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MAY IT PLEASE THE HEARINGS PANEL 
 
 
1 I thank the Panel for arranging a chambers meeting at 10am on 22 April 2016, in 

response to my request for an urgent teleconference made in my memorandum 

of 15 April 2016. 

2 Regrettably, I am unavailable to attend in person, having an existing commitment 

before the Environment Court at 11am in Tauranga.  Mr Hudspith is available to 

attend in person.  Notwithstanding this, and while acknowledging the Panel’s 

concerns about the limitations of teleconferencing, I respectfully request that I be 

dialled-in at 10am to attend for as long as I am able.   

3 I have read the memorandum filed by Mr Lawry, and will leave Mr Hudspith to 

lead the discussion before the Panel on 22 April 2016, but consider it appropriate 

to briefly clarify the following:   

a ANZL’s concerns arise from the joint statement of the acoustic experts 

following conferencing, dated 11 April 2016.  It is clear from the statement 

that the experts have interpreted the phrase “residential receiving 

environment” differently.   

b The positions of the experts from their statement is that: 

i Mr Day supports the LAeq (1 hr) and LAFmax noise limits at 5.2 of the 

Conferencing Statement, as measured in the nearest residential zone 

ii Prof Clarke supports the LAeq (1 hr) and LAFmax noise limits at 5.2 of the 

Conferencing Statement, as measured in the nearest residential zone 

and also at houses in rural zones. 

iii Dr Chiles supports the Prof Clarke supports the LAeq (15 min) and LAFmax 

noise limits at 5.3 of the Conferencing Statement, as measured in the 

nearest residential zone and also at houses in rural zones. 

c ANZL anticipated that the Panel meant, in using the phrase “residential 

receiving environment”, the receiving environment within the nearest 

residential zone, particularly in light of the Panel’s statement that the noise 

standard should: 

sensibly be set at a level that protects the typical receiving 

environment population overall, rather than to try to cater for the 

atypical. 
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4 The implications of the different approaches of the experts are very significant.   

5 Accordingly, ANZL seeks confirmation from the Panel as to what it intended to 

mean by the phrase “residential receiving environment”.  Depending on what it 

intended to mean, ANZL may seek leave to file further evidence as to the 

consequences of the confirmed approach or expectation of the Panel.   

6 Mr Hudspith, and myself, to the extent appropriate while I am available by 

telephone, will be able to address the Panel further on 22 April 2016.  

Dated   21 April 2016 
 
 

 

James Gardner-Hopkins 

Counsel for Air New Zealand Limited 
 


