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Presenter
Presentation Notes
The background picture is largely SNA under the proposed district plan. The plants in shot are mostly non-native (the tree in the foreground is a Walnut tree). 
Our driveway is clearly visible and our water tank is hidden behind the non-native shrubs in the centre of the photo.
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Photographs in our Evidence as well as detail in our original Submission highlight the many infrastructure and non-native elements in the disputed section (marked NOT SNA). 



• Council’s position up to this point is very unclear:
o Consultation Phase indicated that the disputed area was clearly NOT SNA.
o Notified Plan showed that it WAS considered SNA.
o Email communication with Council indicated again that it would NOT be considered SNA.
o Under the Section 42a Report it MAY be SNA but yet another process, outside of the 

hearings process, is required.

• A very frustrating, time/resource consuming and wasteful exercise.
o We strongly believe that we have submitted sufficient evidence to Council, from the 

consultation phase to now, to correct the SNA overlay extents on our property.
o If the intention is to proceed with the ground-truthing and/or Appendix 2 options for 

determining SNA extents, then firm deadlines and an accessible appeals process need to be 
put in place as this effectively by-passes this hearings process and restarts the clock.

• At this stage it appears that Council does not regard existing infrastructure & 
non-native elements as disqualifying an area as SNA, hence:
o These elements (and their maintenance in terms of earthworks and/or vegetation 

clearance) need to be addressed fully in the SNA rules under this Plan, and
o Their existence needs to be recorded to prevent retro-active consents being required, or
o The criteria/processes defining SNA need to address such elements to prevent SNA from 

being overlaid on such. Appendix 2 does not currently address this.

Presenter
Presentation Notes
We have provided clear evidence of infrastructure and non-native elements within the notified SNA yet the Section 42a Report has not rejected outright the SNA overlay on such elements. 

The Section 42a Report instead suggests ground-truthing but also allows Appendix 2 criteria to designate an area as SNA. 
Appendix 2 does not preclude infrastructure or non-native elements from being within an SNA and hence rules around these elements (that are not “tracks/fences or drains”) must be brought into the plan.

Alternatively the Appendix 2 criteria need to be amended or an additional process must be put in place so that Appendix 2 is not the sole determinant SNA classification.
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