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1. INTRODUCTION 

1.1 My full name is Ainsley Jean McLeod.  I hold the position of Technical 

Director – Planning at Beca Limited, based in Christchurch.  I have been in 

my current position since January 2009. 

1.2 I have been engaged by both the New Zealand Transport Agency 

("Transport Agency") and the New Zealand Fire Service Commission 

("Commission") to provide planning advice in relation to the Christchurch 

Replacement District Plan ("Replacement Plan").  This includes the 

provision of evidence for the Crown in relation to planning matters of 

interest to the Transport Agency and the Commission in the Stage 2 Rural 

Proposal ("Rural Proposal") of the Replacement Plan. 

1.3 This is the ninth statement of evidence I have prepared on the Replacement 

Plan in relation to planning matters of interest to the Commission and the 

sixth statement of evidence I have prepared addressing planning matters of 

interest to the Transport Agency.  I continue to hold the views I expressed 

in my earlier evidence, and to avoid repetition, I will adopt that evidence for 

the purposes of this statement of evidence.  A list of the evidence I have 

previously prepared is included in Attachment AJM1. 

1.4 A summary of my relevant qualifications, my relevant past experience, and 

my involvement in the Replacement Plan process on behalf of the 

Transport Agency and the Commission is provided in my first statements of 

evidence in respect of the Strategic Directions hearing.1 

1.5 My evidence builds on the evidence I have previously given and specifically 

addresses matters on behalf of the Transport Agency and the Commission 

in respect of the Rural Proposal. 

1.6 In the context of the Rural Proposal, I attended a planners' workshop on 

2 September 2015 and formal mediation on 6 and 7 October 20152.  I have 

also had further discussions with officers of the Christchurch City Council 

("Council") in relation to the relief sought by the Transport Agency and the 

Commission. 

                                                
1
 See paragraphs 1.2 and Attachment 1 of my first statements of evidence dated 25 November 2014. 

2
 I attended mediation for the Commission only. 
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2. CODE OF CONDUCT 

2.1 I confirm that I have read the code of conduct for expert witnesses as 

contained in the Environment Court's Practice Note 2014.  I have complied 

with the practice note when preparing my written statement of evidence, 

and will do so when I give oral evidence before the Hearings Panel.   

2.2 The data, information, facts and assumptions I have considered in forming 

my opinions are set out in my evidence to follow.  The reasons for the 

opinions expressed are also set out in the evidence to follow. 

2.3 Unless I state otherwise, this evidence is within my sphere of expertise and 

I have not omitted to consider material facts known to me that might alter or 

detract from the opinions that I express. 

3. SCOPE 

3.1 My evidence addresses the elements of Part B of the Crown's submission 

that are of particular interest to the Transport Agency and the Commission 

as they relate to the Rural Proposal.  In particular, my evidence: 

(a) summarises the Transport Agency's and the Commission's 

particular interests in the Rural Proposal; 

(b) considers these matters in relation to the Council's evidence, 

including the revised version of the Rural Proposal attached to the 

evidence of Ms Deborah Hogan ("Revised Proposal"); and 

(c) confirms that the Revised Proposal, subject to one amendment, 

achieves the relief sought by the Crown, which is of particular 

interest to the Transport Agency and the Commission.  

3.2 Where I refer in my evidence to either the Transport Agency's or the 

Commission's position in relation to the particular provisions of the 

Replacement Plan, this should be understood to be within the context of the 

Crown's submission.  

3.3 For the purposes of my evidence I rely upon the evidence of Mr Alan Merry 

for the Crown on Proposals 3 (Strategic Directions) and 14 (Residential 

Stage 1) in relation to the role of the Commission, the planned 

redevelopment of the Commission's facilities and firefighting water 
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supplies.3  I also rely upon the earlier evidence of Mr Jonathan Richards for 

the Crown in respect to the role, responsibilities and interests of the 

Transport Agency.4 

3.4 I have read the evidence of Ms Hogan and Ms Adele Radburnd filed by the 

Council on 16 October 2015. 

3.5 Other documents I have reviewed in preparing my evidence are listed in 

Attachment AJM2.  Appendix VAB2 to the evidence of Ms Vicki Barker 

summarises how the Revised Proposal achieves the relief sought in the 

Crown’s submission. 

