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STATEMENT OF EVIDENCE OF JONATHAN GUY CLEASE 

INTRODUCTION 

1 My name is Jonathan Guy Clease 

2 I am employed by a planning and resource management consulting firm 

Planz Consultants Limited as a senior planner and urban designer. I 

have seventeen years’ experience working as a planner, with this work 

including policy development, providing s.42a evidence on plan 

changes, the development of plan changes and the preparation of s.32 

assessments, and the preparation and processing of resource consent 

applications. I have worked in both the private and public sectors, in 

both the United Kingdom and New Zealand. I have a B.Sc. in 

geography, a Master of Regional and Resource Planning, a Master of 

Urban Design, and am a full member of the New Zealand Planning 

Institute.   

3 In preparing my evidence I have reviewed: 

3.1 The Proposed Christchurch Replacement District Plan as 

notified (‘pCRDP’); 

3.2 Liquigas Limited’s (‘Liquigas’) submission; 

3.3 Relevant submissions that Liquigas has lodged further 

submissions on; 

3.4 The evidence (including supplementary evidence) prepared 

and circulated by Council experts, and in particular the 

evidence of Mr Eman and Mr Stevenson; 

3.5 The alternative Strategic Directions framework provided via 

memorandums dated 19th November by CERA and the 

Property Council; 

3.6 The mediation record resulting from the ‘Infrastructure 

Mediation’ undertaken on 20th November 2014. 

4 Although this is a Council hearing, in preparing my evidence I have 

reviewed the code of conduct for expert witnesses contained in part 

5 of the consolidated Environment Court Practice Note (2014).  I 

have complied with it in preparing my evidence.  I confirm that the 

issues addressed in this statement of evidence are within my area of 

expertise. I have not omitted to consider material facts known to 

me that might alter or detract from the opinions expressed. 
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SUMMARY OF EVIDENCE  

5 In my evidence I found that: 

5.1 The Canterbury Regional Policy Statement (‘CRPS’) identifies 

the benefits and role of strategic infrastructure; the 

importance of integrating such with urban growth; and the 

need to protect such infrastructure from activities that may 

result in adverse effects (including reverse sensitivity 

effects); 

5.2 The Land Use Recovery Plan (‘LURP’) has a focus on 

transport-related strategic infrastructure and the need to 

integrate infrastructure provision with urban growth; 

5.3 The pCRDP does provide some recognition of the above 

principles, however these are not as clearly articulated as 

they could be and neither are they easy to read as a coherent 

package. As such they do not provide the requisite level of 

certainty or direction needed at a strategic level; and 

5.4 This shortcoming can be rectified through a number of 

amendments to the issues statements, objectives, policies, 

and definitions in the pCRDP that will better give effect to the 

CRPS.  

SCOPE OF EVIDENCE 

6 In my evidence I will address: 

6.1 A summary of the background and planning context of 

Liquigas’ facilities and operations in Christchurch; 

6.2 The relevant provisions of the higher level planning 

documents including the CRPS and the LURP ; 

6.3 Consider the pCRDP against these higher order documents 

(and note that the Panel is to have regard to the relevant 

provisions of the Order in Council (‘OiC’), including the 

Ministers’ Statement of Expectations as set out in Schedule 4; 

6.4 Propose amendments to the Strategic Directions Chapter of 

the pCRDP and relevant definitions so that the pCRDP: 

 Better gives effect to the higher order planning 

documents; 

 Better enables and provides for the recovery, use, and 

development of strategic infrastructure in post-earthquake 

Christchurch; and 
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 Better ensures that adverse effects of activities on 

strategic infrastructure are avoided.  

PROPOSED CHRISTCHURCH REPLACEMENT DISTRICT PLAN  

Liquigas planning context and background 

  

7 Liquigas is the primary supplier of LPG in New Zealand, with its 

Christchurch-based infrastructure providing for the importation and 

distribution of LPG to the upper South Island (from Timaru north). 

LPG is either sourced from Taranaki or Australia, and is then 

delivered by ship to Lyttelton Port. LPG is discharged from ships to 

the ‘tank farm’ area of the Port, and is then transported to 

Christchurch via an existing pipeline that runs over the Port Hills. 

The pipeline terminates in Liquigas’ Woolston Depot at 50 

Chapmans Road. LPG is distributed from the Woolston terminal 

primarily via trucks to service Greater Christchurch and the wider 

Region.  

