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STATEMENT OF EVIDENCE OF MATT BONIS  

INTRODUCTION 

1 My full name is Matthew William Bonis.   

2 I am an Associate at Planz Consultants in Christchurch.  I have held 

this position since 2009.   

3 My qualifications and experience are set out in previous statements 

of evidence.  Attachment A sets out a chronology of my previous 

briefs of evidence and attendance at these hearings.   

4 In summary, I hold a Bachelor of Regional Planning degree and 

have been employed in the practise of Planning and Resource 

Management for some 17 years.  I am a full member of the New 

Zealand Planning Institute. 

5 I have been engaged by Christchurch International Airport Limited 

(‘CIAL’) (submitter number 2348 / F-2817), and Lyttelton Port 

Company Limited (‘LPC’) (submitter number 2367 / F-2808) to 

provide planning evidence in relation to the Definitions (Stages 2 

and 3) provisions (as contained in ‘Chapter 2’).   

6 I have endeavoured to not repeat material contained in previous 

briefs of evidence listed in Attachment A. Given the overlap with 

other Chapters of the pCRDP, Attachment B sets out a cross 

referenced table to the specific definitions which CIAL and LPC made 

submissions to.  

7 Attachment B identifies where matters are not contested. This 

evidence does not then go on to discuss those matters. That 

Attachment also outlines which Council witnesses have addressed 

the matter in evidence. A list of the Council evidence reviewed and 

considered is included in Attachment C.  

8 I have relied on the evidence of those CIAL experts listed in 

Attachment C, and the evidence of Andrew Purves for LPC. 

9 In preparing all my evidence filed to date I have considered the 

following documents: 

9.1 The Land Use Recovery Plan (LURP); 

9.2 The Christchurch Central Recovery Plan (CCRP); 

9.3 The Statement of Expectations, Schedule 4 to the Canterbury 

Earthquake (Christchurch Replacement District Plan) Order 

2014 (Statement of Expectations); 
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9.4 The Canterbury Regional Policy Statement (‘CRPS’) and 

9.5 Mahaanui Iwi Management Plan 2013. 

10 I did not attend the mediation sessions on 15 February 2016. I have 

read the mediation summary, and discussed these matters with 

CIAL’s and LPC’s representatives.  

 

SCOPE OF EVIDENCE 

11 In my evidence I will address just the definitions which are identified 

in Attachment B as contentious. These are: 

 ‘airport purposes’ sought by Mr Lawry. 

 ‘aircraft operations’ as sought to be amended by NZDF and 

CIAL. 

 ‘air noise boundary’ as sought by CIAL.  

 ‘bird strike risk activities’ sought by CIAL. 

  ‘surface water management structure’ sought to be deleted 

by CIAL. 

 ‘Trade and Industry training facility’ as sought to be 

amended by CIAL. 

 ‘Hazardous substance’ as modified as a consequence of 

submissions by LPC, and the CCC / CERA revised approach 

to Chapter 12. 

 ‘sensitive activities’ as modified in the Revised proposal. 

 

 

SUMMARY OF EVIDENCE 

12 My evidence concludes that for CIAL: 

12.1 An orphan definition for ‘airport purposes’ has no nexus to 

the implementation of any policy1 or objective2. Nor does the 

                                            
1 S75(1)(b) RMA 

2 S75(1)(a) RMA. 
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definition relate to any rules or other provisions in the pCRDP. 

The only place in the Plan where the term ‘airport purposes’ is 

used in the Designation D1 for the Christchurch International 

Airport.  I understand that this proposed definition would not 

relate to CIAL’s designation because the final decision on that 

requirement has already been made.  A definition for airport 

purposes would at best result in increased uncertainty as to 

the application of the definition.  

12.2 The definitions for both ‘Airport operations’ and ‘Air Noise 

Contour’ are generally agreed. The mechanics of these 

definitions should be amended to improve clarity and 

application.    

12.3 There has been some resistance to the inclusion of a 

definition for ‘bird strike risk activities’. However, I 

consider that there is benefit in clearly identifying in the Plan 

the range of activities that could pose risks to aircraft flight 

operations by potentially increasing the risk of bird strike at 

CIA. If that definition was deleted there would be reliance 

solely on the rules in 6.7.2.2.3 ‘Bird Strike Management 

Areas’. Not all risk activities (e.g municipal sewage treatment 

facilities) are subject to a specific rule, however I consider 

there is merit in including reference within the plan to their 

potential for increasing bird strike risk. 

12.4 The definition for ‘Surface water management structure’ 

should be deleted. The definition was only used in the notified 

plan for the purpose of the rules relating to bird strike risk 

management. The term has now been overtaken. It is not 

included in the drafting proposed in my Chapter 6 evidence 

on the bird strike provisions, nor is it included in the drafting 

proposed by Ms Glenda Dixon.  

