


















































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































FURTHER SUBMISSION ON VARIATION 4 TO PROPOSED CHANGE NO.1 TO

THE CANTERBURY REGIONAL POLICY STATEMENT

(Revised Ldn 50 dBA Air Noise Contour for Christchurch International

Airport, Deletion of Greenfield Outline Development Plan Areas -~

Residential in North and Western Christchurch and Identification of a

New Greenfields Outline Development Plan Area — Residential in South

To:

West Christchurch)

Environment Canterbury

PO Box 345
Christchurch
Submitters Full Name: Christchurch International Airport Limited
Address for Service: C/- Chapman Tripp
Solicitors
PO Box 2510
Christchurch 8140
Contact Name: Jo Appleyard
Email : jo.appleyard@chapmantripp.com
Phone: (03) 3534130

Christchurch International Airport Limited (CIAL) does wish to be heard
in support of this further submission.

CIAL would be prepared to consider presenting this further submission in a
joint case with others making similar submissions at any hearing.

PRIMARY SUBMISSION TO WHICH THIS FURTHER SUBMISSION
RELATES

This is a further submission in opposition to a primary submission by
Waimakariri District Council (Submitter No. 26) on Variation 4 to
Proposed Change 1 (PC1) to the Canterbury Regional Policy Statement
(Variation 4) (the submission).

CIAL opposes the entire submission, particularly those aspects of the
submission that:
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2.1 Challenge the revised Ldn 50 dBA air noise contour for Christchurch
International Airport (CIA) (Revised Ldn 50 dBA Contour); and

2.2 Seek various amendments to Variation 4 to delete the Revised Ldn
50 dBA Contour and all references to the need to avoid noise
sensitive activities within that Contour.

CIAL’S FURTHER SUBMISSION

Overall reasons for CIAL's further submission
3 Overall, CIAL opposes the submission. CIAL considers that the submission
(and the relief sought in the submission):

3.1 Is inappropriate and unnecessary;

3.2 Wil not promote the sustainable management of natural and physical
resources;

3.3  Will not provide for the efficient use and development of natural and
physical resources, including CIA which is a physical resource of
regional and national importance; and

3.4 Is not consistent with the relevant provisions of the Resource
Management Act 1991 (RMA), including the purpose and principles of
the RMA under Part 2.

4 Without limiting the generality of the above, the specific reasons for CIAL's
opposition are outlined in the following paragraphs of this further
submission.

Specific reasons for CIAL's further submission
5 CIAL opposes the relief sought by the submitter, namely that:

5.1 The Revised Ldn 50 dBA Contour be deleted from Variation 4 and be
replaced with the 55 dBA Ldn air noise contour;

5.2 All references to the need to avoid noise sensitive activities within
the Revised Ldn 50 dBA Contour be deleted and replaced with the 55
dBA Ldn air noise contour; and

5.3 The Revised Ldn 50 dBA Contour be deleted from Variation 4 and be
replaced with the 55 dBA Ldn air noise contour (Amendments 4.1,

4.3, 4.4, 4.6).

6 CIAL also opposes the alternative relief sought by the submitter, namely
that provision be made in Variation 4 to allow for noise sensitive activities
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within the Revised Ldn 50 dBA Contour as it affects Kaiapoi, if the relief
summarised above is not granted.

7 CIAL considers that the inclusion of the Revised Ldn 50 dBA Contour in the
CRPS and the proposed Urban Limits (which have been defined by
(amongst other matters) the Revised Ldn 50 dBA Contour) are necessary to
ensure that:

7.1 The community is protected from the adverse health, well-being and
amenity effects of noise resulting from CIA operations; and

7.2 CIAis protected from reverse sensitivity effects associated with noise
sensitive activities establishing within the Revised Ldn 50 dBA
Contour.