8 The Woolston Depot has capacity for storing 2,000 tonnes of LPG 

and holds a current resource consent to increase this capacity by a 

further 1,575 tonnes through the installation of three new 525 tonne 

bullets contained within a mound. This unimplemented consent is 

valid for a further 4.5 years (RMA 92026022). The Woolston Depot 

has an annual through-put of approximately 40,000MT. Liquigas is 

forecasting growth of around 2% year on year, however this could 

increase significantly depending on decisions made through the 

Christchurch re-build process with respect to sources of energy such 

as whether new residential or commercial subdivisions are serviced 

with reticulated gas.  

9 Liquigas’ facilities operate as a single, integrated energy 

infrastructure network. This network is regionally and nationally 

significant and is identified as a Lifeline Utility, with its ongoing 

operation and upgrading critical for post-earthquake recovery and 

ongoing resilience. The infrastructure represents significant 

committed capital by Liquigas. The location of Liquigas’ bulk fuel 

storage facilities and associated pipeline networks are largely ‘fixed’ 

and cannot be readily relocated. Bulk gas deliveries arrive via the 

Port and therefore associated unloading facilities have to be located 

Port-side. Due to the health and safety and efficiency issues with 

transporting large volumes of LPG through the Lyttelton road and 

rail tunnels, the existing pipeline over the hills is critical for the safe 

and reliable movement of LPG to Christchurch. The Woolston depot 

is the main bulk storage facility in the region and as such has to be 

located at the end of the pipeline. For safety and efficiency reasons 

the length of the pipeline through urban areas should be minimised, 

hence the need for the primary storage facility to be located 

adjacent to the base of the Port Hills.  



  5 

 

10 The Woolston depot is located in the middle of a heavy industrial 

zone where such activities are anticipated, and is in close proximity 

to other bulk fuel terminals that likewise are located so as to be in 

close proximity to their separate Port pipeline network. The 

Lyttelton wharf unloading and storage facilities are located within 

the Lyttelton Port Zone that again provides for such activities as an 

anticipated component of a working port environment. The Lyttelton 

Port Zone provisions are being separately considered under the 

Lyttelton Port Recovery Plan process. The pipeline connecting the 

Lyttelton and Woolston terminals traverse the Rural Hills Zone, with 

this rural zone to be considered as part of Phase Two of the District 

Plan Review, albeit that the natural hazard provisions of that zone 

fall within Phase One. It is also noted that the City-wide provisions 

addressing utilities and hazardous substances fall within Phase Two 

of the review. 

 

Strategic Planning Framework 

 

11 The pCRDP is required to give effect to the CRPS and to not be 

inconsistent with the LURP.   In making its decision on the PCRDP, 

the Hearings Panel must also have particular regard to the 

statement of expectations contained in Schedule 4 of the OiC. 

12 The strategic framework for managing and providing for the urban 

growth and recovery of greater Christchurch is set out in Chapter 6 

of the CRPS, with Chapter 5 covering urban growth more generally 

across the Region. In general terms, the CRPS seeks to provide for 

urban growth through a combination of greenfield expansion 

adjacent to the existing urban edge, and through more intensive use 

and redevelopment of sites within the existing urban area. The 

recovery and development of infrastructure to support growth forms 

part of this broad approach, along with the need for growth to be 

appropriately managed so as to not give rise to either direct or 

reverse sensitivity effects on strategic infrastructure.  

13 Liquigas’ infrastructure network falls within the CRPS Chapter 6 

definition of ‘strategic infrastructure’ as it comprises ‘bulk fuel 

supply infrastructure including terminals, wharf lines and pipelines’.  

14 Objective 5.2.1(f) requires that ‘development is located so that it 

functions in a way that … is compatible with, and will result in the 

continued safe, efficient and effective use of regionally significant 

infrastructure’. The explanation notes that regionally significant 

infrastructure provides considerable economic and social benefits to 

the region. 

15 Objective 6.2.1 seeks that:  
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‘Recovery, rebuilding and development are enabled within Greater 

Christchurch through a land use and infrastructure framework 

that:…  

(9) integrates strategic and other infrastructure and services with 

land use development; 

(10) achieves development that does not adversely affect the 

efficient operation, use, development, appropriate upgrade, and 

future planning of strategic infrastructure and freight hubs;  

(11) optimises use of existing infrastructure.  