12.5 CIAL seeks to include a specific exclusion with the Trade and 

Industry training facility definition to differentiate from 

activities otherwise defined as ‘tertiary education and 

research facilities’.  Trade and Industry training facilities are 

not considered to be noise sensitive activities, whereas 

tertiary education and research facilities are.  

13 My evidence concludes for LPC: 

13.1 LPC seeks to delete the limitation ‘for the purposes of Rule 

12.1.2.2.2(NC1) from the definition of Hazardous Substances 

as it is considered that the exemptions should be excluded 

from any consideration of the provisions (objectives and 

policies included).  
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13.2 The definition of Sensitive activities is generally agreed, 

apart from rule mechanics. A separate exemption for 

Healthcare Facilities where not providing accommodation for 

overnight care is appropriate in relation to the Port Influences 

Overlay Area. Similarly, specific reference to ‘Care Facility’ is 

appropriate given that it remains unclear as to whether such 

activities are encapsulated in the broader definition of 

‘residential activities’.  

 

‘AIRPORT PURPOSES’ 

14 Submission 2514 (Lawry) seeks that a definition of ‘Airport 

Purposes’ be inserted into the plan. The exact definition sought is 

not recorded, however the relief states: ‘to provide clarity to the 

“Airport Purposes” definition by stating that there is a required 

linkage to aviation outcomes that is significant, real and not 

frivolous before proposed activities can be considered to be airport 

purposes”. 

15 The only place in the Plan where the phrase ‘airport purposes’ is 

found is in CIAL’s designation.  However, I understand that the 

Submitter’s proposed definition would not relate to CIAL’s 

designation. The final decision on that requirement has been made 

by the Panel3. Mr Lawry was not a submitter.   

16 In addition, Plan Change 84 which relates to the Specific Purpose 

Airport zone is beyond challenge.  Plan Change 84 sets out activities 

that can occur in the Specific Purpose Airport zone but no provisions 

in Plan Change 84 refer to ‘Airport Purposes’.   

17 Mr Boswell identifies that CIAL has had previous disagreements 

with the Council as to what is encapsulated as ‘airport purposes’. 

CIAL has sought resource consent in the alternative. I concur with 

Mr Boswell and note that I have lodged numerous resource 

consents on behalf of CIAL on this basis. The nature and number of 

these resource consents was a catalyst for Plan Change 84.  

18 The stated purpose of Plan Change 84 was to: “…provide a clear 

policy framework for the Special Purpose (Airport) Zone, and to 

provide clarity over what activities are anticipated to occur within 

the zone, beyond those provided for by the designation of the land 

for “Airport Purposes”.  

19 Plan Change 84 sought to increase certainty within the District Plan 

(for both CIAL and the community) as to those activities provided 

                                            
3 Chapter 10 (Part) Designation D1 Christchurch International Airport Ltd. Decision 5. 
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within the Specific Purpose (Airport) zone. In a number of instances 

these are aligned with what is considered to be a contemporary 

airport purpose4. For other activities, Plan Change 84 provided a 

framework to apply (for the purposes of s176(2)), and rightly s9(3) 

of the Act prevails.  

20 The proposed definition would act as an ‘orphan’ definition. It would 

not be linked to, nor seek to implement any policy, objective or rule 

in the pCRDP.  

21 Accordingly, its resource management purpose is at best unclear. At 

worst it could create uncertainty of application if incorrectly 

conflated with the designation purpose.   

22 For those reasons I recommend that inclusion of this definition is 

not desirable or necessary, and that the relief should be rejected.  

 

‘AIRCRAFT OPERATIONS’ 

23 Paragraph 55 of my Chapter 6 Rebuttal Evidence outlines 

uncertainty with the mechanics of the above definition. The Revised 

Definition proposed by Ms Dixon excludes clauses (c) – (h) with 

respect to the application of section 6.7 as well as rule 6.1.4.2.7. I 

do not agree with that exemption as these matters would appear to 

constitute airport operations and may be relevant to section 6.7. 

Matters (c) – (h) should only be excluded within consideration of 

Christchurch International Aircraft noise operation compliance. My 

suggested amendment to the definition is below: 

 

Aircraft operations 

means: 

a.  the landing and take off of aircraft; and 

b.  aircraft flying along any flight path associated with a landing 

or take off. 

 

For the purposes of Rules 6.1.4.2.7 and 6.7, aircraft operations 

excludes: 

c.  aircraft operating in an emergency for medical or national/civil 

defence reasons; 

d.  air shows; 

e.  military operations not associated with the Antarctic 

programme; 

                                            
4 Refer Evidence Munro: Summary 
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f.  aircraft using the airport as an alternative to a scheduled 

airport elsewhere; 

g.  aircraft taxiing; and 

h.  aircraft engine testing. 