8 CIAL further considers it is appropriate that the Revised Ldn 50dBA Contour
(amongst other factors) be used to define the Urban Limits for Greater
Christchurch in the CRPS for the following reasons:

8.1 It is consistent with, and gives appropriate effect to, the Greater
Christchurch Urban Development Strategy and Action Plan (UDS).
One of the key growth management assumptions underpinning the
UDS is the need for national and regional assets, including CIA, to be
protected to ensure a prosperous regional economy. The UDS
specifically assumes that residential development and other noise
sensitive activities will be discouraged from within the Ldn 50dBA
noise contour line for that reason.

8.2 The Environment Court has confirmed that the Ldn 50 dBA noise
contour for CIA is the most appropriate level to set the point at which
new residential development is discouraged, and that it reflects the
best approach in terms of the purpose of the RMA (to achieve the
sustainable management of physical resources).’

8.3 The Revised Ldn 50dBA Contour has been formulated through a
recent robust remodelling exercise, which involved a team of
international noise experts.

9 The relief sought by the submitter would enable noise sensitive activities to
establish within the Revised Ldn 50 dBA Contour. It is CIAL's position that
granting such relief could:

Y Robinsons Bay Trust and Ors v Christchurch City Council (C60/2004).
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10

11

12

13

9.1 Compromise the future uncurfewed safe and efficient operation, use
and development of CIA; and

9.2 Expose noise sensitive activities to (projected) noise levels of Ldn 50
dBA or greater from CIA operations and associated adverse health,
social well-being and amenity effects.

CIAL considers such relief is contrary to PC1 to the CRPS, as amended by
Variations 1 to 4 (particularly Objective 8 and Policy 10), and Part 2 of the
RMA,

For the reasons outlined above, CIAL does not consider it necessary,
reasonable or appropriate for Variation 4 to be amended so that the
Revised Ldn 55 dBA Contour be included in the CRPS (instead of the
Revised Ldn 50 dBA Contour) and be used as the level at which to control
the establishment of noise sensitive activities.

Overall, CIAL considers that the approach taken by Variation 4 is
appropriate, accords with sound resource management practice and is
consistent with the overall intentions of the CRPS and the relevant
provisions of the RMA, particularly Part 2.

DECISION SOUGHT BY CIAL

CIAL seeks that Environment Canterbury disallow the entire submission.

Date: 19 November 2008

Si@(ure of submitter or person authorised to sign on

behalf of person/organisation making the further submission.
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FURTHER SUBMISSION ON VARIATION 4 TO PROPOSED CHANGE NO.1 TO
THE CANTERBURY REGIONAL POLICY STATEMENT

(Revised Ldn 50 dBA Air Noise Contour for Christchurch International
Airport, Deletion of Greenfield Outline Development Plan Areas —
Residential in North and Western Christchurch and Identification of a
New Greenfields Outline Development Plan Area - Residential in South
West Christchurch)

To: Environment Canterbury

PO Box 345
Christchurch
A. Submitters Full Name: Christchurch International Airport Limited
Address for Service: C/- Chapman Tripp
Solicitors
PO Box 2510
Christchurch 8140
Contact Name: Jo Appleyard
Email: jo.appleyard@chapmantripp.com
Phone: (03) 353 4130

B. Christchurch International Airport Limited (CIAL) does wish to be heard
in support of this further submission.

CIAL would be prepared to consider presenting this further submission in a
joint case with others making similar submissions at any hearing.

C. PRIMARY SUBMISSION TO WHICH THIS FURTHER SUBMISSION
RELATES

1 This is a further submission in opposition to a primary submission by Calco
Developments Limited (Submitter No. 006) on Variation 4 to Proposed
Change 1 to the Canterbury Regional Policy Statement (CRPS) (Variation 4)
(the submission).

2 CIAL neither supports nor opposes the submission, but seeks to maintain
an interest in this submission to the extent that the relief sought relates to
the establishment of noise sensitive activities within the Revised Ldn 50dBA



air noise contours for Christchurch International Airport (CIA) (Revised Ldn
50dBA Contour).