16 Policy 6.3.5 is an important method for implementing the above 

objective. It is also the key CRPS policy concerning the management 

approach to infrastructure within the Greater Christchurch part of 

the Region. Clauses (1) and (2) of this policy relate to the need to 

coordinate urban development with the provision of the 

infrastructure necessary to support that development. Clauses (3) – 

(5) then focus on providing for established infrastructure and the 

protection of such from the effects of incompatible urban growth as 

follows: 

Policy 6.3.5 – Recovery of Greater Christchurch is to be assisted by 

the integration of land use development with infrastructure by… 

(3) Providing that the efficient and effective functioning of 

infrastructure, including transport corridors, is maintained, and 

the ability to maintain and upgrade that infrastructure is 

retained; 

(4) Only providing for new development that does not affect the 

efficient operation, use, development, appropriate upgrading 

and safety of existing infrastructure1… 

(5) Managing the effects of land use activities on infrastructure, 

including avoiding activities that have the potential to limit the 

efficient and effective provision, operation, maintenance or 

upgrade of strategic infrastructure and freight hubs.  

17 The CRPS includes as a method under Policy 6.3.5 that territorial 

authorities will, in reviewing their District Plans, include objectives, 

policies and rules (if any) to give effect to the Policy, including 

specific reference to the need to manage reverse sensitivity effects 

between strategic infrastructure and urban development. 

18 The LURP provides limited explicit direction on land–use issues 

arising in relation to strategic infrastructure other than those 

                                            
1 The remainder of this clause is specific to development within the air noise contours 
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associated with transport-based infrastructure and the air and sea 

ports. The LURP does nonetheless identify in broad terms the  

importance of integrating the provision of infrastructure services 

with land use  development.  

19 In conclusion, the relevant strategic planning framework which will 

inform decisions on the pCRDP identifies the following key principles 

with respect to the development of strategic infrastructure: 

(a) strategic infrastructure is to be integrated with urban 

growth;  

(b) use and development of strategic infrastructure is to be 

provided for; and 

(c) any effects of incompatible landuse on strategic 

infrastructure are to be avoided.  

20 In order for the District Plan to give effect to the relevant strategic 

planning and statutory framework , the pCRDP provisions therefore 

need to: 

i) Recognise the benefits and role of strategic infrastructure for 

enabling community wellbeing and for meeting the 

community’s  functional needs; 

ii) Provide for the ongoing use and development of strategic 

infrastructure; 

iii) Manage the effects of land use activities on infrastructure, 

through avoiding activities that would limit the efficient and 

effective provision, operation, development, maintenance and 

upgrade of strategic infrastructure; 

iv) Integrate the provision of infrastructure and land use to 

ensure efficient and effective urban growth. 

 

Proposed amendments to the Proposed Christchurch 

Replacement District Plan  

 

 Recognition of reverse sensitivity as an Issue  

21 The pCRDP sets out a series of issues that need to be addressed 

through the Strategic Directions objectives and policies. Issue 

Statement 3.4.4.3 identifies the role that strategic infrastructure 

plays in the region and the need to protect these key facilities from 

reverse sensitivity as an important issue.  
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22 The issue statement is considered to be generally appropriate, 

however it would benefit from a minor amendment to provide 

specific recognition of the risks posed to bulk fuel storage and 

distribution facilities from reverse sensitivity as a distinct activity 

type that is different from industrial activities in general. 

 

23 In its submission, Liquigas sought that Issue 3.4.4.3 be amended as 

follows: 

 

As the district changes, there is a risk of new land uses coming into 

conflict with established or planned activities, including strategic 

infrastructure of local, regional or national significance. For example, 

there is a risk that noise complaints from nearby properties could 

result in constraints on port and airport activities, or main transport 

routes, which are key economic support infrastructure and essential 

to the City’s economic prosperity. There is a similar risk for 

established industrial activities, bulk fuel terminals, wharf lines 

and pipeline infrastructure, rural activities of the district’s waste, 

wastewater and stormwater infrastructure. 

