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Agenda
• Top Energy’s Network in the 

Far North
• Heritage Area Overlay
• Historic Heritage
• Sites and Areas of Significance 

to Māori 
• Notable trees



Far North Network
• Servicing an area of approx. 

7,000m2.
• Approx. 32,000 customers.
• Total system length of 

4,000+km.
• Both above and below 

ground.
• The network services many 

isolated and vulnerable 
communities, with minimal 
or no alternatives for 
power supply. 



Heritage Area Overlay



• Top Energy sought amendments to HA-R5 to exempt earthworks associated with underground cables.
• Support RO recommended, amendment to PER-1 and deletion of the volume and area thresholds in PER-2 

and PER-3.

• Do not support RO recommended replacement of PER-2 and PER-3 with a depth of excavation to 500mm.
Reason:
• Undergrounding of cables should be encouraged in these sensitive environments because overhead cables 

are more likely to detract from heritage values. 

• PER-1 requires compliance Accidental Discovery Protocol.
• Matters of discretion are largely focused on assessing adverse effects on the heritage values of Heritage 

Area Overlays or any adjacent scheduled Heritage Resources.
• Given the lack of permanent visual or character impact from earthworks for new underground 

infrastructure, and the minimum setback requirement for earthworks from scheduled Heritage Resources, 
it is appropriate to exclude this activity from this resource consent requirement. 

Rule HA-R5 



• We recommend the following amendment to Rule HA-R5:

Rule HA-R5 -Amendment



• Top Energy sought a new permitted activity rule for maintenance, upgrade and repair of existing 
network utilities, buildings and structures.  And a new permitted activity rule for new network utilities.

• We support the two different permitted pathways for infrastructure as recommended by the RO, 
subject to the following: 
o Increase the 1m limit to the location of infrastructure from the original alignment for any 

maintenance, repair or upgrading to 3m. More flexibility is needed to accommodate replacement 
assets. 

o Reference to “all zones” in HA-R6 should be deleted to avoid confusion and unintended 
consequences. 

o The same exemptions are provided for any underground infrastructure, and above ground 
infrastructure located within the road reserve in HA-R10, as has been in HA-R6.

o A restricted discretionary activity status shall apply under HA-R10 rather than a discretionary 
activity status as the potential effects of those activities can be readily identified and captured 
within the relevant matters of discretion. 

Rules HA-R6 & HA-R10 - 
Amendment



• We recommend the following amendments to Rules HA-R6 and HA-R10:

Rule HA-R6 & HA-R10 - amendment



Historic Heritage



• Top Energy sought the deletion or amendment to exclude network utilities.
• We support the RO recommended exclusion of the maintenance, repair or upgrading 

of any existing above ground infrastructure, suject to the following additional 
amendments:
o Infrastructure located underground should be excluded from this rule.
o Increase the 1m limit to the location of infrastructure from the original alignment 

for any maintenance, repair or upgrading to 3m. More flexibility is needed to 
accommodate replacement assets. 

o There should be a similar exclusion for new above ground infrastructure located 
solely in the road reserve.

oA restricted discretionary activity status rather than a discretionary activity status 
should apply.

Rule HH-R6 - Amendment



• We recommend the following amendment to Rule HH-R6:

Rule HH-R6 - Amendment



Sites and Areas of 
Significance to Māori 



• Top Energy sought additional provisions that:
oRecognise the need for the location of new infrastructure within Sites and Areas of 

Significance to Māori where there is an operational or functional need for that 
infrastructure, and any adverse effects of that infrastructure are adequately 
managed; and

oProvide for the operation, maintenance, repair and upgrading of infrastructure 
within Sites and Areas of Significance to Māori.

Objectives, Policies and Rules



• The RO considered that these matters have been addressed in the Infrastructure 
Section 42A Report, thereby rejecting Top Energy’s submission points. 

• We note that these submission points were not explicitly addressed in the 
Infrastructure Section 42A Report or the recent Hearing 11.  

• Infrastructure Chapter overview states that in addition to the provisions within that 
chapter, there are provisions in other Part 2: District Wide Matters that may be relevant 
for infrastructure, including within the Sites and Areas of Significance to Māori chapter.

