B 

NCX Any earthworks within an Outstanding Natural Landscape, Outstanding Natural 

Feature, Outstanding Natural Character overlay or within a Site of Ecological 

Significance that does not comply with the specified volume in table 1 to Rule 8.8.2.   

8.8.7(6)(b) Matters of discretion Amend Matter of Discretion 8.8.7 as follows: 

7. Indigenous biodiversity, the coast coastal environment, natural character, and the 

landscape and features 

x. The relevant matters of discretion: 

i. 9.1.3.2 Indigenous biodiversity and ecosystems; 

ii. 9.2.4.1 Natural character [this reference is referring to the numbering in attachment 

AMCXX] 

iii. 9.3.4.1 Natural features and landscapes [this reference is referring to the numbering 

in attachment AMCXX] 

iv. 9.4.3.1 Coastal environment [this reference is referring to the numbering in 

attachment AMCXX] 

v. 6.6.3 Water Body Setbacks  

a. the extent to which the earthworks will adversely affect cultural values 

i. the overall natural character of an area; 

ii. landscape values of an area; 

iii. indigenous ecosystem integrity and function; 

iv. cultural values; and 

v. natural character associated with a waterbody. 

b. Whether there are any effects on significant indigenous vegetation, indigenous 

vegetation and habitats of indigenous fauna, wetlands, ecological corridors and 

linkages; 

c. The extent to which the proposal may protect, maintain or enhance any ecosystems 

or indigenous biodiversity; 

d. any Objectives and policies of the Plan which are relevant to consideration of the 

Cameron 10.15 
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application.  

e. The extent to which earthworks in the Avon River Precinct (Te Papa Otakaro) Zone 

have an adverse effect on the Avon River and its margins.    

 

Use and mapping of overlays  This is an ongoing issue across the various proposals. I understand that the Council 

considers that the issue of clearer mapping will be addressed through use of the e-

Plan.  However I consider that further thought is required with regard to physical 

presentation of the planning maps to ensure that they are readable. 

Cameron 5.9 

  

 

9.1.1.1 Objective - Indigenous 

biodiversity and ecosystems 

9.5 Areas The values and ecosystem functions of areas of significant indigenous 

vegetation and significant habitats of indigenous fauna are identified and protected. 

Cameron 7.9 

 

9.1.1.1.1 Policy - Identification of 

ecological significance 

Accept as per Revised Topic 9.1 Cameron 7.8 

 

9.1.1.1.2 Policy - Land Management a. In Sites of Ecological Significance, avoid removal of indigenous vegetation and 
disturbance of habitats that results in adverse effects on indigenous biodiversity values 
and ecosystem functions within of the site.  
 
a. In Sites of Ecological Significance, manage the removal of indigenous vegetation 
and disturbance of habitats to:  
i. avoid adverse effects on indigenous biodiversity values in the coastal environment; 
and 
ii. avoid significant adverse effects and avoid or offset other adverse effects on 
indigenous biodiversity values where the site is located outside of the coastal 
environment. 
 
b. Outside Sites of Ecological Significance, manage the clearance of indigenous 
vegetation types and habitats of indigenous fauna to ensure: 

i. an ecological assessment for significance has been undertaken in accordance 
with the criteria in Canterbury Regional Policy Statement Policy 9.3.1 and 
Appendix 3; 
ii. within the coastal environment any significant indigenous vegetation or 
significant habitats of indigenous fauna biodiversity values and ecosystem 
functions are protected and adverse effects on those these values are avoided; 
[new clause]. outside of the coastal environment any significant indigenous 
biodiversity values are protected and significant adverse effects on those values 
are avoided and all other adverse effects are avoided or offset.    
iii. significant adverse effects on remaining indigenous vegetation or habitats of 

Cameron 7.13 – 7.15 

Cameron rebuttal 7.4 
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indigenous fauna biodiversity values and ecosystem functions and Ngai Tahu 
values are avoided, and other adverse effects are avoided, remedied or mitigated.  
 

c. Enable activities that maintain and enhance indigenous biodiversity including: 
i. planting with appropriate indigenous species; and 
ii. the removal or management of pest plant and animal species and for 
biosecurity works; and 

 
d. Provide for small-scale, low impact indigenous vegetation clearance where it will 
enable continued use of land and maintenance of existing infrastructure that will not 
result in adverse effects on indigenous biodiversity values such as: 

a. maintaining existing tracks, fencing, water tanks and fire ponds; 
bc. grazing;  
cd. removal for the purposes of the protection of, protecting and providing access 
to electricity infrastructure;  
de. creating new access tracks or erecting new fencing where it will provide 
promote the management or protection of the indigenous biodiversity values; and  
ef. park management; and 
fg. Maintenance, repair and replacement and minor upgrading of existing utilities.  
 

e. Activities and development should not adversely affect the values and ecosystem 
functions of habitats of indigenous fauna.  

