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STATEMENT OF PLANNING EVIDENCE BY CLARE BARTON ON THE TOPIC
OF OUTSTANDING NATURAL FEATURES AND LANDSCAPES, INCLUDING
SCHEDULE F, ON BEHALF OF MANAWATU-WANGANUI REGIONAL

COUNCIL

Terms
TEB = technical evidence bundle
NV = notified version of POP
DV = decisions version of POP
MV = mediated version of POP
MCB = mediation compilation bundle
NPS REG =  National Policy Statement on Renewable Energy Generation
NZCPS = New Zealand Coastal Policy Statement
RMA = Resource Management Act 1991

Introduction

Qualifications and experience

My name is Julie Clare Barton and I am a Senior Consents Planner at
Manawatu Wanganui (Horizons) Regional Council. I have been employed by
Horizons in this capacity since May 2010. I hold a Bachelor of Regional

Planning degree (Honours) from Massey University, Palmerston North.

I have 22 years experience in New Zealand in the profession of planning. I
have worked both as employee and consultant to local government
authorities, the Ministry for the Environment and private consultancy firms.
I was, until November 2009, a Director of the consulting firm Environments
by Design Limited (EBD). EBD consulted predominantly in Palmerston North,
Horowhenua, Taranaki and Wellington in relation to a range of resource
management matters. I worked in the Resource Management Directorate of
the Ministry for the Environment from 1991 to 1994 and worked on
preparing recommendations to select committees on both the Resource
Management Act and its first amendment. I have been involved in the
development of District Plans and in various Private Plan Change

applications. I have assessed and reported on many applications for
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Resource Consents, including matters that have been decided in Hearings

and in the Environment Court.

As the appeal points at issue in this statement of evidence relate to
renewable energy issues in relation to regionally outstanding natural
features and landscapes I should note that I have acted as consultant
planner either to energy companies or the Manawatu Wanganui Regional

Council (MWRC) in relation to five wind farm applications as follows:

(@) Trustpower Ltd - Stage II of the Tararua Wind Farm (for the
applicant).

(b) Nz Windfarms Ltd — Stage I of the Te Rere Hau Wind Farm (for the
applicant).

(c) Allco Energy Ltd — Motorimu Wind Farm to the stage of the Council
Hearing (for the applicant).

(d) Meridian Energy Ltd — Project Central Wind Farm (for the Council).
(e) Contact Energy Ltd — Waitahora Wind Farm (for the Council).

I have also acted as Council Planner in the early stages (i.e. pre-lodgement)
for the Genesis Energy’s Castle Hill Wind Farm (2011), Mighty River Power’s
Puketoi Wind Farm (2011) and Meridian Energy’s Mt Munro Wind Farm
(2012).

I have worked for the Regional Council firstly on a consultancy basis within
the Consents Section since December 2006 and in the Policy Section since
2009. I became involved in the preparation of the Proposed One Plan during
the hearings phase.

I became an employee of MWRC in May 2010 and was seconded to work
full-time in the Policy Section in 2011 to focus on the Proposed One Plan
appeals process. During that time I have attended many meetings with
appellants and represented MWRC at all of the Court assisted mediation on
this topic.

I am therefore familiar with the issues and process involved in the
development of the Proposed One Plan and I have a good understanding of
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the issues that have arisen in the implementation of the provisions of the
Proposed One Plan. 1 also have an excellent understanding of the

consenting issues involved with renewable energy projects.

I have read the Code of Conduct for Expert Witnesses in the Environment

Court Practice Notes. I agree to comply with that code of conduct.

Summary of Key Issues

10.

I understand there are two substantive unresolved appeal issues and two
minor issues concerning Chapter 7 Indigenous Biological Diversity,
Landscape and Historic Heritage of the DV POP and specifically the topic of
Landscapes and Natural Features including Schedule F. All other appeal
points in relation to Landscapes and Natural Features including Schedule F
have been resolved and are in the process of being presented to the Court

for consent orders.

The two substantive issues both relate to Policy 7-7. In summary, Policy 7-7
Regionally Outstanding Natural Features and Landscapes contains two sub-
clauses. Clause (aa) requires the avoidance of significant adverse
cumulative effects on the characteristics and values of the outstanding
natural features and landscapes listed in Schedule F. Clause (a) requires
that all other adverse effects on the characteristics and values of the
outstanding natural features and landscapes listed in Schedule F are avoided
as far as reasonably practicable and otherwise adverse effects are remedied

or mitigated.

