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Further Submission on Queenstown Lakes Proposed District Plan 2015 - Stage 1 
 

Clause 8 of the First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991 
 
To: Queenstown Lakes District Council  
By email: services@qldc.govt.nz 
 
Name of Submitter:  New Zealand Tungsten Mining Limited    
 

Phone: 03 450 0736 
Email: maree.baker-galloway@andersonlloyd.co.nz/ rosie.hodson@andersonlloyd.co.nz  
Postal address: PO Box 201, Queenstown 9348 

 
1. This is a further submission in support of/ in opposition to the submissions on the Proposed District Plan – Stage 1 which are detailed in the Table 

below. 

 

2. In accordance with clause 8, Schedule 1, we are a person representing a relevant aspect of the public interest. We hold exploration permits for the 

exploration of minerals in order to pursue future extraction within the Queenstown Lakes District. We   have an active interest in the mining 

industry for the wellbeing of the District. We believe that with sound management practices, mineral extraction can promote the sustainable 

management purpose of the RMA and can provide for the most efficient and effective use of resources.  

 

a) Mining can exist in conjunction with conservation and sustainable management values and  has the following significant public benefits;  

 

b) Mining using modern technology is not invasive and can be carried out with minimal disturbance of ecological habitats and values.  

 

c) Mining provides for significant economic and social benefits to a community in the form of increased employment opportunities 

 

d) Biodiversity offsetting is promoted during and after mining activity, which will often result in positive environmental effects.   

 

3. The reasons for our support or opposition of the submissions, or of specific points raised in the submissions, are specified in the Table below.   
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Submission (number/ 
name/ address)  

Support
/ 
Oppose  

Provision(s)  Reasons   Decision sought 

373 Department of 
Conservation  
PO Box 
4715,Christchurch,8140 
gdeavoll@doc.govt.nz 
 

Oppose  Definition- 

biodiversity 

offsetting  

The relief sought through amendments to this definition is 

not supported.  

 

Biodiversity offsetting is a complex topic, and requires 

policy development at a national level for a workable 

framework to be produced for end-users.  

 

That the submission be refused 

insofar as the submission seeks to 

amend the definition of 

biodiversity offsetting 

Oppose  New definition of 

'No net loss"  

The relief sought by seeking this new this definition is not 

supported.  

 

The new definition is no considered necessary in the 

Proposed Plan, and is not a common statutory term used in 

the RMA. It is therefore likely to create confusion and 

unnecessary complexity to the Plan  

 

That the submission be refused 

insofar as the submission seeks to 

introduce a new definition for 'no 

net loss'  

Oppose  Chapter 3  Amendments proposed to policy 3.2.4.2.2 on biodiversity 

off-setting create confusion for the methodology of the 

principle of off-setting generally.  

That the submission be refused 

insofar as the submission seeks 

amendments to the provisions in 

Chapter 3 
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Oppose  Chapter 6  The relief sought to retain Chapter 6 as notified in the 

Proposed Plan is not supported. There are many issues, 

inconsistencies and errors within this chapter which have 

been raised by NZ Tungsten Mining and other submitters, 

This Chapter is not adequately assessed by Council's 

section 32 report and will benefit from amendments to its 

chapter so as to set the appropriate higher order direction 

for landscapes in the district.  

 

That the submission be refused 

insofar as the submission seeks 

chapter 6 as notified.  

Oppose  Chapter 33, 33.1, 

objectives 33.2.1, 

33.2.3; Policies  

33.2.1.1, 33.2.1.2, 

33.2.1.3, 33.2.1.4, 

33.2.1.5, 33.2.1.6, 

33.2.1.7, 33.2.1.8, 

33.2.1.9, 33.2.2, 

33.2.2.1, 33.2.2.2, 

33.2.2.3, Rules 

33.3.4 Table 2, 

33.5.5, 33.5.7, 

33.5.8, 33.2.1.9 

 

33.8 Schedule of 

SNAs 

 

New policies 

proposed for 

Chapter 33 

The proposed amendments to chapter 33 are not 

supported as these proposals will not seek to achieve the 

most effective and efficient use of resource under the RMA 

purpose of sustainable management. The changes sought 

are based upon a presumption that they are needed to 

give effect to Goal 3.2.3 of the Proposed Plan. This is not a 

sound justification as it not clear what status 'Goals' have 

in the Plan, and whether they must be given effect to. Any 

lower order provisions should give effect to the objectives 

of the Plan, rather than goals.  