9.1.1.1.4 Policy - Incentives and 

assistance to maintain and enhance 

indigenous biodiversity 

Accept as per Revised Topic 9.1 Cameron 7.42 

 

9.1.1.1.5 Policy - Offsetting Accept as per Revised Topic 9.1 Cameron 7.48 

 

9.1.2.1.1 - 9.1.2.1.5  

How to use the rules 

9.1.2.1.6 The following activities are exempt from Rule 9.1.2 for the purpose of 

indigenous vegetation clearance: 

… 

vii. outside a Site of Ecological Significance clearance undertaken on an area of 

improved pasture for pastoral farming existing at 25 July 2015 

… 

xiii. replacement, repair, and maintenance and minor upgrading of existing utilities  

Cameron 7.51 

 

9.1.2.2.1 (P1) Indigenous vegetation 

clearance within a Site of Ecological 

Significance  

Accept as per Revised Topic 9.1 and add the following restricted discretionary rule and 

matter of discretion addressing the upgrade of roads within the Waimakariri River: 

Cameron 7.23 

Cameron rebuttal 6.6 
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Activity  The Council's 
discretion shall be 
limited to the 
following matters: 

RD3 Within the 
Waimakariri River Site 
of Ecological 
Significance any 
indigenous vegetation 
clearance required for 
the purpose of 
upgrading strategic 
infrastructure 

a.9.1.3.2 Indigenous 
biodiversity and 
ecosystems 

b. 9.1.3.3 Operational 
requirements 

RD3 Indigenous vegetation 
clearance within a Site 
of Ecological 
Significance for the 
purposes of new or 
upgrades to strategic 
infrastructure.    

a.9.1.3.2 Indigenous 
biodiversity and 
ecosystems 

b. 9.1.3.3 Operational 
requirements 

9.1.3.3 Operational requirements  

a. Any locational, technical or operational requirements of the proposed activity and the 

practicality of the activity avoiding indigenous vegetation, including the viability of 

alternative routes. 

 

9.1.2.2.1 (P2) 

Indigenous vegetation clearance in 

the Low Plains Ecological District 

and not within a Site of Ecological 

Significance 

Accept as per Revised Topic 9.1 Cameron 7.26 

 

9.1.2.2.1 (P3) Indigenous vegetation 

clearance In Banks Peninsula and 

the Port Hills and not within a Site of 

Ecological Significance 

Accept as per Revised Topic 9.1 Cameron 7.26 
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9.1.2.2.1 (P4) Planting and seed 

gathering within a Site of Ecological 

Significance or vegetation identified 

in Rule 9.1.2.2.4 D2 

Accept as per Revised Topic 9.1 Cameron 7.26 

 

9.1.2.2.1 (P5) Customary harvesting 

excluding felling of trees 

Accept as per Revised Topic 9.1 Cameron 7.26 

 

9.1.2.2.3 (RD1) Any activity not 

complying with Rule 9.1.2.2.1 (P4) 

Amend the matter of discretion column to include: 

b. Indigenous biodiversity and ecosystems - 9.1.3.2 

Cameron 7.25 

 

9.1.2.2.3 (RD2) Any activity not 

complying with Rule 9.1.2.2.1 P5 

Accept as per Revised Topic 9.1 Cameron 7.26 

 

9.1.2.2.4 (D1) Indigenous vegetation 

clearance that does not meet one or 

more of the Activity Specific 

Standards in Rule 9.1.2.2.1 P2 or P3 

Accept as per Revised Topic 9.1 Cameron 7.26 

 

9.1.2.2.4 (D2) Indigenous vegetation 

clearance of specified vegetation 

types 

Accept as per Revised Topic 9.1 Cameron 7.26 

 