(@) Key Issue 1: Appellants seek to have Policy 7-7 clause (aa), dealing
with cumulative effects, either deleted or a cross reference made to
Chapter 3 Infrastructure, Energy, Waste, Hazardous Substances and
Contaminated Land. The issue centres on concerns by energy

company interests in particular that:

(i) The policy 7-7(aa) sets an unreasonable requirement of

avoidance.

(i) The policy sits in isolation without reference to the policies in

Chapter 3 (not appealed) supporting renewable energy.
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(iii) In the context of renewable energy does not give effect to the

NPS on renewable energy.

(b) Key Issue 2: TrustPower Ltd’s appeal on Policy 7-7 is more limited.
It focuses on the ‘consenting risk’ that Policy 7-7 may raise in
obtaining consent approval for the upgrade of its existing generation
portfolio on the Tararua Ranges (known as T1, T2 and T3).
TrustPower is concerned that clause (aa) would require the avoidance
of significant adverse cumulative effects in relation to any resource
consent to upgrade the Tararua Wind Farm which may hinder using
different turbines since the existing smaller turbines are no longer

manufactured.

The two minor issues relate to Schedule F Regionally Outstanding Natural
Features and Landscapes that have not been formally resolved by
memorandum but have been the subject of conferencing between the
planners and landscape architects for the parties. These arise from an

appeal by Mighty River Power Limited. These two issues are:

(a) Issue 3: The inclusion and wording of item (da) Skyline of the Puketoi

Ranges and Associated Characteristics and Values in Schedule F.

(b) Issue 4: The inclusion and wording of item (ia) Skyline of the Ruahine
and Tararua Ranges and Associated Characteristics and Values in
Schedule F.

Mighty River Power Ltd seeks to have the reference to skyline in relation to
the Puketoi Ranges deleted and the references to the Ruahine and Tararua

Ranges including the references to skylines deleted.

Issues 3 and 4, as listed in paragraph 11 above, are addressed in tabular
form in Attachment A attached to this evidence. As there has been
agreement between those experts who attended conferencing on these two
issues I consider that these issues are to all intents and purposes resolved.
I briefly comment on these issues in paragraphs 105 to 111 of this evidence
because, as there is not (as at the time of writing this evidence) a signed
memorandum of agreement, they are still issues that require resolution by
the Court.
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Executive summary of matters raised in this evidence

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

In achieving the purpose of the RMA, sustainable management requires the
recognition of the limitations on resource capacity of ONFL's. Inappropriate
development on outstanding natural features and landscapes arises if an
activity, for example renewable energy activities, exceeds that resource
capacity unless there are other compelling reasons for consent to be
granted. It is therefore appropriate that the POP in the total mix of policies
recognises the issue of significant adverse cumulative effects on outstanding

natural features and landscapes.

The word ‘significant’ has a range of meanings and comparable words
include ‘noteworthy’, ‘remarkable’, ‘important’, ‘serious’, or ‘momentous’. In
that range significant in this context is more likely to mean ‘serious’ or
‘notable’. Significant adverse cumulative effects in the context of Policy 7-7
are most appropriately assessed on a case by case basis and the overall
importance of any breach of Policy 7-7 will be assessed under a s104

assessment.

The amendments I propose to Policy 7-7 are those of the DV POP including
the modifications agreed to through the mediation process. I consider these
amendments to meet the Statuary Test for an RPS policy and to be a more
appropriate method for achieving Objective 7-2 Outstanding natural features
and landscapes, and natural character’ of the DV POP.

I consider it most appropriate that Policy 7-7 remain general in its
application, such that it does not exempt, or otherwise specify, particular
activities from consideration of effects, and importantly significant adverse

cumulative effects.

I do accept that the policy suite within the DV POP could be better
supported in relation to the upgrade of an existing wind farm, and I propose
an amendment to include an additional sub-clause within Policy 3-4. This
amendment is that which was discussed by representatives of Mighty River
Power Ltd, TrustPower Ltd and Genesis Power Ltd at a planning discussion
held on 19 January 2012.

1

DV POP, Chapter 7, page 7-5.
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I consider the amendment I propose to Policy 3-4 meets the Statutory Tests
for an RPS policy and to be a more appropriate method for achieving
Objective 3-1 Infrastructure and other physical resources of regional or
national importance’ and Objective 3-1A Energy’, of the DV POP.