Objectives, Policies and Rules



• We consider the following provisions should be included within the Sites and Areas of 
Significance to Māori chapter:

Objectives, Policies and Rules



Notable Trees



• We disagree with the retention of this objective as notified because it only provides for 
the identification and protection of Notable Trees.  

• We consider it important that there is an objective which Policy NT-P4 implements.
• We recommend the following amendment to Objective NT-O1:

Objective NT-O1 - Amendment



Policy NT-P2 - Amendment
• We agree with the following elements of the RO recommendation:

o The inclusion of “on notable trees” within the opening sentence.
o The deletion of the original clause b.’

• We do not otherwise support the revised wording. In particular, the requirement for a 
suitably qualified and experienced arborist to supervise all pruning and trimming of 
branches on notable trees. 

• We do not consider this reasonable or realistic as it relates to pruning and trimming of 
branches to improve public safety, or precent damage to property or infrastructure, or 
to enable the safe and efficient use and operation of infrastructure or network utilities. 



Policy NT-P2 - Amendment
• We recommend the following amendment to Policy NT-P2:



Policy NT-P3 - Amendment
• We recommend:

o The inclusion of the term ‘infrastructure’, ‘activities’ and ‘development’ are not 
defined terms. ‘Infrastructure’ is a defined term in the RMA and used consistently 
elsewhere in the PDP. 

o The inclusion of ‘or’ in the policy, which is appropriate to allow flexibility; requiring 
both conditions (a) and (b) is seen as to restrictive.

oA grammatical correction changing ‘activity’ to ‘activities’.  



Policy NT-P4 - Amendment
• We disagree that Policy NT-P4 already provides for the trimming and pruning of 

notable trees to facilitate the use and operation of infrastructure. 
• As the policy currently reads, it only enables the trimming and pruning of trees 

generally. 
• We recommend the following amendment to Policy NT-P4 to improve clarity:



Policy NT-P5- amendment
• We support the amendment to Policy NT-P5 allowing for the destruction or removal of 

trees if there is an imminent threat to the safe and efficient use and operation of 
infrastructure.

• We oppose the new requirement that all scenarios be assessed by an arborist. 
• Arborist assessments should not be required in urgent situations involving immediate 

threats to safety or infrastructure, as quick action may be needed, and wating for an 
assessment is unrealistic and unreasonable.

• We also consider that Clause (b) should use the term “not feasible” instead of “not 
possible”, as feasibility offers a more practical and reasonable standard.



Policy NT-P5- Amendment
• We recommend the following amendment to Policy NT-P5:



• Top Energy sought a new definition for ‘emergency tree works’.
• The RO has supported the inclusion of this definition and recommended amendments 

to Rules NT-R2 and NT-R8 to provide permitted pathways for emergency tree works. 
• Top Energy continue to seek that a Level 4 Qualified Arborist should not be required to 

undertake a risk assessment as this will create an unnecessary and ultimately unhelpful 
administrative burden in an emergency situation. 

• All works will be undertaken in accordance with the Electricity (Hazards from Trees) 
Regulations 2003 which includes rules specifying who has responsibility for cutting and 
trimming trees that encroach on electrical conductors. These rules do not suggest that 
a Level 4 Qualified Arborist is required. 

Definition of Emergency Works and Rules NA-R2 
and NA-R8



Definition of Emergency Works and Rules 
NA-R2 and NA-R8
• We recommend the following amendments to Rules NA-R2 and NA-R8:



Rule NT-R4 - Amendment
• We Disagree with the retention of PER-2 and PER-3. 
• We consider PER-2 and PER-3 are unnecessary and onerous when works are already 

required to be undertaken in accordance with Electricity (Hazards from Trees) 
Regulations 2003.  

• We therefore recommend the following amendment to Rule NT-R4:



Summary & Key Takeaways
• We consider the Reporting Officer has made a number of constructive 

recommendations to address Top Energy’s concerns in their submission.
• There are a number of areas where we consider further amendments are 

necessary. 
• These primarily relate to ensuring that new infrastructure and the operation, 

maintenance, repair and upgrading of existing infrastructure is recognised 
and provided for within these particularly sensitive environments. 



He Patai? | Any Questions?
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