9.1.2.2.5 (NC1) Indigenous 

vegetation clearance in a Site of 

Ecological Significance that does not 

meet one or more of the Activity 

Specific Standards in Rule 9.1.2.2.1 

P1 

Accept as per Revised Topic 9.1 Cameron 7.26 

 

9.1.2.2.5 NCX  

New rule 

 

Accept as per Revised Topic 9.1 Cameron 7.26 

 

9.1.2.2.5 NCXX  

New rule 

Accept as per Revised Topic 9.1 Cameron 7.26 

 

9.1.3.X and 9.1.3.Y New matters of 

discretion  

Accept as per Revised Topic 9.1, but seek further amendment to 9.1.3.2 to delete (b) 

and add a new subparagraph to (a): 

i. any loss of, or effects on, indigenous vegetation or habitats of indigenous fauna, 

including wetlands, ecological corridors and linkages. 

Cameron 7.49 

Cameron rebuttal 7.4 
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Appendix 9.1.4.1, 9.1.4.2 and 9.1.4.3 

Schedule of Sites of Ecological 

Significance and reference maps 

Accept as per Revised Topic 9.1 Cameron 7.5 

 

Appendix 9.1.4.1 Schedule of Sites 

of Ecological Significance  

SES/LP22 

Planning Map 44 

Accept as per Revised Topic 9.1 Cameron 7.7 

 

Appendix 9.1.4.5 Biodiversity 

Offsetting  

(7)The offset should be is applied so that the ecological values being achieved through 

the offset are the same or similar to those being lost unless an alternative ecosystem or 

habitat will provide a net gain for indigenous biodiversity and the values being lost are 

not highly irreplaceable or vulnerable.  

Cameron 7.43 - 7.48 

 

9.2 Whole section (structure) See attachment AMC3 to my evidence-in-chief Cameron 4.10 

 

9.2.1.1 Objective - Outstanding 

Natural Features and Landscapes 

9.2.1.2 Objective - Significant 

Features and Landscapes  

a. The district's outstanding natural features and outstanding natural landscapes are 

protected from the adverse effects of subdivision and land use activities. 

b. The values of the district's significant natural features and rural amenity landscapes 

are maintained and, where practical, enhanced. 

Cameron 8.15 

 

9.2.1.3 Objective - Natural Character 

in the Coastal Environment 

Accept as per Revised Topic 9.2 Cameron 8.11 

 

9.2.2 Outstanding Natural Features 

and Landscapes, Significant 

Features and Landscapes and 

Natural Character in the Coastal 

Environment 

Make changes as per attachment AMC4 to my evidence-in-chief Cameron 8.14 

 

9.2.3.1 How to use the rules In addition to the amendments shown below, include an advice note to clarify how the 

rules in Proposal 7 and Topic 9.2 are intended to work together. 

9.2.3.1.4 Rural amenity landscape SL1.0 Banks Peninsula covers the majority of Banks 

Peninsula outside of the settlements and those areas identified as outstanding natural 

features and landscapes. . The rules in 9.2.3 do not apply to the following overlay 

areas: 

i. Where RAL 1.0 Banks Peninsula has an underlying Rural Banks Peninsula zoning 

the effects on rural amenity landscape qualities are managed through the Rural Banks 

Peninsula zone rules in are contained within Rural Chapter 17 

Cameron 8.22 
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ii. The rules that relate to utilities in landscape and natural character in the coastal 

environment overlay areas can be found in Chapter 11. The rules in 9.2.3 do not apply 

to utilities  

iii. In the Central City, rules to manage effects on SF8.2 Otakaro/ Avon River are 

contained in the Central City Avon River Precinct Zone/ Te Papa Otakaro in Chapter 13 

Central City.  