With regard to the two minor issues relating to Schedule F Regionally
Outstanding Natural Features and Landscapes, 1 consider it most appropriate
for item (da) Skyline of the Puketoi Ranges and item (ia) Skyline of the
Ruahine and Tararua Ranges to remain in DV POP Schedule F, with
proposed amendments to address issues of clarity. The amendments I
propose are those agreed to through the Technical Expert Conferencing and

Planner Expert Conferencing held in January 2012%.

History of POP and key environmental issues

21.

22,

23.

24,

I have already provided evidence to the Court summarising the development
of the POP in: OVERVIEW STATEMENT, AS DIRECTED BY JUDGE BP DWYER
(18 MAY 2011), dated 15 December 2011.

In that evidence I outline the process taken by MWRC during the
development of the POP and how this led to identification of four key
regional environmental issues: surface water quality degradation, increasing
water demand, unsustainable hill country land use and threatened

indigenous biodiversity.

These environmental issues were identified during extensive early public and
stakeholder consultation and confirmed by research of the Regional Council’s
science team. Whilst regionally outstanding landscapes was not identified as
one of the four key environmental issues it is nevertheless a significant issue

for the region.

Section 7.1.3 Natural Features, Landscapes and Natural Character in the DV
POP includes the following commentary which describes why the protection
of outstanding natural features and landscapes is an issue of importance to

the Region [emphasis added]:

u DN W N

DV POP. Chapter 3, page 3-3.

DV POP, Chapter 3, page 3-4.

Technical Expert Conferencing 18 January 2012. Planner Expert Conferencing 19 January 2012.
Chapter 7, page 7-2 of the DV POP
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"The protection of outstanding natural features and landscapes
from inappropriate subdivision, use and development is a matter of
national importance. Outstanding natural features and landscapes are
memorable, affording aesthetic pleasure and experiences that are shared
and valued by a wider community. QOutstanding natural features and
landscapes have natural and cultural dimensions that are central to a
community’s identity and sense of belonging. They are places that reveal a
community’s history and a coherence and connectedness of people’s lives

through time and space.

A number of outstanding natural features and landscapes and their
associated values are identified in Schedule F°. These outstanding
natural features and landscapes exist on both public and private land and
were originally identified by the Regional Council, in consultation with
Territorial Authorities and the Department of Conservation, and included in
the Regional Policy Statement for the Manawatu-Wanganui (August 1998).
In determining these natural features and landscapes as being "outstanding
and regionally significant” specific matters were considered, including
geographical and geological features and their contribution to the Region’s
character, ecological significance, the cultural significance of the site or area,
amenity, intrinsic, scientific and recreational values, and any recognised

(national or regional) level of protection.

Territorial Authorities have the responsibility of managing the
effects of land use, through district plan provisions and land use
resource consent. Consequently, the management of competing
pressures for the subdivision, use and development of land that
may affect outstanding natural features and landscapes is most
appropriately dealt with at a territorial level. However, to aid local
decision-making, regional policies provide guidance for managing
the effects of subdivision, use and development of land that may

affect outstanding natural features and landscapes...”

The Regional Council developed Policy 7-7 to address the risk to outstanding
natural features and landscapes from inappropriate subdivision, use and

development. Policy 7-7 provides strategic direction to territorial authorities

6

Schedule F is a component of Part I — the Regional Policy Statement.
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in the development of second generation plans and consent processing.
Policy 7-7A supports the identification of outstanding natural features and
landscapes (ONFL) and their values. It sets out assessment factors that
must be taken into account when identifying and listing in a district plan any
ONFL including delineating its spatial boundaries. Policy 7-7A and associated
Table 7.2 were developed through a series of pre-hearing meetings’ held
with submitters in response to submissions received on the NV POP from six
Territorial Authorities (and supported by the seventh territorial authority in
the Region), which requested the inclusion of ‘strong signals’ within the RPS
to Territorial Authorities on how to deal with ONFLs, and clarification of how
to give effect to Policy 7-78.  Significant community support for the need for
that direction was also evident in the Manawatu. The need for strategic
direction by regional councils to address accumulative effects of wind
farming was identified by the Parliamentary commissioner for the

Environment in Wind Power People and Place.’

Wind farming in the Manawatu-Wanganui Region — an overview

26.

27.

Much of the constructed wind farm generation capacity in New Zealand is
within the Manawatu-Wanganui region. Much of that is presently
concentrated on the northern end of the Tararua Ranges on the outskirts of
Palmerston North City. There is also recent consents for other wind farms in
the region including the Central Wind project in the Ruapehu and Rangitikei
districts and the Contact Energy Puketoi wind farm in the Tararua district.