 

 

24 Mr Eman, in his evidence for the Council, has recognised that bulk 

fuel terminals are different from industrial activities generally and 

that the Issue Statement needs expanding to recognise this. Rather 

than supporting the above relief, Mr Eman has instead preferred the 

more general wording of ‘hazardous facilities’. I agree that a more 

generic wording that captures a wider range of activities holding 

large quantities of hazardous substances is appropriate, given the 

high level nature of the Issue Statement.  

 

25 Liquigas also sought in its primary submission an amendment to 

Issue Statement 3.4.4.5 regarding the need to recognise as an issue 

the need to protect the ongoing operation and development of 

hazardous substance facilities from reverse sensitive concerns as 

part of protecting the health and safety of people. Upon reflection, 

provided the relief sought above to Issue 3.4.4.3 is accepted, then 

the relief sought to Issue 3.4.4.5 is unnecessary as the issue of 

reverse sensitivity will have already been effectively recognised.  

 

 

Objective and policy approach to strategic infrastructure 

 

26 Liquigas sought several amendments to the proposed objectives and 

policies, and lodged further submissions in support of the 

amendments sought by the Oil Companies (#723) to these 

provisions. 

 

27 Liquigas was a participant at the ‘infrastructure mediation’ 

undertaken on 20th November. As recorded in the mediation minutes 

(appended as ‘Attachment A’), there was broad agreement between 

the various parties that the provisions of the Strategic Directions 

chapter in relation to strategic infrastructure needed to: 

 

 recognise and provide for infrastructure (i.e. both the benefits 

of infrastructure and its ongoing use and development); 
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 avoid the effects on infrastructure (being direct effects, 

including reverse sensitivity effects); and  

 

 manage the effects of infrastructure (being the effects of 

infrastructure on other things). 

  

28 These core principles have been recognised in Mr Eman’s 

supplementary evidence circulated on 21 November (para.11.2). 

The pCRDP, as amended in Attachment A of Mr Eman’s evidence-in-

chief, to a reasonable extent also addresses these principles. The 

pCRDP policy approach to strategic infrastructure is however 

scattered amongst the various provisions such that it is difficult for 

Plan users to readily identify and understand the proposed approach 

to strategic infrastructure. 

 

29 The various infrastructure companies at the mediation therefore 

prepared a replacement set of provisions that addressed the above 

principles (‘the mediation wording’).  The mediation wording is set 

out in Attachment A to my evidence. I consider that the mediation 

wording largely achieves the amendments sought by Liquigas 

through its original submission on Objective 3.6.2 and the 

associated infrastructure Policy 3.6.2.8.  

 

30 Option B as set out in the mediation wording proposes the insertion 

of a distinct infrastructure-related objective and associated policies.  

This is considered to be a structural improvement on the pCRDP . By 

having a clear infrastructure objective and policies, the provisions 

sought in the mediation wording can be readily incorporated into the 

alternative Strategic Directions Chapters prepared by CERA or the 

Property Council2, should the Panel prefer the format proposed by 

either of those parties.  

31 New Policy 3 proposed by the mediation wording  concerns the 

management of significant effects caused by infrastructure on other 

activities.  This policy approach is currently missing from the pCRDP 

and as such represents a gap in the policy framework. How this 

management approach is delivered in varying contexts is a matter 

to be resolved in more detail through the topic-specific chapters and 

the utilities and hazardous substances chapters that are to be 

included in Phase Two of the district plan review. 

32 Whilst the mediation wording is presented as a choice between 

amending Objective 3.6.2 or having a stand-alone infrastructure 

objective, there is merit in having both. By incorporating the 

mediation wording amendments into Objective 3.6.2, it enables 

infrastructure to be considered as an integral component of the 

wider objective of guiding urban form and growth. The importance 

of strategic infrastructure can then separately be recognised 

through its own objective and policies, as is appropriate given the 

                                            
2 As set out in the ‘specific relief’ sought by those parties and circulated on 19th 
November 
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significance of this matter in the CRPS and strategic infrastructure’s 

role in facilitating the City’s recovery. Whilst there would be some 

overlap between the provisions, they would be consistent with each 

other, and are appropriate to their context within a wider urban 

form objective and within an objective providing infrastructure-

specific direction. 

33 In addition to the mediation wording, it is considered that the CRPS 

direction to integrate infrastructure with urban growth can be 

achieved through the retention of Objective 3.6.1(a)(iii) that 

addresses the need to integrate.  