 

9.2.3 Activity status tables 

(9.2.3.2.1, 9.2.3.3.1, 9.2.3.4.1) 

Make changes as per attachment AMC4 to my evidence-in-chief Cameron 8.21 

 

9.2.3.2.1 (a) – (f) Activity status for 

buildings  

Accept as per Revised Topic 9.2 Cameron 8.35 

 

9.2.3.2.1(i) Rule – Construction of a 

new road  

New activity: Maintenance of existing 

roads 

Accept as per Revised Topic 9.2 Cameron 8.35 

 

9.2.3.3.1(i) Rule – Construction of a 

new road  

New activity: Maintenance of existing 

roads 

Accept as per Revised Topic 9.2 Cameron 8.35 

 

9.2.3.4.1 Rule – Activity Status Table Accept as per Revised Topic 9.2 Cameron 8.35 

 

9.2.3.4.1(i) Construction of a new 

road  

New activity: Maintenance of existing 

roads 

Accept as per Revised Topic 9.2 Cameron 8.35 

 

9.2.3.4.1(X) Quarrying  

(now 9.2.3.4.1(k)) 

Accept as per Revised Topic 9.2 Cameron 8.39 

 

9.2.4 Outstanding Natural Features 

and Landscapes, Significant 

Features and Landscapes and 

Natural Character in the Coastal 

Environment 

Make changes as per attachment AMC4 to my evidence-in-chief Cameron 8.43 
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9.3.1 Objective - Historic Heritage [To be addressed by Ms McIntyre in her second statement of evidence]  

9.3.2.2 Policy - Protection of 

significant historic heritage 

[To be addressed by Ms McIntyre in her second statement of evidence]  

9.3.2.3 Policy - Protection of 

significant historic heritage – 

assessment and identification 

[To be addressed by Ms McIntyre in her second statement of evidence]  

9.3.2.4 Policy - Heritage Areas - 

Future Assessment and Identification 

[To be addressed by Ms McIntyre in her second statement of evidence]  

9.3.2.6 Policy - Heritage 

Conservation Management and 

Heritage Principles 

[To be addressed by Ms McIntyre in her second statement of evidence]  

9.3.2.7 Policy - Ongoing, Viable Use 

of Heritage Items and Heritage 

Settings 

[To be addressed by Ms McIntyre in her second statement of evidence]  

9.3.2.9 Policy – Demolition of 

Heritage Items 

[To be addressed by Ms McIntyre in her second statement of evidence]  

9.3.2.11 Policy - Incentives and 

Assistance for Historic Heritage 

[To be addressed by Ms McIntyre in her second statement of evidence]  

9.3.3.1 – How to use the rules [To be addressed by Ms McIntyre in her second statement of evidence]  

9.3.3.2.1 (P1) and (P2) Permitted 

Activities - Maintenance and repair of 

a heritage item 

[To be addressed by Ms McIntyre in her second statement of evidence]  

9.3.3.2.1 (P6) Signage [To be addressed by Ms McIntyre in her second statement of evidence]  

9.3.3.2.1 (P7) Works within a 

heritage setting 

[To be addressed by Ms McIntyre in her second statement of evidence]  

9.3.3.2.1 (P8) Demolition and 

deconstruction of heritage items 

[To be addressed by Ms McIntyre in her second statement of evidence]  

9.3.3.2.2 (C1) Heritage upgrade 

works 

[To be addressed by Ms McIntyre in her second statement of evidence]  

9.3.3.2.2 (C2) Reconstruction  [To be addressed by Ms McIntyre in her second statement of evidence]  
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New permitted activity 9.3.3.2.1 (PX) 

9.3.3.2.1 (P3) and 9.3.3.2.2 (C3)  

Heritage investigative and control 

works  

[To be addressed by Ms McIntyre in her second statement of evidence]  

9.3.3.2.3 (RD1) Alteration of a 

heritage item 

[To be addressed by Ms McIntyre in her second statement of evidence]  

9.3.3.2.3 (RD2) 

New buildings within heritage 

settings 

[To be addressed by Ms McIntyre in her second statement of evidence]  

9.3.3.2.3 (RD4) and 9.3.3.2.6 (D1) 

Relocation of a heritage item 

[To be addressed by Ms McIntyre in her second statement of evidence]  

9.3.3.2.7 (NC1) Demolition [To be addressed by Ms McIntyre in her second statement of evidence]  

X New rule 

Heritage areas 

[To be addressed by Ms McIntyre in her second statement of evidence]  

9.3.4 Matters of control 

9.3.5 Matters of Discretion  

[To be addressed by Ms McIntyre in her second statement of evidence]  

Appendix 9.3.6.3.1 [To be addressed by Ms McIntyre in her second statement of evidence]  