As noted earlier, in 2006 the Parliamentary Commissioner for the
Environment produced a report Wind Power People and Place to address
community concerns regarding the visual and other effects of wind farming
development particularly as it was a reasonably new phenomenon in New
Zealand. That report included an international literature review and

addressed current international practice on assessing cumulative effects as

7

9

Noted on page 18 of the Planning Evidence and Recommendations Report — Horizons Regional
Council’'s Planning Officer's Report on Submissions to the Proposed One Plan — landscapes and
Natural Character February 2009

Submissions received from Tararua District Council 172/54, Ruapehu District Council 151/108,
Horowhenua District Council 280/58, Wanganui District Council 291/42, Manawatu District Council
340/68, Rangitikei District Council 346/54. Palmerston North City Council was a further submitter
in support of each of these submissions (Further submitter 481) .

PCE 2006 recommendation 6 page 116.
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well as a comparative analysis of the scale of wind farms in other

jurisdictions. Key messages from that report included:

(@) The relatively poor understanding of the impact and assessment of
cumulative effects including cumulative visual effects on landscapes
and people’s experience of them and how other countries have

addressed the issue.

(b) The potential for very large scale wind farming activity to have

significant adverse visual landscape effects.

(c) Poor regional direction on the management of cumulative visual

effects.
28. Table 7.1 of that report set out the consented wind farms in the Manawatu
which is attached as Attachment B.
29. Since then on the northern end of the Tararua Ranges, the following
additional consents have been granted for wind farming activity.
Name Turbines Capacity Comment
Te Rere Hau eastern extension | 56 23MW Construction
commenced
Turitea Reserve 60 138MW Not constructed
Motorimu 57 Not constructed
30.  The Motorimu consent has since been surrendered as part of the application
by Mighty River Power Limited for the Turitea Reserve.
31. Attached as Attachment C is a plan view of the relevant section of the

Tararua Ranges where wind farms existed or were consented on the
northern end of the Tararua Ranges. This plan was produced by the
planning witness, Mr ] Baker, as part of his evidence to the Turitea wind
farm Board of Inquiry. It does not include the Te Rere Hau eastern

extension.
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Te Apiti is located adjacent to the Manawatu Gorge. The turbines are
approximately 110m high and three bladed. At the time it was consented it
was identified as a regionally significant landscape under the operative

regional policy statement.

T1, T2 and T3 are at the northern end of the Tararuas and contain a mixture
of turbine types. The earlier stages (T1 in particular) have lattice tower
turbines which are no longer manufactured. T3 comprises new generation
turbines with approximate heights of 100m. T1 was one of the first wind
farms constructed in the Manawatu and was developed by a former power
generation company called Central Power Limited. The T1, T2 and T3
generation pod is now owned by Trustpower Limited that intends to upgrade
some or all of the wind farm as the turbines reach the end of their
maintenance lifecycle. Particularly, the smaller lattice tower turbines. All of
these turbines were either located in or had visual effects that penetrated
the skyline of the Tararua Ranges which was identified in the operative

regional plan as an outstanding landscape.

The Motorimu wind farm owners Allco Energy Limited appealed the decision
of the consent authority refusing consent for turbines on the Te Mata
ridgeline. That appeal was determined by the Environment Court. The
Environment Court determined that the Te Mata ridgeline was a special
amenity landscape and declined the consent by reason of the landscape
effects including visual dominance on rural residential properties. In that
decision the Court noted that at this stage given the spatial separation from
existing wind farms and the total length that cumulative effects were not
considered to be significant. At that time the constructed and consented
wind farm developments extended from Whariti peak to the southern edge

of the Te Rere Hau wind farm with a spatial extent of approximately 15km.

The Turitea wind farm application proposed a wind farm of a different order
of magnitude to any other wind farm previously established. Mighty River
Power Limited originally proposed 132 turbines of which 60 were consented.
The major ridgeline of the Turitea Reserve was identified as an outstanding
landscape both in the operative Regional Policy Statement and determined
as an outstanding landscape by the Board of Inquiry. Turbines from that
location have, in most part, been excluded. Consent was granted for

turbines between the Pahiatua Track and the northern end of the Turitea

10
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Reserve where natural vegetation predominates. This is an accumulative
addition of approximately 5km of turbines extending beyond the southern
boundary of the Te Rere Hau wind farm. Cumulative landscape effects were
not considered by the Court to be significant. The relevant ridgeline was
identified as an ONFL.