34 Regardless of the final preferred structure of the Chapter, the key 

outcomes that the chapter needs to direct concerning strategic 

infrastructure are considered to be: 

(1) Enable explicit recognition of the role and benefits of strategic 

infrastructure;  

(2) Integrate the provision of infrastructure with urban growth; 

(3) provide for the ongoing use, development and upgrading of this 

infrastructure;  

(4) manage effects (including reverse sensitivity effects) of activities 

on infrastructure; and  

(5)  manage any significant adverse effects of infrastructure on 

other activities.  

35 The proposed mediation wording is considered to enable the 

Strategic Directions Chapter to better give effect to the CRPS than 

the pCRDP. 

 

Recognition of the needs of strategic infrastructure in residential 

context  

 

36 Objective 3.6.6 has the outcome of protecting or enhancing 

residents’ health, safety, and amenity. This outcome needs to be 

qualified as being appropriate to the context, as the direction of 

‘protecting and enhancing’ amenity is an extremely high threshold. 

 

37 The amenity of residential areas in close proximity to existing 

strategic infrastructure need to be managed and balanced against 

the strategic objectives of the pCRDP to also enable and provide for 

the ongoing repair, operation, development, and upgrading of 

strategic infrastructure. Liquigas, in their original submission, 

therefore sought a ‘management’ approach rather than one of 

protection or enhancement of residential amenity.  

 

38 Mr Eman has proposed that instead of changing the outcome 

sought, this objective should be amended so that the ‘protect and 

enhance’ direction is qualified by the need to also recognise existing 
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lawfully established activities. The qualifier is considered to be 

adequate in terms of providing some certainty for the unchanging 

operation of existing facilities, however it does not provide any 

scope for the upgrading or extension of strategic infrastructure. The 

wording proposed by Mr Eman is supported provided that it is 

expanded such that it reads “…recognising existing lawfully 

established activities and the needs of strategic infrastructure”.  

 

39 Such wording would provide general protection for residential 

health, safety, and amenity values, whilst concurrently balancing 

this objective with the above objectives and policies relating to  the 

ongoing use, development, and upgrading of strategic 

infrastructure. Policy 3 in the mediation wording provides explicit 

recognition of the need to manage any significant adverse effects 

arising from infrastructure. This wording therefore successfully 

resolves internal tensions and competing objectives within the 

Chapter.  

 

40 Objective 3.6.6(a)(iii) recognises that a key element in achieving 

the desired outcome of protecting or enhancing residential amenity 

values is contingent on new sensitive activities not being established 

near existing activities that generate noise, odour and other adverse 

effects. This clause would benefit from explicit recognition of the 

need to  ensure  sensitive activities are not located  near existing 

bulk fuel and hazardous substance storage facilities. Such reference 

would also enable the pCRDP to better give effect to CRPS policy 

6.3.5(5)3. It is noted that Mr Eman has agreed that such an 

amendment is necessary. 

 

41 Pulling together the above discussion, the following amendments to 

Objective 3.6.6 are considered necessary to ensure that the 

Objective better gives effect to the CRPS and better resolves 

internal tensions between competing Strategic Direction chapter 

outcomes: 

 

Objective 3.6.6 

a. The health and safety of the district’s residents is protected, and 

the amenity values they enjoy are protected, or enhanced, 

recognising existing lawfully established activities and 

the needs of strategic infrastructure including: 

 

i) the protection of people and the environment from the 

adverse effects of contaminated land and hazardous 

substances 

 

                                            
3 6.3.5(5) Managing the effects of land use activities on infrastructure, including avoiding 

activities that have the potential to limit the efficient and effective provision, operation, 

maintenance or upgrade of strategic infrastructure and freight hubs.  
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ii) New activities and development do not create significant 

health, nuisance or other adverse effects for people of the 

environment; 

 

iii) Sensitive activities are not established near lawfully 

established activities that generate noise, odour, store large 

volumes of bulk fuel or other hazardous substances, or 

generate other adverse effects. 

Management of risk from natural hazards 

 

42 Objective 3.6.5 sets out the approach to managing the risk from 

natural hazards. Liquigas has lodged a further submission in support 

of the relief sought by the Oil Companies (#723) on this objective. 