Appendix 9.3.6.4 and Appendix 

9.3.6.5 Significant Historic Heritage 

Items and Settings Aerial Maps 

[To be addressed by Ms McIntyre in her second statement of evidence]  

Appendix 9.3.6.5 

Lawrie and Wilson auctioneers and 

the Former Tuam Street Hall  

[To be addressed by Ms McIntyre in her second statement of evidence]  

Planning maps - Heritage Area 

overlays 

[To be addressed by Ms McIntyre in her second statement of evidence]  

Statements of significance [To be addressed by Ms McIntyre in her second statement of evidence]  

Definitions relating to historic 

heritage 

[To be addressed by Ms McIntyre in her second statement of evidence]  

9.4.2.1(a)(ii) Policy - Tree Protection  [To be addressed by Ms McIntyre in her second statement of evidence]  
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9.4.2.2 Policy - Tree maintenance [To be addressed by Ms McIntyre in her second statement of evidence]  

9.4.2.3 Policy - Trees in Road 

Corridors, Parks, Reserves, and 

Public Open Space 

[To be addressed by Ms McIntyre in her second statement of evidence]  

9.4.3.2.1 (P1) Minor pruning of any 

significant tree listed in Appendix 

9.4.5 

[To be addressed by Ms McIntyre in her second statement of evidence]  

9.4.3.2.1 (P2) and (P3) 

Felling or work on any tree in parks, 

public open space and road corridors 

[To be addressed by Ms McIntyre in her second statement of evidence]  

9.4.3.2.1 (P4) 

Felling or work on any tree that is not 

a significant tree or a tree in parks, 

public open space and road corridors 

[To be addressed by Ms McIntyre in her second statement of evidence]  

9.4.3.2.2 (RD2) and (RD3) 

Activities not complying with Rule 

9.4.3.2.1 P2 and P3 

[To be addressed by Ms McIntyre in her second statement of evidence]  

9.4.4(l) Matters for Discretion  [To be addressed by Ms McIntyre in her second statement of evidence]  

11.1.2.1 Policy - Adverse effects 

from Utilities 

1. To ensure that, where reasonable practicable, new or upgraded utilities: 

a. do not result in a significant reduction in the values of outstanding natural 

landscapes and features, Sites of Ecological Significance, Sites of Ngai Tahu Cultural 

Significance, significant indigenous vegetation flora and or habitats of significant 

indigenous fauna and areas of outstanding or at least high natural character in the 

coastal environment.   

Cameron 11.12 

 

11.3.1.1 (P1) The inclusion of the following Standard: 

Significant indigenous vegetation or significant habitats of indigenous fauna.  

 

Accept the remainder of the Revised Proposal 11 provided that the exemption in Topic 

9.2 for utilities not to be managed by the rules in Topic 9.2 is deleted.    

Cameron 11.5 

 

11.3.1.1 (P2) 

11.3.1.1 New (PX) 

Accept as per Revised Proposal 11. Cameron 11.7 
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Replacement Plan provisions Recommendation  Evidence paragraph reference 

11.3.2.1 (P1) The amendment of the following Standard: 

f. a Site of Ecological Significance site that contains significant indigenous vegetation 

or significant habitats of indigenous fauna.  

 

Cameron 11.8 

 

11.3.3.1 (P1)  The amendment of the following Standard: 

f. a Site of Ecological Significance site that contains significant indigenous vegetation 

or significant habitats of indigenous fauna. 

Cameron 11.8 

 

11.3.3.1 (P5) The amendment of the following Standard: 

f. a Site of Ecological Significance site that contains significant indigenous vegetation 

or significant habitats of indigenous fauna. 

Cameron 11.8 

 

11.3.3.2 (RD6)  The amendment of the following activity trigger: 

7 f. a Site of Ecological Significance site that contains significant indigenous vegetation 

or significant habitats of indigenous fauna. 

Cameron 11.8 

 

11.3.3.3 (D1) The amendment of the following activity trigger: 

7 f. a Site of Ecological Significance site that contains significant indigenous vegetation 

or significant habitats of indigenous fauna. 

Cameron 11.8 

 

11.3.3.3 (D2) The amendment of the following activity trigger: 

7 f. a Site of Ecological Significance site that contains significant indigenous vegetation 

or significant habitats of indigenous fauna. 