The Puketoi wind farm was declined at the consent authority stage. The
wind farm was redesigned and more spatially contained by the deletion of
turbines. The deletion of turbines was also informed by the need to protect
some landscape values. This modified proposal was consented by the
Environment Court. The skyline of the Puketoi Ranges is identified as an
ONFL in the operative RPS. The Environment Court did not consider that the
effects of the activity significantly adversely affected the values and

characteristics of the skyline and landscape of the Puketoi Ranges.
From the Manawatu-Wanganui regional experience one can discern that:

(@) The context of each application is intensely individual and each
application is assessed as such with the relevant weighting of policies

reflecting those individual circumstances.

(b) In some cases the nature and scale of development on an ONFL is
acceptable and appropriate depending on the impact on the

characteristics and values of that landscape.

(c) Within each successive wind farm there is an appropriate and detailed
consideration of the cumulative effects of development. Anecdotal
evidence suggests the rigour and depth of that analysis has improved

over time.

(d) Often wind farms are scaled back as a result of consent authority or
Environment Court decisions in response to cumulative effects on the

characteristics and values of an ONFL.

(e) Thresholds for the trigger for significant cumulative effects are not

particularly low based on recent experience.

11
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The general approach taken in the DV POP to dealing with outstanding
natural features and landscapes

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

In order to discuss the issues raised in appeals, it is desirable to outline the

approach taken in the DV POP to the recognition and protection of ONFL's.

Issue 7-2'° within the DV POP identifies as a significant resource
management issue the risk to the Region’s ONFL's associated with the
adverse effects of land use activities and development, including the
potential for significant adverse cumulative effects. The issue also identifies
that developments with the potential for greatest impact include wind farm

developments, residential subdivision and other major structures.

The DV POP identifies 15 "Regionally Outstanding Natural Features and
Landscapes” in Schedule F Table F1'! along with a description of the

characteristics and values associated with each item.

Objective 7-2(a)*? addresses issue 7-2 by seeking that the characteristics
and values of the Region’s ONFL's, including those identified in Schedule F
Table F1 (i.e. the listed Regional ONFL's), are protected from inappropriate

subdivision, use, and development.

There are two policies that support Objective 7-2(a). Policy 7-7 provides
direction to decision makers on consent applications and territorial
authorities in developing their plans regarding the management of effects of
subdivision, use and development only in relation to those items listed in
Schedule F Table F 1. Policy 7-7 states: MNote: the underlining and
strikethrough shown in the wording of the Policy below have been agreed to
by the parties to mediation:

“Policy 7-7: Regionally Outstanding Natural Features and
Landscapes

The natural features and landscapes listed in Schedule F Table F1 must be

recognised as regionally outstanding and must be spatially defined in the

review and development of district plans.  All subdivision, use and

10 Chapter 7, page 7-4 of the DV POP.
11" Schedule F, Pages F-1 to F-4 of the DV POP.
12 Chapter 7, page 7-5 of the DV POP.

12
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development directly affecting these areas must be managed in a manner

which:

(aa) avoids any significant adverse cumulative effects on the
characteristics and values of those outstanding natural features and

landscapes, and

(a) except as required under (aa), avoids adverse effects as far as
reasonably practicable and where avoidance is not reasonably
practicable, remedies or mitigates adverse effects on the
characteristics and values of those outstanding natural features and

landscapes.”

Included in Attachment D is the wording of Policy 7-7 as contained in the NV
POP.

The policy emphasis of Policy 7-7 is on avoiding significant adverse
cumulative effects and then avoiding other adverse effects as far as
reasonably practicable, and where this is not reasonably practicable,
remedying or mitigating adverse effects on the characteristics and values of

those natural features and landscapes.

Policy 7-7A provides direction to the Regional Council and Territorial
Authorities by requiring that a specific set of factors (Table 7-2 Natural/

Feature and Landscape Assessment Factors'®) are taken into account when:
(a) Identifying outstanding natural features and landscapes.
(b) Considering changes to Schedule F.

(© Considering the inclusion of outstanding natural features or

landscapes into any district plan.

(d) Establishing the relevant values to be considered when assessing
effects of an activity on an item in Schedule F Table F1 or any other
outstanding natural feature or landscape.

13 Chapter 7, Table 7.2, Page 7-9 of the DV POP.

13
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Table 7-2 Natural Feature and Landscape Assessment Factors are to be
taken into account by decision makers both through plan development and

plan review processes and through a resource consent application process.

