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1 Background  

1.1. As directed by Minute 57, the consideration of Indigenous Biodiversity and the National 

Grid (within context of the officer recommended INF-NG Sub-Chapter) is deferred to 

this wrap up hearing.  

1.2. Hearing evidence1 on the topic was provided to Hearing Stream 11. As outlined2 in the 

S42A report to Hearing Stream 12, my Hearing Stream 11 evidence:  

“provided general support for the INF-NG sub-chapter policy framework as 

recommended by the reporting officer in Hearing Stream 9 and further supported and 

implemented through recommendations of the reporting officer in Hearing Stream 11. 

Ms Whitney seeks to address ‘the rule gaps in ensuring an appropriate framework for 

SNAs within the Infrastructure – National Grid sub chapter”.  

1.3. The S42A Report for Hearing Stream 12 has assessed my lodged evidence and 

provided recommendations.  

1.4. I can confirm that my lodged Hearing Stream 11 stands, remains relevant and I support 

the majority of the S42A Report for Hearing Stream 12, being:  

1. Amendments to the INF-NG chapter introduction to clarify the sub-chapter 

manages National Grid asset activities in SNAs.  

2. Replication of a similar clarification statement on the relationship between the 

chapter and NESETA in the introduction to section 3 

3. Inclusion of a NESETA exclusion in relevant rules; INF-NG-R61; INF-NG-R64, 

INF-NGR65.  

4. The inclusion of a reference to SNAs within those rules that apply to existing 

National Grid assets; INF-NG-R64 and INF-NG-R65.  

5. The inclusion of a reference to SNAs within those rules that apply to new 

National Grid assets; INF-NG-R66 and INF-NG-R67. 

 
1 Planning Evidence of Paulien Whitney dated 28 August 2024 and Transpower company evidence of Sarah 
Shand dated 28 August 2024.  
2 Wellington City Proposed District Plan: Part 1 Sch 1 Wrap up hearing S42A Report, paragraph 70.  
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1.5. The only outstanding query I have is in relation to recommendation 4 above – and why 

reference to SNA’s has not been recommended to be included in INF-NG-R61 (as was 

sought in my Hearing Stream 11 evidence at paragraph 7.17.) 

1.6. The only other matter which is not directly related to the Grid specific chapter is a 

potential inconsistency between the provisions within INF-R7 within Appendix A3 of 

Hearing Stream 12, and that shown in the Officer Right of Reply to Hearing Stream 94. 

Extracts from the respective reports are provided below.  

 
Figure 1. Hearing Stream 12 

  

 
3 inf.pdf (wellington.govt.nz) 
4 Appendix A - Recommended Amendments - Infrastructure (wellington.govt.nz)  

https://wellington.govt.nz/-/media/your-council/plans-policies-and-bylaws/district-plan/proposed-district-plan/files/hearing-streams/wrapup/council-reports-evidence/inf.pdf
https://wellington.govt.nz/-/media/your-council/plans-policies-and-bylaws/district-plan/proposed-district-plan/files/hearing-streams/09/right-of-reply/appendix-a---recommended-amendments---infrastructure.pdf


 

3  
Hearing 12: Wrap Up Hearing: Statement of Evidence of Pauline Whitney for Transpower NZ Ltd 
 

 
Figure 2. Hearing Stream 9 

1.7. My query relates to the lack of consistency between the provisions in red shown in 

Figure 1, and that shown in red, blue and purple in Figure 2. I am aware that the 

Hearing Stream 12 S42A report outlined on page 37 consequential amendments to 

INF-R7, but I am not clear where the deletion of (the below) standards a. to d. has 

come from (in terms of S42A Reports), 

 

and where the below ‘replacement’ clauses have come from as they were not part of 

the notified PDP.  

 
Pauline Mary Whitney  

23 October 2024 
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