CIAL'S FURTHER SUBMISSION

Reasons for CIAL’s further submission
3 The submitter seeks to:

Delete the proposal in Variation 4 to reallocate growth from sites CN2 and
CN3 to the Henderson’s Basin and instead transfer this and the other growth
sites affected by the revised noise contour lines (totalling 1,885 dwellings) to
alternative suitable urban edge locations in the Belfast locality.

4 CIAL neither supports or opposes the submission. However, CIAL wishes to
ensure that the relief sought by the submitter, if granted, does not result in
any reallocation of growth areas that would enable the establishment of
noise sensitive activities within the Revised Ldn 50dBA Contour.

5 CIAL supports the approach taken in Variation 4 because:

5.1 It is consistent with, and gives appropriate effect to, the Greater
Christchurch Urban Development Strategy and Action Plan (UDS).
One of the key growth management assumptions underpinning the
UDS is the need for national and regional assets, including CIA, to be
protected to ensure a prosperous regional economy. The UDS
specifically assumes that residential development and other noise
sensitive activities will be discouraged from within the Ldn 50dBA
noise contour line for that reason.

5.2  The Environment Court has confirmed that the Ldn 50dBA noise
contour for CIA is the most appropriate level to set the point at which
new residential development is discouraged, and that it reflects the
best approach in terms of the purpose of the RMA (to achieve the
sustainable management of physical resources).!

5.3 The Revised Ldn 50dBA Contour has been formulated through a
recent robust remodelling exercise, which involved a team of
international noise experts.

6 It is CIAL’s position that allowing noise sensitive activities to establish
within the Revised Ldn 50 dBA Contour, could:

Y Robinsons Bay Trust and Ors v Christchurch City Council (C60/2004).



6.1 Compromise the future uncurfewed safe and efficient operation, use
and development of CIA; and

6.2  Expose the community to noise levels of Ldn 50 dBA or greater from
CIA operations and associated adverse health, social well-being and
amenity effects.

7 CIAL considers that such an outcome would be contrary to PC1 to the
CRPS, as amended by Variations 1 to 4 (particularly Objective 8 and Policy
10) and Part 2 of the RMA.

8 Overall, CIAL considers that the approach proposed by Variation 4 accords
with sound resource management practice and is consistent with the overall
intentions of the Canterbury Regional Policy Statement and the relevant
provisions of the RMA, particularly Part 2.

DECISION SOUGHT BY CIAL

9 CIAL seeks that if Environment Canterbury determines to reallocate growth
areas in response to the submission, it must ensure that the reallocation
does not enable the establishment of noise sensitive activities within the

Revised Ldn 50dBA Contour.

Date: 19 November 2008

ignature of submitter or person authorised to sign on
behalf of person/organisation making the further submission.



FURTHER SUBMISSION ON VARIATION 4 TO PROPOSED CHANGE NO.1 TO

THE CANTERBURY REGIONAL POLICY STATEMENT

(Revised Ldn 50 dBA Air Noise Contour for Christchurch International

Airport, Deletion of Greenfield Outline Development Plan Areas -

Residential in North and Western Christchurch and Identification of a

New Greenfields Outline Development Plan Area - Residential in South

To:
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West Christchurch)

Environment Canterbury

PO Box 345
Christchurch
Submitters Full Name: Christchurch International Airport Limited
Address for Service: C/- Chapman Tripp
Solicitors
PO Box 2510
Christchurch 8140
Contact Name: Jo Appleyard
Email : jo.appleyard@chapmantripp.com
Phone: (03) 353 4130

Christchurch International Airport Limited (CIAL) does wish to be heard
in support of this further submission.

CIAL would be prepared to consider presenting this further submission in a
joint case with others making similar submissions at any hearing.

PRIMARY SUBMISSION TO WHICH THIS FURTHER SUBMISSION
RELATES

This is a further submission in opposition to a primary submission by
Clampett Investments Limited (Submitter No. 34) on Variation 4 to
Proposed Change 1 to the Canterbury Regional Policy Statement (Variation
4) (the submission).