[Chapter 6 GR&P Evidence of Glenda Dixon dated 4-02-16, 

#2348.151 CIAL] 

  

‘AIR NOISE BOUNDARY’ 

24 My Evidence in Chief for Chapter 6 [paragraph 30] recommended 

inserting into the definition ‘(65 Ldn / 95 LAE Air Noise Contour)’, to 

improve certainty as to the basis of this contour. This is also 

consistent with the Chapter 6 evidence of Ms Dixon5, where she 

states: 

“In the pRDP rules, the name of the SEL (sound exposure level) metric 

has been updated in accordance with International Organisation for 

Standardisation (ISO) terminology to read Lae, which means that the Air 

Noise Boundary is now called the composite 65dB Ldn/95dB Lae contour.” 

25 The amendment sought below is:  

Air Noise Boundary (65 Ldn/95 LAE Air Noise Contour): 

means a composite line formed by the outer extremity of the 65 dBA 

Ldn noise contour and the Lae SEL 95 dBA noise contour. It defines an 

area around Christchurch International Airport within which the future 

daily aircraft noise exposure is sufficiently high as to require restrictions 

on land use to avoid adverse noise effects. 

 

26 It is noted that Attachment A to Ms Dixon’s Chapter 6 evidence 

‘accepts’ the Council amended definition. That definition is provided 

below. This did not find its way into Ms Sowerby’s Chapter 2 Revised 

Definitions Proposal. I am comfortable with either approach as 

amended by the CIAL insertion into the hearing of ‘(65 Ldn / 95 LAE 

Air Noise Contour)’ and removal of reference to ‘SEL’. 

Air Noise Boundary (65 Ldn/95 LAE Air Noise Contour): 

means a composite line formed by the outer extremity of the 65 dBA Ldn 

noise contour and the Lae SEL 95 95 dBA noise contour. It defines an 
area around Christchurch International Airport within which the future 

                                            
5 Chapter 6. Evidence Dixon [4.6].  
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daily aircraft noise exposure is sufficiently high as to require 
restrictions on land use prohibition on new noise sensitive 
activities, with some exceptions, to avoid adverse noise effects. 

 

‘BIRD STRIKE RISK ACTIVITIES’ 

27 My Evidence in Chief for Chapter 6 [paragraph 143] recommended 

an amended definition to that originally sought by CIAL in its 

submission. The refined definition was based upon the derived risk 

categories and respective distances to the airport as identified in the 

evidence of Mr Phillip Shaw on behalf of CIAL. 

28 This matter is currently before the Panel in terms of its Chapter 6 

deliberations.  

29 The definition sought is set out below: 

Bird Strike Risk Activities means:  

 

Within Bird Strike Management Area 1 shown in Appendix 6.11.7.5 

 permanent water features with a surface area exceeding 500m2; 

 stormwater management systems 

 excavation works, including quarrying (excluding excavation 

authorised by building consent) ponding exceeding 100m2 or more 

of open water, for more than a continuous 48 hour period.  

 

Within Bird Strike Management Area 2 shown in Appendix 6.11.7.5 

 commercial pig farming, intensive poultry farming, fish and 

commercial food processing activities and cattle feed lots,  

 wildlife refuges,  

 permanent water features with a surface area exceeding 1000m2; 

 wetland conservation areas, 

 food and organic waste facilities, transfer stations, municipal 

sewage treatment and disposal facilities. 

 abattoirs and freezing works.   

 

In any location within Greater Christchurch: 

 landfills. 

 

30 The purpose of the definition is to consolidate and clearly identify 

the range of activities that could pose risks to aircraft flight 

operations by creating an increase in the bird strike risk at the 

Airport. Accordingly I consider it is of benefit in terms of increased 

certainty for both CIAL and also relevant users of the Plan and as an 

indicator of the kinds of activities which may pose a bird strike risk, 

even if those activities are not specifically regulated under the Plan 

rules.   

http://proposeddistrictplan.ccc.govt.nz/Pages/Plan/Book.aspx?HID=31864
http://proposeddistrictplan.ccc.govt.nz/Pages/Plan/Book.aspx?HID=31864
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31 The proposed definition has been rejected in the Revised Proposal 

attached to Ms Sowerby’s evidence. The matter is dismissed in the 

Chapter 6 evidence of Ms Dixon at her paragraph 11.1 where she 

states that: “I do not favour lengthy definitions which include 

standards, as standards should in my view be within the rules. If 

birdstrike rules specify clearly which activities have which activity 

status, there should be no need for such a definition”.  

32 Ms Kim Seaton on behalf of Isaac Conservation and Wildlife Trust 

(Sub 2146), also considers that the definition is unnecessary in her 

Chapter 6 rebuttal evidence at paragraph 7. 

