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maximum 8 vehicle movements per day). Clearly, the PDP uses this technique in the rules to
determine activity status. What is proposed for the UGVASZ is entirely consistent with the VA
Variation.

Assessment matter {c) earthworks, access, parking and landscape does not contain sufficient detail
about how landscape character and rural amenity would be addressed —landscape character and rural
amenity matters do not need to addressed by the restricted discretionary assessment matters as the
subzone has been identified on the basis that it can absorb an upper limit of 2400m? of appropriately
designed building development without adversely affecting ONL values or rural amenity — that is the
conclusion of the landscape [and planning] evidence. The restricted discretionary assessment matters
only need to cover matters of building and site design ‘detail’ which will ensure appropriately designed
development. In addition assessment matter (b) visual prominence from both public places and
private locations, enables the detailed design to be assessed to ensure that it meets the “reasonably
difficult to see beyond the site boundary” testin Policy 6.3.12.

The subzone does not propose any amendments to the PDP Rural Zone objectives and policies, nor
the existing objectives and policies, which support the discretionary activity regime for VA - my
evidence has established that the proposed subzone is appropriate to achieve PDP objectives and
policies and overall is better than the VA discretionary activity regime. The objectives and policies do
not need te be changed as there is no conflict with them.

The proposed subzone is bespoke and has not designed to be used as a template for other rural areas
— the proposed subzone approach and rules package is designed so that it can apply to other
appropriate locations in the Rural Zone (with site specific madifications as appropriate), in the same
way that the residential zones VA overlay applies to multiple locations.




Appendix A

Chapter 33 ~ Indigenous Biodiversity Objectives and Policies

33.2.1 Objective - Indigenous biodiversity is protected, maintained and enhanced

33.2.1.5 Undertake activities involving the clearance of indigenous vegetation in ¢ manner that
ensures the District’s indigenous biodiversity is protected, maintained or enhanced!.

33.2.1.6 Manage the adverse effects of activities on indigenous biodiversity by:

a. avoiding adverse effects as far as practicable and, where total avoidance is not practicable,
minimising adverse effects;

b. requiring remediation where adverse effects cannot be avoided;

¢. requiring mitigation where adverse effects on the areas identified above cannot be avoided or
remediated;

d. requiring any residual adverse effects on significant indigenous vegetation or indigenous fauna
to be offset through protection, restoration and enhancement actions that achieve no net loss and
preferably a net gain in indigenous biodiversity values, having particular regard to:

i. limits to biodiversity offsetting due the affected biodiversity being irreplaceable or vulnerable;

ii. the ability of a proposed offset to demonstrate it can achieve no net loss or preferably a net
gain;

iii. Schedule 33.8 - Framework for the use of Biodiversity Offsets;

e. enabling any residual adverse effects on other indigenous vegetation or indigenous fauna to be
offset through protection, restoration and enhancement actions that achieve no net loss and
preferably a net gain in indigenous biodiversity values having particular regard to:

i. the ability of a proposed offset to demonstrate it can achieve no net loss or preferably a net
gain; ii. Schedule 33. 8 - Framework for the use of Biodiversity Offsets.

It is anticipated that an ecological assessment will be undertaken at time of any future resource
consent application in the UGVASZ. This will assess the ecological values including ‘health’ of the
forested Area B. As noted in Mr Espie’s evidence Area B has been unfenced and subject to stock
browsing for many decades. it is old-growth forest with little in the way of regrowth, and it is
understood its ecological health could be significantly improved by some ecological management
measures. Mr Espie also notes that vegetation clearance could be kept to a minimum by use of
helicopter access for installation of cabins (as is the case with DOC huts).

The UGVASZ location and rules package limits the buildable footprint within Area B to 400m?thereby
minimising indigenous vegetation clearance effects. The matters of discretion include indigenous
clearance, restoration and enhancement which provides scope for mitigation measures (e.g. partial
clearance) and biodiversity offsets and further methods to limit clearance e.g. helicopter access, no
vehicle access for visitors, With respect to the requirement to limit offsets where the affected
bicdiversity is irreplaceable or vulnerable, | note that Area B is not a Significant Natural Area.



I note that Rule 33.5.2 allows for the clearance of 500m2 of indigenous vegetation where it is
greater than 2.0m in height. The proposed rule package provides for ‘indigenous vegetation
clearance, restoration and enhancement’ as a matter of discretion. As such, regardless of whether
the permitted threshold is meet, the proposal provides for a better outcome in terms of protecting
indigenous vegetation,

33.2.1.8 Determine the significance of areas of indigenous vegetation and habitats of indigenous
fauna by applying the following criteria:

a. Representativeness

Whether the area is an example of an indigenous vegetation type or habitat that is representative
of that which formerly covered the Ecological District

OR
b. Rarity

Whether the area supports;

i indigenous vegetation and habitats within originally rare ecosystems;

il il. indigenous species that are threatened, at risk, uncomman, nationally or within the
ecological district;

iii, iit. indigenous vegetation or habitats of indigenous fauna that has been reduced to less
than 10% of its former extent, regionally or within a relevant Land Environment or
Ecological District;

OR

c. Diversity and Pattern

Whether the area supports a highly diverse assemblage of indigenous vegetation and habitat
types, and whether these have a high indigenous biodiversity value including:

i. indigenous taxa;

ii. ecological changes aver gradients;
OR

d. Distinctiveness

Whether the area supports or provides habitats for indigenous species:

i. at their distributional limit within Otago or nationally;
it ii. are endemic to the Otago region;
iif. fii, are distinctive, of restricted occurrence or have developed as a result of unique

environmental factors;
OR
e. Ecological Context

The relationship of the area with its surroundings, including whether the area proposed to be
cleared:



i has important connectivity value allowing dispersal of indigenous fauna between

different areas;
if, has an important buffering function to protect values of an adjacent area or feature;
iii, is important for indigenous fauna during some part of their life cycle

The ecological assessment undertaken as part of a future resource consent applicable will address
the above.

33.2.3 Objective - Land use and development maintains indigenous biodiversity values.

Policies 33.2.3.1 Ensure the clearance of indigenous vegetation within the margins of water bodies
does not reduce natural character and indigenous biodiversity values, or create erosion.

33.2.3.2 Encourage opportunities to remedy adverse effects through the retention, rehabilitotion
or protection of the sume indigenous vegetation community elsewhere on the site.

33.2.3.3 Encourage the retention and enhancement of indigenous vegetation including in locations
that have potential for regeneration, or provide stability, and particularly where productive values
are low, or in riparian areas or gullies.

| anticipate that the ecological assessment included in the resource consent application will put
forward a proposal {e.g. including stock and pest control, indigenous vegetation planting) which
maintains and potentially enhances bio diversity values in accordance with Policy 33.2.1.6.
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UGVASZ Areas A & B
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