3.6 In forming my opinion I have had regard to the statutory framework for 

decisions that is set out in the Canterbury Earthquake (Replacement District 

Plan) Order 2014 ("Order") and its qualifications of, and modifications to, 

the provisions of the Resource Management Act ("RMA").  This statutory 

framework is summarised in the decision of the Hearings Panel on Strategic 

Directions and Strategic Outcomes (and Relevant Definitions) dated 26 

February 2015 ("Strategic Directions decision") and I will not repeat it 

here. 

4. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

4.1 The Transport Agency has an interest in how the Rural Proposal provides 

for, and protects the strategic transport network.  The Revised Proposal 

refines the approach to strategic infrastructure in the Objective and Policies 

in a manner that generally achieves the Crown's submission seeking a 

reduction of complexity and greater clarity.  However, I consider that a 

further amendment is required to 17.1.1.9 Policy 9(c) to further direct the 

way in which the strategic transport network is protected in the Rural Zones.   

4.2 The Commission's interests in the Replacement Plan are derived from its 

responsibilities to provide an efficient and effective emergency service.  The 

Crown's submission seeks the inclusion of a new Policy to provide for 

                                                
3
 Statements of evidence of Mr Merry on behalf of the Crown, dated 24 November 2014 

(http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-
content/uploads/2015/03/Evidence_058_The_Crown_Alan_Merry_NZFS_v1.pdf) and dated 20 March 2015 
(http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-content/uploads/2015/03/495-Crown-Evidence-of-Alan-Merry-20-3-151.pdf).  
4
 Statements of evidence of Mr Richards on behalf of the Crown, dated 24 November 2014 

(http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-
content/uploads/2015/03/Evidence_060_The_Crown_Jonathan_Richards_v1.pdf) and dated 10 June 2015 
(http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-content/uploads/2015/03/495-Crown-Statement_of_Evidence_-
_Jon_Richards-Transport-10-6-15.pdf).   

http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-content/uploads/2015/03/Evidence_058_The_Crown_Alan_Merry_NZFS_v1.pdf
http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-content/uploads/2015/03/Evidence_058_The_Crown_Alan_Merry_NZFS_v1.pdf
http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-content/uploads/2015/03/495-Crown-Evidence-of-Alan-Merry-20-3-151.pdf
http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-content/uploads/2015/03/Evidence_060_The_Crown_Jonathan_Richards_v1.pdf
http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-content/uploads/2015/03/Evidence_060_The_Crown_Jonathan_Richards_v1.pdf
http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-content/uploads/2015/03/495-Crown-Statement_of_Evidence_-_Jon_Richards-Transport-10-6-15.pdf
http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-content/uploads/2015/03/495-Crown-Statement_of_Evidence_-_Jon_Richards-Transport-10-6-15.pdf
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community facilities such as fire stations; the retention of permitted activity 

rules for emergency service facilities (alongside exemptions to certain Built 

Form Standards); and the inclusion of a firefighting water supply Built Form 

Standard.  The Revised Proposal achieves the relief sought by the 

Commission in the Crown's submission. 

4.3 I support the Revised Proposal, subject to an amendment to 17.1.1.9 Policy 

9(c), insofar as it relates to the matters of interest to the Transport Agency 

and the Commission because the Revised Proposal better: 

(a) gives effect to the Canterbury Regional Policy Statement 2013 

("RPS");  

(b) implements the Objectives included in the Strategic Directions and 

Transport (part) (Stage 1) decisions of the Hearings Panel; and  

(c) achieves the purpose of the RMA. 

5. THE TRANSPORT AGENCY'S PARTICULAR INTERESTS IN THE 

RURAL PROPOSAL 

The Crown's Submission 

5.1 The Crown's broad submission notes that the outcomes of the Objective 

and associated Policies in the Rural Zone are overly complex in attempting 

to unify competing values within a single Objective and across the related 

Policies.5 

5.2 In this regard, the Transport Agency has an interest in the way in which 

strategic infrastructure, and particularly the strategic transport network, is 

provided for, and protected in the Rural Zone Objective and Policies. 

