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1. SUMMARY STATEMENT 

1.1 The purpose of this summary statement is to provide an overview of my position in 

relation to the matters outlined in my primary evidence and the associated amendments 

I have recommended to the provisions (as set out in Attachment B of my primary 

statement). 

Objectives INF-O3 and Policy INF-P7 

1.2 Having reviewed the supplementary statement of Mr Anderson on behalf of the Council, 

I generally support the proposed amendments to Policy INF-P7, which incorporate the 

recommended amendments set out in my primary statement with regards to the re-

naming / re-phrasing of the policy heading – which is now proposed to refer to 

“Incompatible subdivision, use and development”.  

Rule INF-R22 (National Grid) 

1.3 The supplementary statement of Mr Anderson (for the Council), as well as the rebuttal 

evidence of Ms Whitney (for Transpower), have addressed the proposed amendments 

recommended in my primary statement with regard to Rule INF-R22 (National Grid). 

1.4 While Mr Anderson does not support my proposed amendments to the notification clause 

within Rule INF-R22 (now proposed to be Rule INF-NG-R58), I note Ms Whitney does 

support in part my proposed amendments to the wording of the notification clause.  Ms 

Whitney, in response to my proposed amendments, has proposed an alternate re-

wording of the notification clause.  I confirm I have reviewed Ms Whitney’s proposed re-

wording of the notification clause in her rebuttal evidence and I consider Ms Whitney’s 

proposed re-wording to generally be appropriate and acceptable.  I consider it is 

reasonable to expect that – where a resource consent is required for a Non-Complying 

activity within the National Grid Yard – such an application would be limited notified to 

Transpower, where written approval has not previously been sought / provided by the 

applicant. 

Policy INF-NG-P61 (National Grid) 

1.5 As part of the proposed amendments set out in my primary statement, I proposed 

amendments to Policy INF-NG-P61 – to replace reference to the term “reverse sensitivity 

effects”, with a reference to “adverse effects from incompatible subdivision, use and 



 
 
  

development”.  The reasoning behind my proposed amendment to Policy INF-NG-P61 

is the same as that set out in paragraph 6.2 of my primary statement, in relation to the 

same wording change I proposed to Policy INF-P7.  

1.6 I confirm I continue to support my proposed amendment to Policy INF-NG-P61 – to seek 

to amend the existing reference to “reverse sensitivity” and replace it with a reference to 

“adverse effects from incompatible subdivision, use and development”, consistent with 

the wording and framing of Policies 8 and 39 of the Wellington Regional Policy Statement 

(WRPS). 

1.7 I also note my proposed amendments to the Infrastructure Chapter / National Grid Sub-

Chapter provisions are consistent with the amendments I proposed to the Noise Chapter 

provisions of the PDP, through my evidence in relation to Hearing Stream 5 (Noise). 

Transport Chapter Standards TR-S1 (Vehicle trip generation) and TR-S7.2(d) (Design 

requirements for on-site vehicle parking) 

1.8 I have reviewed the supplementary statement of Mr Wharton, on behalf of the Council, 

and note he does not support my proposed amendments to the stated number of vehicle 

movements (within Rule TR-S1), nor the requirement for electrical vehicle-charging 

facilities for residential on-site parking spaces. 

1.9 I note I continue to support my proposed amendments to Rules TR-S1 and TR-S7.2(d), 

for the reasons set out in my primary statement.  
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