33 However, I disagree with Ms Dixon and Ms Seaton because: 

33.1 Retaining the definition clearly identifies activities with a 

moderate to high bird strike risk profile as identified by Mr 

Shaw. Not all of the activities included in the definition have 

a corresponding rule in Chapter 6 Rule 6.7.2.2.3.1. This is 

deliberate as there are bird strike risk activities that are not 

anticipated in any zone (and will require a plan change, or 

discretionary / non-complying resource consent for 

establishment). Inclusion of those activities in the definition 

therefore provides for a clear trigger for CIAL to be 

considered as a potentially affected party for the purposes of 

Objective 3.3.12(b)(iv), and Policy 6.7.1.1.2 when an 

application for a ‘bird strike risk activity’ is made to the 

Council.  It also signals to potential applicants that their 

activity may have effects in respect of bird strike risk which 

will require consideration and management.  

33.2 Removing the definition would not affect the mechanics of the 

Plan. However neither does its retention.  I consider that the 

benefits of its retention outweigh any costs arising from the 

marginal additional complexity which the definition will cause.  

34 This matter is finely balanced. However, the amended CIAL relief is 

my preferred approach as it improves certainty in plan application 

and provides a clear signal for plan users in regards to which 

activities may be considered to present an increased risk of bird 

strike at the Airport. I do not consider that the inclusion of the 

definition creates any significant additional regulatory burden.    

SURFACE WATER MANAGEMENT STRUCTURE 

35 This definition can be deleted. 

36 The term ‘Surface water management structure’ was contained in 

several different chapters of the notified Plan within rules relating to 
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Bird strike management (for example the notified Commercial and 

Industrial Proposal6, and Revised Open Space Proposal7). I have 

provided evidence on behalf of CIAL seeking that the bird strike risk 

management rules across other Chapters be deleted, and a 

consolidated suite of bird strike provisions contained in Chapter 6. I 

note that the Panel decisions to date (specifically Residential 

[Decision 10], Commercial and Industrial [Decision 11]) do not use, 

or refer to this term. 

37 In addition, the drafting proposed in my evidence and the drafting 

proposed by Ms Dixon no longer uses the phrase ‘surface water 

management structure’.  Accordingly, I consider that this definition 

is no longer necessary.  

TRADE AND INDUSTRY TRAINING FACILITY 

38 In the CRPS, ‘Trade and industry training facilities’ are excluded 

from being defined as ‘Noise Sensitive Activities8’ where they are 

located within the Special Purpose Airport Zone. However, broader 

‘Education’ activities are captured by the CRPS definition of ‘Noise 

Sensitive Activities’.  

39 I have provided evidence to the Panel that the exception above for 

Trade and Industry training Facilities should not be isolated only to 

the Special Purpose (Airport) zone. However, that exemption should 

not extend to all Education facilities.  

40 My evidence at the Stage 1 Commercial / Industrial Hearing also 

identified the extent of ambiguity and overlap of various education 

definitions given the general nature of the ‘Trade and Industry 

Training Facility’, and ‘Tertiary Education and research activity’ 

definitions.   

41 The concern expressed in my earlier evidence was that a Polytech 

could be considered both: a Trade and Industry Training Facility and 

                                            
6 Refer Industrial General Zone. Rule 16.2.2.2 (RD3). 

7 Refer Rebuttal Carter. Attachment A. Open Space Community Parks Zone 
18.2.2.3(RD11) 

8 CRPS Glossary Definition: Noise Sensitive Activity Means: 

means 

• Residential activities other than those in conjunction with rural activities that 
comply with the rules in the relevant district plan as at 23 August 2008; 

• Education activities including pre-school places or premises, but not including 
flight training, trade training or other industry related training facilities located 
within the Special Purpose (Airport) Zone in the Christchurch District Plan; 

• Travellers’ accommodation except that which is designed, constructed and 
operated to a standard that mitigates the effects of noise on occupants; 

• Hospitals, healthcare facilities and any elderly persons housing or complex.  
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able to operate under the 50dbA contours; and a Tertiary Education 

and research activity, and thereby excluded.  

42 In my view, a Polytech complex would come under the ambit of 

Tertiary Education and research activity and would appropriately be 

restricted under the 50dBA noise contours. Individual occupational 

courses offered by a Polytech where these come under the ambit of 

Trade and Industry Training Facility would however be appropriately 

enabled under the 50dBA contours.  

43 Accordingly, I support the CIAL submission which seeks to make this 

distinction more explicit. The amended definition is below: 

Trade and industry training facility 

means land and/or buildings used for occupational training in the skills of 

engineering, building, aviation, manufacturing and other industrial activities 

and includes administrative, cultural and recreation activities ancillary to the 

activity. Excludes activities otherwise defined as a tertiary education 

and research facility. 

 

‘SENSITIVE ACTIVITIES’ 

44 The definition for Sensitive activities is largely agreed and was the 

subject of evidence at the Stage 1 definitions proposal hearing. 