The Revised Proposal 

5.3 As stated in Ms Hogan's evidence, the approach to strategic infrastructure 

in the Rural Zone Objective and Policies was considered at mediation and 

the subject of further discussion between a group of planning witnesses, 

including myself.6 

                                                
5
 Pages 22 (paragraph 7.14) and 196 (paragraph 21.5) of the Crown's submission. 

6
 Statement of evidence of Ms Hogan dated 16 October 2015, paragraph 10.97. 
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5.4 The outcome of these discussions was a generally agreed approach to 

strategic infrastructure that has the effect of: 

(a) distinguishing effects on strategic infrastructure, including reverse 

sensitivity effects, from reverse sensitivity effects on rural productive 

activities; and 

(b) reducing complexity and repetition by deleting multiple references to 

reverse sensitivity effects on strategic infrastructure and refining the 

Policy direction for the protection of strategic infrastructure in the 

rural context. 

5.5 These amendments are reflected in the Revised Proposal through: 

(a) the amendment of clause (a)(ii) and deletion of clause (a)(iii) from 

17.1.1 Objective 1; 

(b) the deletion of clause (vi) from 17.1.1.2 Policy 2, which had the 

potential to create confusion in terms of the need for strategic 

infrastructure to locate in the Rural Zones (reflected in 17.1.1.1 

Policy 1(a)(ii)); 

(c) the deletion of the reference to 'strategic infrastructure' from clause 

(a)(iv) 17.1.1.X Policy X – Establishment of non-rural activities;  

(d) the inclusion of a new clause (viii) in 17.1.1.5 Policy 5 to ensure that 

the density and distribution of residential units avoids reverse 

sensitivity effects on strategic infrastructure; 

(e) substantial amendments to 17.1.1.9 Policy 9(c), including the 

insertion of a reference to providing separation between buildings 

and the strategic transport network; and 

(f) the inclusion of a new clause (H) in 17.1.1.11 Policy 11(a)(ii) 

requiring the management of new quarrying activities (outside of the 

Rural Quarry Zone) to avoid adverse effects on strategic 

infrastructure. 

5.6 Having reflected on the amendments to 17.1.1.9 Policy 9(c) it is my opinion 

that clause (c), referring to the management of effects on the strategic 

transport network, requires further refinement in order reflect the 
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subsequent rule framework that regulates vegetation that may shade a 

state highway (for instance in Built Form Standard 17.2.3.7).  I therefore 

support the following further amendment to 17.1.1.9 Policy 9(c)(c) (shown 

as underlined and strikethrough text): 

"c. avoiding providing separation between buildings and vegetation that 

may result in shading in close proximity to and the strategic transport 

network." 

5.7 In my opinion, the amendments set out in paragraph 5.5 above, in 

conjunction with further refinement of 17.1.1.9 Policy 9(c)(c), achieve the 

relief sought in the Crown's submission as the complexity of the approach 

to the protection of strategic infrastructure in the Rural Proposal is reduced.  

I support these amendments because they: 

(a) better implement Objective 3.3.12 of the Strategic Directions 

decision, without undue repetition; 

(b) clearly give effect to Policies 5.3.7 and 6.3.5 of the RPS; 

(c) implement 7.1.2 Objective 2 and 7.1.2.1 Policy 9 included in the 

Hearing Panel's Transport (part) decision by clearly stating in 

17.1.1.9 Policy 9(c) the manner in which strategic infrastructure will 

be protected in the rural areas of the City; 

(d) are more strongly aligned to the regulatory framework included in 

the Rules in the Rural Proposal, for example in Built Form 

Standards 17.2.3.6 and 17.2.3.7; and 

(e) better achieve the clarity and conciseness sought by the Statement 

of Expectations included in Schedule 4 to the Order. 