Cameron 11.8 

 

11.3.4.1 (P1) 

Communications facilities 

The amendment of the following Standard: 

1 f. a Site of Ecological Significance site that contains significant indigenous vegetation 

or significant habitats of indigenous fauna. 

Cameron 11.8 

 

11.4.1 Assessment Matters – 

Heritage and Natural Environment 

1. Heritage and natural environment 

a. The extent to which the utility and associated structures affect the values of areas 

identified in the District Plan as an Outstanding Natural Landscape, Outstanding 

Natural Feature, Outstanding Natural Character areas in the Coastal Environment, or 

Sites of Ecological Significance.   

9.1.3.2 – Indigenous biodiversity and ecosystems 

x. 9.2.4.1 – Natural character [this reference is referring to the numbering in attachment 

AMCXX] 

xx. 9.3.4.1 – Natural features and landscapes [this reference is referring to the 

numbering in attachment AMCXX]            

Cameron 11.16 – 11.20 
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Replacement Plan provisions Recommendation  Evidence paragraph reference 

xxx. objectives and policies – 9.1, 9.2 and 9.3 [this reference is referring to the 

numbering in attachment AMCXX] 

 

13.10.1.1 Objective - Natural and 

Built Environments 

13.10.1.1.1 Policy -Natural Features 

and Landscapes   

13.10.1.1.2 - Policy, Heritage Items 

and Settings and Protected Trees 

Incorporate objective and policies into Proposal 8, with: 

(a) amendments to Objective 8.1.1 and Policies 8.1.1.1 and 8.1.1.3 as described  

elsewhere in this table  

(b) amendments to Policy 8.1.1.2(a) as follows: 

 

8.1.1.2 Policy - Historic heritage and protected trees 

 

a.    Ensure that subdivision process and design retains significant trees and 

protects historic heritage, including sites within silent files and that sites 

created in heritage precincts or the Residential Conservation zone should 

reflect the local historic pattern of development. 

…. 

McIntyre 6.3-6.11 

13.10.9 Natural and cultural heritage Incorporate rules into Proposal 8, with the following amendments to Rule 8.2.2.2: 

(a) Amend activity RD10 to read: Subdivision of land within a Site of Ecological 

Significance except in the Avon River Precinct (Te Papa Ōtākaro) Zone 

(b) Amend RD14 to read: 

RD14 Subdivision of land  in the 
Central City Avon River 
Precinct  (Te Papa Ōtākaro) 
Zone and within or partly within 
a Significant Feature or a Site 
of Ecological Significance 

Nil The mMatters for 
control at 8.2.4.1 
(4) and 8.2.4.2 
(17) of discretion 
9.1.3.2 and 
9.3.4.1 [this 
reference is 
referring to the 
numbering in 
attachment 
AMC4 to my 
evidence-in-chief 

 

(c) Amend activity RD15 to read: Subdivision within the Central City for the 

protection of a Significant Feature or a heritage item and setting 

(d) Delete RD16. 

McIntyre 6.10-6.27 
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Replacement Plan provisions Recommendation  Evidence paragraph reference 

13.11.2.2 P1, Activity Specific 

Standard (a) 

The Crown submission point relates to the matters being considered in the Proposal 13 

hearing and will be addressed in evidence in that hearing 

 

13.11.2.2 (P3) Earthworks within 5m 

of any tree 

Incorporate rules into Proposal 8 with the following amendment to Rule 8.8.2 P6: 

 P6 Earthworks within 5m of any tree in: 

1. parks or public open space; 

2. road corridors in Christchurch City (excluding 
the central city) 
... 

 

McIntyre 7.8-7.11 

13.11.2.2 Table 1 Maximum volumes 

- earthworks 

Incorporate rules into Proposal 8 with the following amendment to Rule 8.8.2 Table 1: 

Delete: 

Significant Feature (Avon River)  Nil  
 

McIntyre 7.3-7.6 

13.11.2.7 Matters of Discretion Amend 8.8.7 as set out elsewhere in this table. 

 

McIntyre 7.7-7.10 

13.13.2.2.1 (P1) Navigation Aids Accept Revised Proposal 11 except to the extent of the following amendment to the 

activity standard for 11.3.1.1 P1: 

 

1. Weather stations and navigation aids greater than 1m in height or 6m
2
 in area 

shall not be located within or on:  

ag. the dripline of a significant tree;  

bh. a heritage item, or setting; or  

ci. a Residential Character Area. 