However, I consider that there are two matters that would improve 

the clarity and application of this definition. An amended definition is 

provided below with these suggested changes:  

44.1 A separate exemption for ‘Healthcare Facilities’ in relation to 

noise where not providing accommodation for overnight care 

is appropriate in relation to the Port Influences Overlay Area. 

Such an exemption existed in the notified Proposal but 

appears to be have been subsumed within the consolidated 

definition. I also understand that this matter agreed, at least 

in part, in the mediation summary9. 

44.2 There are separate definitions for both ‘Care Facility’ and 

‘Care Facilities’, with the latter being the more prescriptive. I 

am unsure of the need for both terms.  

In terms of activities sensitive to noise, either term relates to 

facilities used for the full time accommodation and care for 

                                            
9 Extract Mediation Summary. Page 4: Mr Willis requested that Clause d. Sensitive 
activities should only apply to health care facilities where there are overnight stays, 
and that General Practices should not be considered a sensitive activity under the 
definition. There was agreement that these activities be separated. 
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people with special needs. However, in some instances such 

‘residents’ are detained on site, thereby falling into the 

exception from being classified as a residential activity. Whilst 

perhaps pedantic, I consider that it would be desirable if ‘Care 

Facilities’ is explicitly included in the definition of ‘Sensitive 

activities’ to provide clarity for plan users and to avoid them 

having to navigate several definitions in the plan to try and 

then ascertain whether ‘Care Facilities’ may be captured as a 

‘sensitive activity’. It is noted that this is not a matter isolated 

to either CIAL or LPC. 

I consider that the simplest way to resolve this uncertainty is 

to specifically list ‘Care facilities’ within the ‘Sensitive 

Activities’ definition.   

A secondary option would be to amend the definition of ‘Care 

Facilities’ to incorporate reference to it comprising of 

‘Residential units’, or listing as ‘Care Facilities’ as a specific 

activity nested within the definition of ‘Residential activity’. 

With that option, there may be unintended consequences in 

terms of the respective activity status within the Residential 

Chapter (Decision 10)10. 

Sensitive Activities means: 

means: 

a.  residential activities, including Care Facilities; 

b.  education activities; 

c.  guest accommodation; and 

d.  health care facilities, except within the Port Influences Overlay 

Area where there is no accommodation for overnight care; 

e.  custodial correction facilities with overnight accommodation and/or 

supervised living accommodation where the residents are detained 

on the site;  

 

 [Chapter 2 Definitions Hearing, Mark Stevenson, rebuttal evidence, 

paras 3.3. - 3.4] 

 

but excludes in relation to airport noise: 

i.  any residential activities in conjunction with rural activities that 

comply with the rules in the relevant district plans as at 23 August 

2008; 

ii.  flight training or other trade and industry training facilities located 

on land zoned or legally used for commercial or industrial activities, 

including the Specific Purpose (Airport) Zone; [Chapter 2 

Definitions Hearing, Mark Stevenson, rebuttal evidence, paras 3.3. - 

3.4] 

                                            
10 By way of example. ‘Care Facility’ is not specifically identified as a Permitted, 
Controlled or Restricted Discretionary Activity (Residential Suburban Zone 14.2.2.1) 
and would presumably be classified as a Discretionary Activity 14.2.2.4(D1). 
Amending the definition for Care Facility to identify it as a ‘Residential Activity’ would 
render the activity permitted subject to 14.2.2.1(P1). 
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iii.  guest accommodation, which is designed, constructed and operated 

to a standard to mitigate the effects of aircraft noise on occupants; 

and 

iv.  health care facilities with no accommodation for overnight care. 

 

 [Chapter 2 Definitions Hearing, Mark Stevenson, Evidence in Chief, 

paras 5.6 - 5.7] [Chapter 12 Hazardous Substances and 

Contaminated Land Revised Proposal dated 17-11-15, #2185.3 Oil 

Companies] [Chapter 2 Definitions Evidence in Chief Glenda Dixon 

dated 24-02-16] 

 

HAZARDOUS SUBSTANCE 

45 A consequence of the revised Chapter 12 Proposal (dated 17 

November 2016) is that the exemptions for a more domestic range 

of hazardous substances have been transferred to the definition11.  

46 However, Mr Blair’s suggested amendments limit the application of 

this exemption only to Rule 12.1.2.2.2(NC1). That rule relates to 

the Transmission Corridors. I understand that that approach was not 

discussed at mediation; is not identified in the mediation 

summary12; nor was included in the Council’s redline revised 

Proposal.  

47 The resource management purpose of such a limitation is unclear. It 

is considered more appropriate to provide for these exemptions with 

regard to provisions (including the application of objectives and 

policies) that relate to Hazardous substances.  

48 By way of example, considering the respective Hazardous Substance 

objectives and policies (particularly Objective 12.1.1.1) for a 

supermarket where not otherwise anticipated for within a zone 

would be inappropriate, where exemption (i) specifically identifies 

that domestic scale retail of such activities would otherwise be 

appropriate. 

