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OPENING LEGAL SUBMISSIONS ON BEHALF OF CHRISTCHURCH 
INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT LIMITED 

INTRODUCTION 

1 These legal submissions are provided on behalf of Christchurch 
International Airport Limited (CIAL). 

2 CIAL is a submitter (2348) and further submitter (F-2817) on the 
Chapter 2: Definitions proposal (the Proposal) as part of Stage 2 of 
the proposed Christchurch Replacement District Plan (proposed 
District Plan).   

3 These opening legal submissions will briefly address CIAL’s position 
in respect of the updated revised proposal contained in the 
Christchurch City Council (Council) memorandum of counsel dated 
16 March 2016.   

4 CIAL has called evidence from the following witnesses at this 
hearing: 

4.1 Mr Rhys Boswell; 

4.2 Mr Iain Munro; and 

4.3 Mr Matthew Bonis. 

5 Mr Bonis’ evidence outlines the definitions which were the subject of 
CIAL’s submissions and further submission and identifies those 
definitions which CIAL considers are still in dispute at this hearing.  
These legal submissions will briefly confirm CIAL’s position with 
respect to those definitions.  

AIRPORT PURPOSES 

6 Mr Lawry has suggested that a definition of ‘airport purposes’ be 
included in the Plan.  CIAL does not consider that such a definition is 
necessary or appropriate.   

7 Mr Boswell and Mr Munro have discussed the difficulties with 
including an orphan definition of ‘airport purposes’ in the Proposed 
Plan in their evidence.  

8 CIAL will provide more extensive closing legal submissions on this 
matter if the Panel considers that it wishes to hear further legal 
argument on this issue.  

9 CIAL also notes that in his statement of 30 March 2016 Mr Lawry 
has sought amendment to the definitions of ‘critical infrastructure’ 



  3

 

 

100150346/2589418.1 

and ‘significant infrastructure’.  This is the first time Mr Lawry has 
raised any opposition to those definitions. CIAL opposes amendment 
of the definitions of ‘strategic infrastructure’ and ‘critical 
infrastructure’ as they relate to Christchurch International Airport 
and supports the drafting accepted by the Panel in its previous 
decisions on those definitions.  CIAL will also address this matter 
fully in closing.  

OTHER DEFINITIONS  

10 CIAL confirms that it now considers that there is agreement 
between the Council and CIAL in respect of the definitions of 
‘aircraft operations’, ‘air noise boundary’ and ‘sensitive activities’.  
CIAL supports the drafting of these definitions contained in the 16 
March revised proposal.   

11 CIAL agrees with the Council that the definitions of ‘bird strike risk 
activity’ and ‘stormwater management structure’ can be put ‘on 
hold’ until chapter 6 caucusing has been completed, at which stage 
it will be clear whether or not those phrases are to be used within 
the rules relating to bird strike risk management in the proposed 
Plan.  

12 There is a remaining area of disagreement between CIAL and the 
Council with regards to the definition of ‘trade and industry training 
facility’.  However CIAL is now willing to accept the Council’s 
position in respect of this definition.   

Dated:  31 March 2016 
 

 
_______________________________ 
BG Williams / A Hill  
Counsel for Christchurch International Airport Limited 

  

 