McIntyre 8.4 

13.13.2.4.1 P1, Activity Specific 

Standard (c) 

Accept as per Revised Proposal 11 McIntyre 8.4 

13.13.2.5.1 P1, Activity Specific 

Standards (a) and (b) 

Accept as per Revised Proposal 11 McIntyre 8.5 

17.2.2.3 (RD1) and (RD2) The Council's Discretion shall be limited to the following matters: 

j. Identified important ridgelines  

k. Coastal environment  

l. Rural amenity Landscapes – Banks Peninsula 

Cameron Section 12 
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Replacement Plan provisions Recommendation  Evidence paragraph reference 

m. Indigenous biodiversity and ecosystems 

x. Natural Features and Landscape 9.3.4.1[this reference is referring to the numbering 

in attachment AMC4 to my evidence-in-chief] 

xx. Natural character 9.2.4.1[this reference is referring to the numbering in attachment 

AMC4 to my evidence-in-chief] 

17.2.2.3 (RD3), (RD4) and (RD5) The Council's Discretion shall be limited to the following matters: 

b. Coastal environment  

c. Rural amenity Landscapes – Banks Peninsula 

x. Natural Features and Landscape 9.3.4.1[this reference is referring to the numbering 

in attachment AMC4 to my evidence-in-chief] 

xx. Natural character 9.2.4.1[this reference is referring to the numbering in attachment 

AMC4 to my evidence-in-chief] 

Cameron Section 12 

 

17.2.2.4 (D1) – (D5)   The Council will consider the Matters of Discretion specified below and any other 

relevant matter under Section 104 of the Act.  

b. Coastal environment  

c. Rural amenity Landscapes – Banks Peninsula 

d. Identified important ridgelines 

e. Indigenous biodiversity and ecosystems 

x. Natural Features and Landscape 9.3.4.1[this reference is referring to the numbering 

in attachment AMC4 to my evidence-in-chief] 

xx. Natural character 9.2.4.1[this reference is referring to the numbering in attachment 

AMC4 to my evidence-in-chief] 

Cameron Section 12 

 

17.4.2.3 (RD1) - (RD5) Accept as per Revised Proposal 17 Cameron Section 12 

 

17.4.2.4 (D1) – (D2) and (D4)   Accept as per Revised Proposal 17 Cameron Section 12 

 

17.4.3.2 – 17.4.3.5 and 17.4.3.8 

Built Form Standards 

Accept as per Revised Proposal 17 Cameron Section 12 

 

17.5.2.3 (RD1) - (RD5) Accept as per Revised Proposal 17 Cameron Section 12 

 

17.5.2.4 (D1) Accept as per Revised Proposal 17 Cameron Section 12 
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Replacement Plan provisions Recommendation  Evidence paragraph reference 

 

17.5.3.2 – 17.5.3.5 and 17.5.3.7 Accept as per Revised Proposal 17 Cameron Section 12 

 

17.8.1.10, 17.8.3.1 and 17.8.3.2 Accept as per Revised Proposal 17 Cameron Section 12 

 

 

Further submission (for provisions not included in table above) 

Replacement Plan provisions Recommendation Evidence paragraph reference 

'Cultural heritage' [To be addressed by Ms McIntyre in her second statement of evidence]  

New definition: 'Environmental 

compensation' 

Accept definition is not needed, as per Revised Topic 9.2 and the Revised 

Proposal 8 

Cameron 7.47 

 

'Heritage setting' [To be addressed by Ms McIntyre in her second statement of evidence]  

Proposal 9 – New section 

9.X Ngāi Tahu Values and the 

Natural Environment 

This issue is not being addressed in rebuttal as there is ongoing conversation 

being held between the Council, the Crown and Ngai Tahu.   