49 The proposed amended wording is below: 

Hazardous substance 

means: 

a.  any substance or mixture or formulation of substances which has 

one or more of the following intrinsic properties, and exceeds any 

of the minimum degrees of hazard for the following hazards 

prescribed in the Hazardous Substances (Minimum Degrees of 

Hazard) Regulations 2001: 

                                            
11 Refer Blair. Chapter 2 Evidence at [8.7]. 

12 Session 7. 
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i. explosiveness (excluding dust explosions); 

ii. flammability; 

iii. a capacity to oxidise; 

iv. corrosiveness; 

v. acute and chronic toxicity; and 

vi. ecotoxicity, with or without bioaccumulation; 

b.  substances which, in contact with air or water (other than air or 

water where the temperature or pressure has been artificially 

increased or decreased), generate a substance or reaction with any 

one or more of the properties specified in a. above; 

c.  substances that, when discharged to surface or groundwaters, have 

the potential to deplete oxygen as a result of the microbial 

decomposition of organic materials (for example, milk or other 

foodstuffs); and 

d. radioactive substances, except smoke detectors. 

 

 

But for the purposes of Rule 12.1.2.2.2 (NC1) excludes substances 

in the following activities or facilities and/or quantities: 

 

e.  storage of substances in or on vehicles being used in transit on 

public roads; [Chapter 12 Hazardous Substances and 

Contaminated Land Revised Proposal dated 17-11-15, CIAL 

#2348.150, #2185.9 Oil Companies] 

f.  installations where the combined transformer oil capacity of the 

electricity transformers is less than 1,000l; [Chapter 12 

Hazardous Substances and Contaminated Land Revised Proposal 

dated 17-11-15, CIAL #2348.150, #2185.9 Oil Companies] 

g.  fuel in mobile plant, motor vehicles, boats and small engines; 

[Chapter 12 Hazardous Substances and Contaminated Land 

Revised Proposal dated 17-11-15, CIAL#2348.150, Oil Companies 

#2185.9] 

h.  gas and oil pipelines and associated…. 

   

Dated:  3 March 2016 

 
______________________________ 

Matthew William Bonis 
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ATTACHMENT A – PREVIOUS BRIEFS OF EVIDENCE 

1 I have presented evidence on behalf of CIAL (2348)  for: 

1.1 Chapter 3  – Strategic Directions 

1.2 Chapter 10  – Designations 

1.3 Chapter 14  – Residential (Stage 1) 

1.4 Chapter 15  – Commercial (Stage 1) 

1.5 Chapter 16  – Industrial (Stage 1 and 2) 

1.6 Chapter 2  - Definitions (Stage 1) 

1.7 Chapter 8  - Subdivision, Development and Earthworks 

(Stage 2) 

1.8 Chapter 16   - Memorial Avenue Business Park (Stage 2)  

1.9 Chapter 17  – Rural (Stage 2) 

1.10 Chapter 6  - General Rules (Stages 2 and 3) 

2 Property Council New Zealand (Sub #595, Chapter 3 - Stage 1 

Strategic Directions)  

3 Kiwi Income Property Trust (Sub# 761, Chapter 3 - Stage 1 

Strategic Directions, Commercial and Industrial)  

4 Progressive Enterprises Ltd (Sub#790, Chapters 15 and 16 - 

Commercial and Industrial)  

5 Lyttelton Port Company (Sub# 915 Chapter 3 - Stage 1 Strategic 

Directions) and  

6 Bunnings Ltd (Sub#725, Chapter 15 - Stage 1 Commercial and 

Industrial)  

7 Tailorspace (Sub#3718, Chapter 15 - Stage 3 Historic Heritage) 

8 Pacific Park (Sub#3459, Chapter 15 - Stage 3 Commercial, Chapter 

6 – Stage 3 General Rules) 
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Attachment B: Summary of Definitions of relevance to CIAL  

Definition Relief sought Proposal Ref / Council 

reference 

Discussion 

Airport Purposes Sub 2514 (D Lawry) Orphan Definition with no 

attendant provisions within 

pCRDP (Objectives, Policies 

and Rules).  

Chapter 6. EiC Dixon [5.12 – 

5.14] 

Term only used in context 

of designation, and 

proposed definition would 

not be applicable to CIAL’s 

designation because the 

decision on that 

requirement has already 

been made by the Panel.  

Definition has no specific 

resource management 

purpose.  

If the Panel does support 

inclusion of an orphan 

definition, ‘Airport 

purposes’ is necessarily 

broad to encompass 

contemporary airport 

activities (Munro). 

Aircraft operations Sub 2348 (CIAL). 
Support retention.  

Chapter 6: 

Objective 6.7.1.1 ‘Aircraft 

Protection’. Rule 6.1.4.2.6 

‘Aircraft Noise from 

operations at Christchurch 

International Airport’.  

