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MEMORANDUM OF COUNSEL FOR CHRISTCHURCH INTERNATIONAL 
AIRPORT LIMITED  

May it please the Panel: 

1 This memorandum is filed on behalf of Christchurch International 
Airport Limited (CIAL), submitter 2348 and further submitter 2817 
on Stage 2 of the proposed Replacement District Plan.   

2 CIAL seeks leave to file a small supplementary brief of evidence 
from Jonathan Clease on planning matters relevant to CIAL’s 
requested relief in the hazardous substances hearing.  

3 It has recently been brought to CIAL’s attention, following the 
lodgement of evidence on 30th September 2015, that the drafting of 
the relief that it has sought contains an error.  While the substance 
of CIAL’s relief (i.e. an exemption from the hazardous substances 
quantities and thresholds in proposed Table 12.1.2.3 for jet fuel and 
aviation gasoline in the Specific Purposes (Airport) Zone, as was 
contained in the operative City Plan) has not changed, CIAL is now 
aware that the drafting of the permitted activity rule which it was 
seeking to give effect to this relief requires amendment. This is 
explained further in Mr Clease’s supplementary evidence.  

4 Counsel for CIAL submits that acceptance of this supplementary 
evidence will not prejudice any party involved in these proceedings 
as it relates to a consequential amendment and correction to 
drafting, and does not introduce any new substantive relief or 
evidence.  CIAL considers it is preferable to bring this new 
requested drafting to the Panel’s and other submitters’ attention as 
soon as possible, rather than raise this issue for the first time at the 
hearing.   

5 Counsel for CIAL respectfully requests that the Panel accept the 
supplementary planning evidence of Mr Clease in regards to 
drafting of the rule which CIAL is seeking in relation to hazardous 
substances quantities in the Specific Purposes (Airport) Zone.    

 

Dated: 5 October 2015 

 

 

_______________________________ 
JM Appleyard  
Counsel for Christchurch International Airport Limited  