43 At the Infrastructure Mediation, there was general agreement 

between all parties that for strategic or critical infrastructure there 

was often limited locational flexibility or opportunity to avoid 

network infrastructure passing through areas that contained natural 

hazard risk. It was likewise acknowledged that the strategic policy 

framework therefore needed to adopt a different approach to risk 

concerning strategic or critical infrastructure. The following wording 

was developed at mediation, and is supported as offering an 

appropriately nuanced response to addressing natural hazard risk. It 

is recognised that more detailed direction as to how risk is to be 

managed is appropriately addressed in specific geographic and 

hazard contexts in Natural Hazards Chapter 5: 

Objective 3.6.5 Natural hazards  

a. The risk to people, and property and infrastructure and the 

environment from natural hazards is avoided or reduced to 

acceptable levels; 

b. The risk of natural hazards to strategic and critical 

infrastructure is appropriately managed. 

 

Definitions 

44 The definition of ‘strategic infrastructure’ is supported insofar as 

it relates to bulk fuel supply infrastructure. 

45 The definition of ‘critical infrastructure’ should be amended to 

align with the terminology used in the ‘strategic infrastructure’ 

definition insofar as it relates to gas infrastructure. Such 

terminology will also ensure consistency with the CRPS definition of 

Strategic Infrastructure.  The definition should also include 

reference to infrastructure that is critical to the wider region as the 
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importance of maintaining resilience in critical infrastructure is 

important for areas beyond the city boundaries:  

Critical infrastructure means infrastructure necessary to provide 

services which, if interrupted, would have a serious effect on the 

communities within the Christchurch District and the wider Region 

and which would require immediate reinstatement. This includes any 

structures that support, protect, or form part of critical 

infrastructure. Critical infrastructure includes: 

(a)… 

(c) Gas storage and distribution facilities infrastructure 

including terminals, wharf lines and pipelines;… 

 

Conclusion 

46 In conclusion, the CRPS provides a framework within which the role 

and benefits of strategic infrastructure are recognised and provided 

for, along with the need to protect such infrastructure from the 

adverse effects of incompatible activities becoming established in 

locations that would result in adverse effects on the operation and 

development of strategic infrastructure. The pRCDP is required to 

give effect to this higher order policy direction. 

47 The Strategic Directions planning framework, as notified, does 

recognise and provide for strategic infrastructure to a certain extent.  

The amendments to the objectives, policies, and definitions set out 

above, and as developed through the Infrastructure Mediation, are 

considered to better provide this recognition and as such enable the 

Strategic Directions chapter to better give effect to the CRPS, more 

efficiently and effectively provide for the ongoing recovery, use, and 

development of strategic infrastructure and the associated positive 

environmental, social, and economic outcomes that flow from such 

infrastructure to the community, and better set the scene for topic-

specific chapters to fulfil the Ministers’ expectations as set out in the 

fourth schedule of the OiC. 

 

Dated:  25 November 2014 

 

__________________________ 

Jonathan Guy Clease 
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Attachment A. Strategic Infrastructure Mediation 

The below amendments are as per the mediation record, with the relief 

sought shown in bold underline yellow. For simplicity, the ‘comments 

boxes’ that accompany the mediation record have been deleted from this 

evidence. These comments boxes, related introduction to the record, and a 

list of parties are available on the full, circulated, mediation record. 

 

Option A: Amendments to Council objective 

3.6.2 Objective  Development form and function 

a.  An integrated pattern of development and wellfunctioning urban form that: 

i. provides certainty provides certainty about where development 

can occur 

ii. avoids natural hazards or adequately remedies or mitigates the risk 

iii. consolidates development for urban 

activities 

iv. improves people’s connectivity and accessibility to employment, 

transport, services and community facilities 

v. links green and open spaces to enhance indigenous biodiversity and 

flora and fauna corridors, and recreational and access opportunities 

vi. promotes and protects the efficient provision, development, 

upgrade and use of infrastructure, particularly strategic 

infrastructure  

via. ensures existing critical and strategic infrastructure is recognised 

and provided for 

vii. improves energy efficiency and provides for renewable energy and 

use  

viii. supports the role of the central city, District, Neighbourhood and 

Local centres and suburban and town centres as community focal 

points for housing, commercial, service, community and transport 

activity  

ix. restores and enhances the role of the central city as the principal 

community focal point for greater Christchurch and supports the 

major role of Key Activity Centres (as identified in the Canterbury 

Regional Policy Statement) as community focal points for significant 

areas of Christchurch and for adjoining districts 

x. recognises the landscape, recreational and environmental values of 

http://proposed.districtplanint.ccc.govt.nz/common/user/contentlink.aspx?sid=41759
http://proposed.districtplanint.ccc.govt.nz/common/user/contentlink.aspx?sid=41759
http://proposeddistrictplanint.ccc.govt.nz/common/user/contentlink.aspx?sid=41742
http://proposeddistrictplanint.ccc.govt.nz/common/user/contentlink.aspx?sid=41742
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rural areas 