 

Chapter 6: Dixon EiC [5.10], 

Bonis Rebuttal [54-57] 

Cross reference 

amendments sought in 

Chapter 6 evidence. Bonis 

(CIAL) / McMillan (Crown). 

Matters in clauses (a) – 

(h) represent Airport 

operations. There is a 

need to exclude (c) – (h) 

as these relate to Rule 

6.1.4.2.6 (Aircraft Noise – 

Operational Noise 

compliance Rule). 

Air Noise Boundary Sub 2348 (CIAL). 
Retention.  

Rule 6.1.5.1.5 Prohibited 

Activities within the Air Noise 

Boundary 

 

Chapter 6: Dixon EiC [5.17 – 

5.23], Bonis EiC [30] 

Mechanical amendment 

including reference to (65 

Ldn / 95 LAE Air Noise 

Contour).  
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Definition Relief sought Proposal Ref / Council 

reference 

Discussion 

Bird Strike Risk 

Activities 

Sub 2348 (CIAL). 
Seek insertion of 
additional definition.   

Rule 6.7.2.2.3 

Chapter 6: Dixon EiC [11.1; 

Chapter 6.7, Attachment B] – 

Reject 

Bonis EiC [143] – As 

amended. 

Purpose of definition is to 

identify clearly which 

activities present a bird 

strike risk even where not 

otherwise caught by Rule 

6.7.2.2.3 (that is activities 

that are precluded in zone 

rules through 

discretionary, or non-

compliant status). 

 

Bird Strike Sub 2348 (CIAL). 
Support 

Objective 3.3.12(b)(iii)(iv). 

Policy 6.7.2.1.1. Rule 

6.7.2.2.3  

Notified definition is not 

contested. 

Agreed 

Education Activity Sub 2348 (CIAL). 
Amended definition 
as per Stage 1 
submission. 

Definition of Sensitive 

Activities. Chapters 21.6 

Specific Purpose (School) and 

21.7 Specific Purpose 

(Tertiary Education). 

Chapter 2: Dixon EiC [5.5, 

5.10, 5.11] – Amend 

 

The definition included in 

Ms Sowerby’s Evidence is 

not contested.  

Agreed – definition 

contained in the revised 

proposal provides for 

CIAL’s relief. 

Engine Testing Sub 2348 (CIAL). 
Seek insertion of 
definition.  

Rule 6.1.4.2.7 

Chapter 6: Dixon EiC [5.15] – 

Accept, excluding reference to 

Specific Purpose (Airport) 

Zone 

 

Agreed – definition 

contained in the revised 

proposal provides for 

CIAL’s relief. 

Family Flat Sub 2348 (CIAL). 
Seek insertion of 
definition.  

Rule 17.3.2.1(P7), Rule 

17.4.2.1(P8). 

Chapter 2: Hogan EiC [4.5], 

Chapter 17 [8.2-8.5] – Accept 

(Deletion of Stage 2 

duplication).   

Agreed – definition 

contained in the revised 

proposal provides for 

CIAL’s relief.  
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Definition Relief sought Proposal Ref / Council 

reference 

Discussion 

Bonis. Chapter 17 EiC [140]. 

 

Farm Stay Sub 2348 (CIAL). 
Sought amendment 
to the definition.  

Rule 17.3.2.1(P11), Rule 

17.4.2.1(P12). 

Chapter 2: Hogan EiC [4.5], 

Chapter 17 [8.2-8.5] – Accept 

(Deletion of Stage 2 

duplication).   

Bonis. Chapter 17 EiC [23, 

24]. 

 

The matter is no longer 

contested.  

Revised Rural Proposal 

(Attachment A. Hogan 6 

November) includes Rules 

that differentiate the 

intensity of Farm Stays 

and occupation where 

located within the 50dBA 

Ldn Airport Noise and 

50dBA Ldn Engine Testing 

contours.  

Agreed – definition 

contained in the revised 

proposal provides for 

CIAL’s relief. 

Landfill Sub 2249 (CRC). 
Insertion of 
definition for Landfill  

Rule 6.7.2.2.3.4(D1). 

Chapter 6: Dixon EiC [11.11] 

- Reject 

 

Agreement that a specific 

definition is not required.  

Common meaning of 

landfill is sufficient, and 

Rule 6.7.2.2.3.4(D1) 

excludes ‘cleanfill’. 

Agreed  

Hazardous facilities  Sub 2438 (CIAL). 
Amendment 
hazardous facilities  

Rule 6.7.2.2.2.6(PR2). 

Chapter 12: Rebuttal Blair 

[Section 11]. Chapter 2: Blair 

EiC [8.4]. 

 

Substantial redraft of 

Chapter 12 provisions [17-

11-2015] has rendered 

this definition redundant. 

Mandated to HSNO Act 

responsibilities. 

Agreed –revised 

proposal provides for 

CIAL’s relief. 