6. THE COMMISSION'S PARTICULAR INTERESTS IN THE RURAL 

PROPOSAL 

The Crown's Submission 

6.1 In order to meet the Commission's responsibilities for providing an efficient 

and effective emergency service the Crown's submission (in the context of 

the Rural Proposal) seeks: 
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(a) amendments to the Objective and Policies to make provision for 

non-rural activities that may be necessary and appropriate in rural 

areas;7 

(b) the retention of the rules that provide for emergency service facilities 

as permitted activities in the Rural Zones;8 

(c) the inclusion of specific standards or an exemption from the Built 

Form Standards for emergency service facilities;9 and 

(d) the inclusion of a Built Form Standard that requires the provision of 

sufficient water, and access to it, for firefighting purposes.10 

The Revised Proposal 

6.2 In all cases the relief sought by the Commission in the Crown's submission 

is reflected in the Revised Proposal through: 

(a) the inclusion of a new Policy 7.1.1.X – Community Facilities that 

enables community facilities, including emergency service facilities, 

in the Rural Zones; 

(b) the retention of rules that provide for emergency service facilities as 

permitted activities in all Rural Zones, with exemptions from the Built 

Form Standards;11 and 

(c) the inclusion of a Built Form Standard that requires the provision of 

a firefighting water supply, and access to it.12 

6.3 In her evidence, Ms Hogan acknowledges the policy approach to 

community facilities was agreed at mediation and she confirms her support 

for Policy 7.1.1.X – Community Facilities because she considers it 

important that community facilities are enabled in rural areas as they 

provide for social and cultural well-being.13  I agree with Ms Hogan in this 

regard and also support the proposed Policy for the reasons set out in 

paragraph 6.6 below. 

                                                
7
 Page 198 of the Crown's submission. 

8
 See for example page 203 of the Crown's submission. 

9
 See for example page 205 of the Crown's submission. 

10
 See for example pages 204 to 205 of the Crown's submission. 

11
 Rule 17.2.2.1(P18), Rule 17.3.2.1(P15), Rule 17.4.2.1(P16), Rule 17.5.2.1(P16), Rule 17.6.2.1(P9) and 

Rule 17.7.2.1(P4). 
12

 Built Form Standards 17.3.2.XX, 17.3.3.XX, 17.4.3.XX, 17.5.3.XX, 17.6.4.16 and 17.7.3.11. 
13

 Statement of evidence of Ms Hogan dated 16 October 2015, paragraphs 10.60 to 10.65. 
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6.4 Ms Hogan and Ms Radburnd also support the inclusion of a new Built Form 

Standard requiring the provision of a firefighting water supply, subject to 

their expressed preference for the firefighting water supply provisions to be 

located in Proposal 6 (General Rules and Procedures).14  In this regard it is 

my understanding that the 'substance' of such provisions is a matter to be 

considered and included, in the context of the Rural Proposal, while the 

matter of whether these provisions are better located in Proposal 6 will be 

considered in the hearing on that Proposal. 

6.5 The further submission of Fulton Hogan Limited opposes the inclusion of 

such a Built Form Standard in the Rural Quarry Zone on the basis that it is 

unclear why the additional Built Form Standard is sought.15  In this regard, I 

rely on my earlier evidence, and the earlier evidence of Mr Merry, in relation 

to the rationale for the Commission seeking compliance with NZS PAS 

4509:2008 New Zealand Fire Service Firefighting Water Supplies Code of 

Practice.16 

6.6 Overall, I support the Revised Proposal insofar as it relates to the matters of 

interest to the Commission.  In the interest of succinctness, I rely on the 

reasons given in my earlier evidence and do not repeat them here17 other 

than to note that it is my opinion that the relevant provisions give effect to 

Policy 6.3.9 of the RPS; are consistent with, and appropriately implement, 

Objectives 3.3.1, 3.3.11 and 3.3.13 of the Strategic Directions decision; and 

as such, achieve the purpose of the RMA by providing for the health, safety 

and well-being of people and communities. 

 

Ainsley Jean McLeod 

29 October 2015 

                                                
14

 Statement of evidence of Ms Hogan dated 16 October 2015, paragraphs 15.1 to 15.4 and statement of evidence 
of Ms Radburnd dated 16 October 2015, paragraphs 10.138 to 10.141. 
15

 Further submission made by Fulton Hogan Limited, dated 13 July 2015, further submitter ref: 2819. 
16

 Statement of evidence of Mr Merry, dated 25 November 2014, paragraphs 7.7 to 7.20 and statement of 
evidence of A McLeod, dated 20 March 2015, paragraphs 9.4 to 9.7. 
17

 Specifically refer to my statement of evidence in relation to Proposals 15 and 16, dated 24 April 2015, 
paragraphs 6.6 and 6.9 and my statement of evidence in relation to Proposal 14, dated 20 March 2015, 
paragraphs 6.5, 8.19 and 9.7. 
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ATTACHMENT AJM1: SCHEDULE OF EARLIER EVIDENCE 