xia. protects strategic infrastructure by avoiding the establishment of 

activities which could lead to adverse effects, including reverse 

sensitivity effects  

xi. Is not compromised through the establishment of activities 

 which could lead to reverse sensitive effects  

xi. includes Māori reserves developed for residential, commercial 

and community facilities in accordance with tikanga Māori and 

kaitiakitanga  

 

 

Option B: Alternative infrastructure-specific objective and 
policies that capture the three principles 

 

Objective – Strategic infrastructure 

 

Ensuring:  

a) existing critical and strategic infrastructure is recognised and provided 

for and the efficient provision, development, upgrade and use of 

infrastructure, particularly strategic infrastructure is  promoted ;  and  

b) strategic infrastructure is protected by avoiding the establishment of 

activities which could lead to adverse effects including reverse sensitive 

effects  

 

Policy 1 Benefits and provision of strategic infrastructure’ 

Recognise the social, economic and cultural benefits of infrastructure, 

particularly strategic and nationally significant infrastructure, by enabling the 

efficient and effective operation, maintenance, upgrading, and development of 

infrastructure. 

 

Policy 2 Avoiding the effects of activities on strategic infrastructure 

Avoid the adverse effects, including reverse sensitivity effects, of activities on 

the efficient and effective functioning, maintenance and upgrading of strategic 

infrastructure. 

 

Policy 3 Management of effects of infrastructure 

To ensure that significant adverse effects from infrastructure are appropriately 

managed. 

 

http://proposeddistrictplanint.ccc.govt.nz/common/user/contentlink.aspx?sid=41742
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3.6.2.8 Policy  Infrastructure 

 

a.  Limit the adverse effects of activities on the efficient and effective 

functioning, maintenance and upgrading of infrastructure, including 

reverse sensitivity effects. 

b.  Ensure development does not limit the efficient and effective 

provision, operation, safety, and maintenance or upgrade of strategic 

infrastructure and freight hubs, including reverse sensitivity 

effects  

c.  Avoid noise sensitive activities within: 

 (i) the Lyttelton Port Influences Overlay area; and  

 (ii) 50dBA Ldn noise contour for Christchurch International Airport, 

unless within an existing residentially zoned urban area or a 

Residential Greenfield Priority Area identified in the Canterbury 

Regional Policy Statement Chapter 6, Map A as at December 

2013, or those permitted in conjunction with rural activities 

in the rural zones. 

d.  Provide for and protect the efficient operation, recovery, and upgrade of 

the Lyttelton Port of 

Christchurch in a way that minimises conflict with adjoining activities. 

e. Ensure the threat of bird strike to Christchurch International Airport 

operations is minimised. 

 e. Optimise the use of existing infrastructure capacity.  

f.  Ensure infrastructure design is ecologically sensitive and uses 

natural processes for stormwater management where practical.  

 

 

 

http://proposeddistrictplanint.ccc.govt.nz/common/user/contentlink.aspx?sid=41688
http://proposeddistrictplanint.ccc.govt.nz/common/user/contentlink.aspx?sid=41742
http://proposeddistrictplanint.ccc.govt.nz/common/user/contentlink.aspx?sid=41742
http://proposeddistrictplanint.ccc.govt.nz/common/user/contentlink.aspx?sid=43589
http://ecan.govt.nz/publications/Plans/crps-chapter6.pdf
http://ecan.govt.nz/publications/Plans/crps-chapter6.pdf
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Amendment to the natural hazards objective 

Objective 3.6.5 Natural hazards 

a. The risk to people, and property and infrastructure and the environment 

from natural hazards is avoided or reduced to acceptable levels, 

b.The risk of natural hazards to strategic and critical infrastructure is 

appropriately managed. 

 

 

 

 