CIAL opposes the entire primary submission, particularly those aspects of
the submission that:



2.1 Seek amendments to the definition of “noise sensitive activities” in
Variation 4; and

2.2 Challenge the inclusion of the revised Ldn 50 dBA air noise contour
for Christchurch International Airport (CIA) (Revised Ldn 50 dBA
Contour) in the Canterbury Regional Policy Statement (CRPS).

CIAL’S FURTHER SUBMISSION

Overall reasons for CIAL’s further submission
Overall, CIAL opposes the submission. CIAL considers that the submission
(and the relief sought in the submission):

3.1 Isinappropriate and unnecessary;

3.2  Will not promote the sustainable management of natural and physical
resources;

3.3 Wil not provide for the efficient use and development of natural and
physical resources, including CIA which is a physical resource of
regional and national importance; and

3.4 Is not consistent with the relevant provisions of the Resource
Management Act 1991 (RMA), including the purpose and principles of
the RMA under Part 2.

Without limiting the generality of the above, the specific reasons for CIAL’s
opposition are outlined in the following paragraphs of this further
submission.

Specific reasons for CIAL's further submission

The submitter seeks amendments to the definition of “noise sensitive
activities” in Variation 4. CIAL opposes this relief and considers that the
definition proposed under Variation 4 is appropriate as it is consistent with
the definition of “noise sensitive activities” provided for under the
Christchurch City Plan.

The submitter also challenges the inclusion of the Revised Ldn 50 dBA
Contour in the CRPS and the proposed Urban Limits (which have been
defined by the Revised Ldn 50 dBA Contour (amongst other factors)). The
submitter seeks that Map 1 be amended to reflect the Ldn 55 dBA contour.
CIAL opposes this relief.

CIAL considers it is appropriate that the Urban Limits for Greater
Christchurch be defined in the CRPS by the Revised Ldn 50 dBA Contour

1307749-v1.DOC 2



(amongst other factors). It is CIAL's position that this is necessary to
protect:

7.1  The community from the adverse effects of noise resulting from CIA
operations by ensuring noise sensitive activities are avoided within
the Revised Ldn 50 dBA Contour.

7.2 CIA from reverse sensitivity effects associated with noise sensitive
activities establishing within the Revised Ldn 50 dBA Contour.

8 CIAL further considers that the approach taken by Variation 4 is appropriate
for the following reasons:

8.1 It is consistent with the direction of the Greater Christchurch Urban
Development Strategy and Action Plan (UDS). One of the key
growth management assumptions underpinning the UDS is the need
for national and regional assets, including CIA, to be protected to
ensure a prosperous regional economy. The UDS specifically
assumes that residential development and other noise sensitive
activities will be discouraged from within the Ldn 50dBA noise
contour line for that reason.

8.2 The Environment Court has confirmed that the Ldn 50 dBA noise
contour for CIA is the most appropriate level to set the point at which
new residential development is discouraged, and that it reflects the
best approach in terms of the purpose of the RMA (to achieve the
sustainable management of physical resources).

8.3 The Revised Ldn 50dBA Contour has been formulated through a
recent robust remodelling exercise, which involved a team of
international noise experts.

9 The relief sought by the submitter would enable noise sensitive activities to
establish within the Revised Ldn 50 dBA Contour. It is CIAL's position that
granting such relief could:

9.1 Compromise the future uncurfewed safe and efficient operation, use
and development of CIA; and

9.2 Expose noise sensitive activities to (projected) noise levels of Ldn 50
dBA or greater from CIA operations and associated adverse health,
social well-being and amenity effects.

! Robinsons Bay Trust and Ors v Christchurch City Council (C60/2004).
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10 CIAL considers that such relief is contrary to Proposed Change 1 to the
CRPS, as amended by Variations 1 to 4 (particularly Objective 8 and Policy
10), and Part 2 of the RMA.
DECISION SOUGHT BY CIAL

11 CIAL seeks that Environment Canterbury disallow the entire submission.

Date: 19 November 2008

gnature of submitter or person authorised to sign on
ehalf of person/organisation making the further submission.
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