Table 7-2 Natural Feature and Landscape Assessment Factors stipulates
seven assessment factors, each with an associated scope statement to assist
with the interpretation and application of each factor. These assessment
factors and the associated scope statements for each are based on the
Pigeon Bay'? criteria. This set of assessment factors aims to provide a more
consistent and robust approach across the Region when assessing natural
features and landscapes both in the development of District Plans and

through the resource consent process.

Policy 7-7 and Policy 7-7A (and associated Table 7-2) are implemented
through the district planning processes and through consent decision making

processes, in giving effect to the Regional Policy Statement.

Policy 7-7 and Policy 7-7A are also implemented through two non-regulatory
methods in Chapter 7 of the DV POP:

(@) Method 7-7 District Planning — Natural Features, Landscapes and

Indigenous Biological Diversity” outlines that the Regional Council will:

(i) Seek changes to District Plans to ensure provisions are in place
to provide an appropriate level of protection for outstanding

natural features and landscapes.

(i)  Submit on resource consent applications received by a territorial
authority for land use activities where there is potential for

effects on outstanding natural features or landscapes.

(b) Method 7-7A Consistent Landscape Assessment’® aims to develop a
consistent and robust characterisation of the landscape within the
Region and consistent identification of outstanding natural features
and landscapes. It provides for the Regional Council and Territorial
Authorities to develop and adopt a consistent methodology (including

4 pigeon Bay Aquaculture Ltd v. Canterbury Regional Council [1999] NZRMA 209 and further

Wakatipu Environmental Society Inc v Queenstown Lakes District Council/ [2000] NZRMA 59",

15 Chapter 7, page 7-13 of the DV POP.
16 Chapter 7, page 7-14 of the DV POP.

14
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consideration of Table 7-2 Assessment Factors) for undertaking
outstanding natural feature and landscape assessments. The Regional
Council also commits through the method to making relevant resource

data available.

How responsibilities are allocated between the Regional Council

and Territorial Authorities in relation to managing outstanding

natural features and landscapes.

The DV POP is clear on how responsibility for managing outstanding natural

features and landscapes is to occur. The division of responsibilities can be

summarised as follows:

The Regional Council:

(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

(e)

Identifies through Schedule F Table F1 the 15 "Regionally outstanding

natural features and landscapes”.

Provides strategic direction (through Objective 7-2(a), Policy 7-7 and
Policy 7-7A) in relation to resource consent applications and plan
development as to how to manage adverse effects on outstanding

natural features and landscapes.

Provides strategic direction (through Objective 7-2(a), Policy 7-7 and
Policy 7-7A) in relation to consent applications and plan development
on the factors to take into account when assessing outstanding natural

features and landscapes (Table 7.2).

Is responsible for engaging in the non-regulatory method to seek
District Plan changes and to submit on resource consent applications
where there is potential for adverse effects on outstanding natural

features or landscapes.

Is responsible for engaging in the non-regulatory method to develop,
in conjunction with Territorial Authorities, a robust methodology for
landscape assessment and data sharing to enable a consistent
characterisation of the Region’s landscape.

15
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52. The Regional Council has no rules within Part II DV POP relating to ONFL's.
The function for developing rules on land use addressing landscape and

visual effect matters rests with the territorial authorities.’
53. Territorial Authorities will:

(a) Give effect to the RPS (specifically Objective 7-2(a), Policy 7-7 and
Policy 7-7A) through district plan provisions and through decision

making processes on resource consent applications for land use.

(b) Develop, in conjunction with the Regional Council, a robust
methodology for landscape assessment to enable a consistent

characterisation of the Region’s outstanding landscapes.

Monitoring compliance in second generation district plans to
ensure that outstanding natural features and landscapes are being

adequately catalogued.

54. The Regional Council is actively monitoring compliance with Objective 7-
2(a), Policy 7-7 and Policy 7-7A for outstanding natural features and
landscapes through their involvement with territorial authority District Plan
reviews and changes and on resource consent applications, including in

recent times submissions and evidence for:

(@) The Ruapehu Proposed District Plan (2011).

(b) Horowhenua District Plan - Proposed Plan Change 22 (2011).
(c) The Proposed Tararua District Plan (2008).

(d) The Proposed Rangitikei District Plan (2010).

(e) Mighty River Power’s Turitea Wind Farm resource consent application
(2009).

(f)  Contact Energy’s Waitahora Wind Farm (2009).
(g) Genesis Energy’s Castle Hill Wind Farm (2011).

(h) Mighty River Power’s Puketoi Wind Farm (2011).

17" Section 31(1)(a) RMA 1991.

16
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Meridian Energy’s Mt Munro Wind Farm (2012).

The 