 

Amendments sought to the 33.1 purpose elevate the 

protection of indigenous vegetation beyond a level 

provided for in Part 2 of the RMA, without justification by 

way of a section 32 analysis.  

 

The amendments sought by the submission do not take 

into account the ability for appropriate subdivision use and 

development to occur in areas of significant vegetation, 

where suitable controls can be introduced to maintain or 

That the submission be refused 

insofar as the submission seeks 

amendments to the provisions 

identified in this submission for 

Chapter 33   
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enhance the ecological values associated with such areas.  

 

The proposed amendments to encourage protection and 

enhancement of biodiversity values on unproductive land 

within the district are not suitable. These would render 

almost all land in the District subject to such protections 

and would disable any future development opportunities  

 

Removal of all exemptions for instances of indigenous 

vegetation clearance where appropriate, and subject to 

suitable controls, will render some land incapable of future 

appropriate use and development.  

  

598 Straterra 
PO Box 10-
668,Wellington,New 
Zealand,6143 
bernie@straterra.co.nz 
 
 
 

Support 
in part  

Entire submission 
 

The relief sought by this submitter is supported in its 

entirety as providing appropriately for minerals and mining 

activities in the District, in a way that is consistent with the 

letter and intent of the RMA. 

 

The District Plan should recognise that exploratory 

activities can be carried out with minimal adverse 

environmental impacts. It is important that exploration is 

not hindered by the District Plan provisions due to its 

importance in providing for an opportunity to identify 

future economic and other social benefits.  

 

Exploration should not be conflated and contained within 

policies which relate to extraction due to its non-invasive 

nature.  

 

That the submission be allowed in 
its entirety  
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706 Forest and Bird  
PO Box 
6230,Dunedin,New 
Zealand,9059 
 
maturin@forestandbir
d.org.nz 
 

Oppose  Definitions, 

Objective 3.2.4, 

3.2.4..3, 3.2.4.5, 

3.2.4.7 policies 

3.2.4.2.1, 3.2.4.2.2, 

3.2.4.5.1, 3.2.4.7,  

new policies 

proposed 

 

 

Adding soil disturbance to the definition of vegetation 

clearance is not supported. Objectives adding 

'maintenance of biodiversity' without qualification are not 

supported. Addition of avoidance wording to policies 

without qualification is not supported.  

 

 

That the submission be refused 

insofar as the submission seeks 

amendments to the provisions 

identified in this submission for 

Chapter 3.   

Oppose  Chapter 33 (all 

provisions identified 

within chapter 33). 

New assessment 

matters and other 

provisions 

proposed for 

chapter 33 

Amendment sought to Chapter 33 will not provide for a 

sustainable management regime which anticipates a level 

of appropriate development within some significant 

indigenous vegetation (subject to appropriate controls).  

 

Any amendments to biodiversity offsetting principles 

should be clarified for consistency with case law on 

offsetting.  

 

That the submission be refused 

insofar as the submission seeks 

amendments to the provisions 

identified in this submission for 

Chapter 33 

 Oppose  Chapter 21 (new 

policy added) 

objective 21.2.5 

policy 21.2.5.4 

 

21.4.30(d)  

The addition of the new policy to Avoid the degradation of 

natural wetlands is not supported. The wording risks being 

unworkable for businesses, and is inconsistent with the 

letter and intent of the RMA. 

 

Additions to the provisions identified in this submission are 

not supported generally as they create an inconsistent 

level of required protection to that which is in Part 2 of the 

RMA.  

 

There is not justification for the elevated level of 

That the submission be refused 

insofar as the submission seeks 

amendments to the provisions 

identified in this submission for 

Chapter 21 
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protection identified by Forest and Bird for wetlands. This 

creates an unbalanced approach to the recognition of 

other section 6 ad 7 RM A matters which are provided for n 

the Proposed Plan.  