Heli landing area Sub 2438 (CIAL). 
Support definition.  

N/A 

 

Unchanged. 

Agreed. 
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Definition Relief sought Proposal Ref / Council 

reference 

Discussion 

Ldn Sub 2438 (CIAL). 
Support definition. 

Chapter 6.1. Rule 6.1.4.2.6 

‘Aircraft Noise’; Rule 6.1.4.2.7 

‘Engine Testing’. Rule 

6.1.4.2.8 ‘Helicopter landing 

areas’. Miscellaneous land use 

rules regarding the 50dBA 

Ldn air noise contour.  

Unchanged. 

Agreed. 

Note: Refinement of 

reference to nomenclature 

for the contours associated 

with the airport (operation 

and engine testing). Refer 

Chapter 6 Bonis [30]; 

Rebuttal Dixon [3.5].  

Mass Assembly of 

People 

Sub 2438 (CIAL). 
Support definition. 

Rule 6.7.2.2.2.6(PR2). 

 

Unchanged. 

Agreed  

Preschool Activity  Sub 2438 (CIAL). 
Support definition. 

Nested within the definition of 

‘Education Activity’ and hence 

‘Sensitive Activity’. 

Chapter 2: EiC Stevenson 

[5.10] 

 

Unchanged. 

Agreed.  

Preschool facility  Sub 2438 (CIAL). 
Support definition. 

Nested within the definition of 

‘Preschool Activity’ - 

‘Education Activity’ - 

‘Sensitive Activity’ 

 

Unchanged. 

Agreed.  

Sensitive Activity   Sub 2438 (CIAL). 
Support definition 
proposed in revised 
version of Chapter 2 
EiC Thomson. 

Miscellaneous land use rules 

regarding buffer requirements 

/ avoidance as associated 

with strategic infrastructure.  

Chapter 2: EiC Stevenson 

[5.6 – 5.7]; EiC Bonis Part B, 

Attachment A. 

Modified through 

mediation 15 February.  

Residual issues regarding: 
 Care facilities. 

On behalf of LPC there is 

no basis to restrict ‘health 

care facilities’ with no 

accommodation for 

overnight care within the 

Lyttelton Port Influences 

Overlay. 

Surface Water 

Management 

Sub 2438 (CIAL). 
Delete definition.  

Utilised for bird strike 

purposes across disparate 

Recommend deletion on 

basis of consolidation of 
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Definition Relief sought Proposal Ref / Council 

reference 

Discussion 

Structure   Chapters. For example: 

Chapter 18: Open Space. 

Revised Proposal [Carter] 

Rule 18.2.2.3(RD11). 

Not relied upon within: 

Chapter 6 Revised Proposal 

[Dixon] Rule 6.7.2.2.3 ‘Bird 

Strike Management Areas’ or 

alternative approach Chapter 

6 EiC Bonis [Attachment H] 

provisions within Chapter 

6, and adoption of drafting 

which is not reliant on that 

definition.  

The term ‘surface water 

management structure’ 

does not appear to be 

used for any non-bird 

strike related purpose. 

Trade and Industry 

Training Facility.     

Sub 2438 (CIAL). 
Support definition, 
but insert a specific 
exclusion where 
activities are 
otherwise defined 
as tertiary 
education and 
research facilities.  

Submission not discussed. 

Chapter 2: EiC Dixon [5.5 – 

5.13]. 

 

Recommend insertion as 

sought by CIAL. 

Distinguishing Trade and 

Industry Training Facility 

(as excluded from 

definition of sensitive 

activity in relation to 

airport noise), from 

Tertiary education and 

research facilities (a 

sensitive activity) 

improves certainty of 

application.  

Transport System     Sub 2438 (CIAL). 
Support definition, 
but seeks explicit 
reference to 
transport hubs such 
as Ports and 
Airports.  

Chapter 7 (Decision 12). 

Definition of Transport 

System. 

Chapter 2: EiC Falconer [2.3]. 

 

 

Agreed – definition 

contained in the revised 

proposal provides for 

CIAL’s relief.   
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ATTACHMENT C – EVIDENCE RELIED ON 

 

1 This Evidence in Chief is in reliance of the following Evidence: 

1.1 Mr Rhys Boswell (CIAL); 

1.2 Mr Phillip Shaw (Bird Strike) 

1.3 Mr Iain Munro (Airport Purposes) 

1.4 Mr Chris Day (Acoustics) 

2 I have also read the following Council evidence  

2.1 Ms Glenda Dixon (Planning – Airport operations, Education) 

2.2 Ms Kelly Andrew (Planning – noise, excluding aircraft 

noise); 

2.3 Ms Alison McLaughlin (Planning – sensitive activities). 

2.4 Ms Debbie Hogan (Planning – Rural activities (Farm stay, 

family flat) 

2.5 Mr David Falconer (Planning – Transport (Transport 

Networks) 

 