Cameron 3.7 

 

9.2.3.2, 9.2.3.3, 9.2.3.4 

Buildings in landscape and 

natural character overlays 

Accept as per Revised Topic 9.2 Cameron 8.37 

 

9.2.3.2.1 Rules – ONL Port Hills 

38.3 Kennedy's Bush RLL Zone 

(Column 8) 

Accept as per Revised Topic 9.2 Cameron 8.29 

 

9.2.3.3.1 Rules – SL 11.2 Port 

Hills Worsley's Spur – 

Residential Hills Zone (Column 

7) 

Accept as per Revised Topic 9.2 Cameron 8.29 

 

9.2.3.3.1 Rules – SL 1.0 Banks 

Peninsula – Papakainga Zone 

(Column 6) 

This matter needs to be further discussed between the interested parties.  Cameron 8.32 

 

9.3.3.2.1 Permitted activities – 

New activity: replacement of non-

[To be addressed by Ms McIntyre in her second statement of evidence]  
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Replacement Plan provisions Recommendation Evidence paragraph reference 

listed buildings in a heritage 

setting 

9.3.3.2.3: Restricted 

Discretionary Activities RD5 - 

RD7 

[To be addressed by Ms McIntyre in her second statement of evidence]  

New Policy 9.3.2.4 – Heritage 

items and earthquake recovery 

[To be addressed by Ms McIntyre in her second statement of evidence]  

Appendix 9.3.6.1 – Schedules of 

Significant Historic Heritage 

Places 

Heritage item 506 

[To be addressed by Ms McIntyre in her second statement of evidence]  

Appendix 9.3.6.1 – Schedules of 

Significant Historic Heritage 

Places 

Interiors 

[To be addressed by Ms McIntyre in her second statement of evidence]  

9.4.4 Matters of discretion – 

significant trees 

[To be addressed by Ms McIntyre in her second statement of evidence]  

11.2 Application of Rules See row above with regard to 11.3.1.1 (P1)  

Planning Maps – 'Areas of 

Natural Character in the Coastal 

Environment' 

Accept as per Revised Topic 9.2 Cameron 8.33 

 

Planning Maps - Coastal Natural 

Character overlays 

Accept as per Revised Topic 9.2 Cameron 8.33 
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ATTACHMENT AMC2 – 'UTILITIES' AND 'STRATEGIC INFRASTRUCTURE' 

DEFINITIONS 

Strategic infrastructure: 

means those necessary infrastructure facilities, services and installations which are 

of greater than local importance, and includes infrastructure that is nationally 

significant. 

 

Explanatory note 

The following are non-exclusive examples of strategic infrastructure: 

a. strategic transport networks; 

b. Christchurch International Airport; 

c. Lyttelton Port of Christchurch; 

d. bulk fuel supply and storage infrastructure including terminals, wharf lines 

and pipelines; 

e. defence facilities; 

f. strategic telecommunication and radiocommunication facilities; 

g. the National Grid; and 

h. public water supply, wastewater and stormwater networks and associated 

facilities. 

 

Utility: 

means: 

 

a. transformation, transmission, generation or distribution of electricity 

provided by network utility operators or requiring authorities including:   

i. transmission lines and electricity distribution lines and associated 

equipment; and 

ii. private connections to such utilities.  

 

b. telecommunication and radio communication facilities including:   

i. transmitting/receiving devices such as aerials, antennae, dishes, 

lines (including cables), insulators, castings, tunnels and associated 

equipment; and 

ii. support structures such as towers, masts and poles and accessory 

buildings, and private receiving dish antennae. 
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c. storage tanks and pipes for the distribution or transmission (but not the 

retail) of petroleum or natural or manufactured gas, (including LPG) and 

necessary incidental equipment provided by network utility operators or 

requiring authorities, and private connections to such utilities;  

 

d. reticulated water for supply or irrigation, stormwater management basins, 

swales or reticulated or open channelized drainage, and reticulated 

sewerage provided by network utility operators or requiring authorities, 

including:   

i. private stormwater facilities connecting to such utilities; and 

ii. necessary incidental equipment including pumping stations 

provided by network utility operators or requiring authorities and 

private connections to such utilities. 

 

e. lighthouses, meteorological facilities, navigational aids and beacons 

including approach control services within the meaning of the Civil Aviation 

Act 1990.  

 

http://www.legislation.govt.nz/act/public/1990/0098/latest/DLM214687.html
http://www.legislation.govt.nz/act/public/1990/0098/latest/DLM214687.html