 

768 Z Energy Ltd, BP Oil 
NZ Ltd and Mobil Oil 
NZ Ltd 
Burton Planning 
Consultants Limited 
PO Box 33-
817,Takapuna,Aucklan
d,New Zealand,0740 
mlaurenson@burtonco
nsultants.co.nz 
 

Support  Chapter 3, Chapter 
6,  
 
Natural hazards; 
policy suite 28.3.1 
and 28.3.2 

The submission is supported insofar as it seeks 

amendments to the higher order objectives and policies of 

the Plan which seek amendments to directive-type 

language, including use of terms such as 'avoid' without 

qualification.  

 

Amendments sought to natural hazard identification are 

supported, as this will provide for a tolerable level of risk 

when managing adverse effects from natural hazards, and 

other natural hazards provisions to that effect. 

  

That the submission be insofar as it 
seeks amendments to chapters 3 
and 6, and policy suites 28.3.1 and 
28.3.2 

798 Otago Regional 
Council 
 
c/o Warren Hanley 
Private Bag 
1954,Dunedin,New 
Zealand,9054 
warren.hanley@orc.go
vt.nz 
 

Oppose  Chapter 33 
Indigenous 
Biodiversity 

The Submission does not adequately justify its blanket 

support for the identification of areas of significant 

indigenous vegetation and significant habitat of indigenous 

fauna. These provisions as notified in the Proposed Plan 

may not ultimately end up being consistent with the Otago 

Regional Policy Statement, which is also in its development 

stage. 

That the submission be refused 

insofar as it supports the provisions 

in the Proposed Plan as notified 

relating to indigenous vegetation 

and biodiversity 

Oppose  Chapter 21; new 

provisions 

proposed (point 

number 798.8, 

The relief sought through the submission seeking that 

earthworks and mining avoid the interception or 

contamination of sensitive aquifers.  And that the Plan 

include provisions addressing subsequent rehabilitation of 

That the submission be refused 

insofar as it supports amendments 

to Chapter 21 and the addition of 

new provisions proposed for 
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798.9 land to avoid causing adverse environmental effects such 

as ongoing discharges to air and water, are not supported. 

   

The additions requested by ORC are not adequately 

supported by recognition of higher order policies and 

objectives of the Plan. This proposed wording will not 

achieve a sustainable management approach in 

accordance with the RMA.  

 

 

 

extractive activities.  

#145 Upper Clutha  
Environmental Society  
Inc  
 

245 Hawea Back 
Road,Wanaka,New 
Zealand,9382 
uces@xtra.co.nz 
 

Oppose 
in part  

Chapters 3, 6, and 
21 as they are 
referred to tin this 
submission 

Proposed amendments to chapters 3, 6, and 21 as these 

relate to subdivision or development in rural areas are 

opposed.  Justification for the removal of polices relating 

to subdivision and development on highly visible slopes 

has been adequately assessed in Council's section 32 

reports.   

 

Requiring the addition of these factors will not provide for 

an appropriate subdivision and development regime.  

 

The Submission does not clearly identify the source of all of 

these provisions which it seeks to amend in the Proposed 

Plan, therefore the addition of broad policies and wording 

across three chapters in the plan is not justified and is nots 

supported.   

That the submission be refused 

insofar as the submission seeks 

amendments to the: "Rural Zone. 

Rural Areas Zone objectives and 

policies and assessment matters 

and rules and any provisions of the 

District Plan that relate to these or 

subdivision and/ or development 

of rural areas in any way" 

671 Queenstown 
Trails Trust  

 
New Zealand,9300 

Oppose  Provision 3..2.8.1.2  The relief sought by the submission to discourage the 
closure of unformed legal roads is not supported.  
 

That the submission be refused 
insofar as the submission seeks 
amendments to 3.2.8.1.2 
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mandy.kennedy@quee
nstowntrail.org.nz 
 

This policy would provide for inconsistency and duplication 
with other legislation which governs such matters, 
including the Local Government Act 2002, the Public Works 
Act 1981, the Overseas Investment Act 2005 
 

 
 

4. I wish to be heard in support of my submission.  

 

5. I will consider presenting a joint case with others presenting similar submissions.  

 
 
 

 
 
New Zealand Tungsten Mining  
By its duly authorised agents  
ANDERSON LLOYD  
Per: Maree Baker-Galloway  
 
 
Address for service of Submitter: 
Anderson Lloyd  
PO Box 201 
QUEENSTOWN 9348 
Tel 03 450 0700 
Fax 03 450 0799 
Email:  maree.baker-galloway@andersonlloyd.co.nz 
 
 
 