Hearing Evidence addressing planning 
matters of interest to the New 
Zealand Fire Service Commission 

Evidence addressing planning 
matters of interest to the New 
Zealand Transport Agency 

Stage 1 

Proposal 3 - 
Strategic Directions 

http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-
content/uploads/2015/03/Evidence_0
63_The_Crown_Ainsley_McLeod_NZ
FS_v1.pdf 

http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-
content/uploads/2015/03/Evidence_0
62_The-
Crown_Ainsley_McLeod_NZTA_v2.p
df  

Proposal 14 - 
Residential 

http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-
content/uploads/2015/03/495-Crown-
Evidence-of-Ainsley-McLeod-Fire-
Service-20-3-151.pdf  

- 

http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-
content/uploads/2015/03/495-Crown-
Rebuttal-evidence-Ainsley-McLeod-
25-3-15.pdf  

Proposal 15 – 
Commercial and 
Proposal 16 - 
Industrial 

http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-
content/uploads/2015/03/495-Crown-
Evidence-of-Ainsley-McLeod-
Commercial-and-Industrial-24-4-
15.pdf  

- 

Proposal 8 – 
Subdivision, 
Development and 
Earthworks 

http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-
content/uploads/2015/03/495-Crown-
Ainsley-McLeod-Subdivision-
Proposal-8-6-15.pdf  

- 

Proposal 7 – 
Transport 

http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-
content/uploads/2015/03/495-Crown-
Statement_of_Evidence_-
_Ainsley_Jean_McLeod-Transport-
10-6-15.pdf  

http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-
content/uploads/2015/03/495-Crown-
Transport-Statement_of_Evidence-
Ainsley-McLeod-NZTA-Transport-10-
6-15.pdf  

http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-
content/uploads/2015/03/495-Crown-
Proposal_7_Transport_-
_NZTA_Rebuttal_Ainsley_McLeod-
17-6-15.pdf  

Stage 2 

Proposal 7 - 
Transport 

- http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-
content/uploads/2015/07/2387-
Crown-Ainsley-McLeod-EIC-
Transport-Stage-2-16-9-15.pdf  

http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-
content/uploads/2015/07/2387-
Crown-Transport-Ainsley-McLeod-
Rebuttal-21-9-15.pdf  

Proposal 12 – 
Hazardous 
Substances and 
Contaminated Land 

http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-
content/uploads/2015/04/2387-
Crown-Haz-Substances-and-
Contaminated-Land-Ainsley-McLeod-
Evidence-30-9-15.pdf  

- 

Proposal 21 – 
Specific Purpose 
Zones 

http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-
content/uploads/2015/07/2387-
Crown-Evidence-of-Ainsley-McLeod-
15-10-2015.pdf  

- 

 
  

http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-content/uploads/2015/03/Evidence_063_The_Crown_Ainsley_McLeod_NZFS_v1.pdf
http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-content/uploads/2015/03/Evidence_063_The_Crown_Ainsley_McLeod_NZFS_v1.pdf
http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-content/uploads/2015/03/Evidence_063_The_Crown_Ainsley_McLeod_NZFS_v1.pdf
http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-content/uploads/2015/03/Evidence_063_The_Crown_Ainsley_McLeod_NZFS_v1.pdf
http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-content/uploads/2015/03/Evidence_062_The-Crown_Ainsley_McLeod_NZTA_v2.pdf
http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-content/uploads/2015/03/Evidence_062_The-Crown_Ainsley_McLeod_NZTA_v2.pdf
http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-content/uploads/2015/03/Evidence_062_The-Crown_Ainsley_McLeod_NZTA_v2.pdf
http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-content/uploads/2015/03/Evidence_062_The-Crown_Ainsley_McLeod_NZTA_v2.pdf
http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-content/uploads/2015/03/Evidence_062_The-Crown_Ainsley_McLeod_NZTA_v2.pdf
http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-content/uploads/2015/03/495-Crown-Evidence-of-Ainsley-McLeod-Fire-Service-20-3-151.pdf
http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-content/uploads/2015/03/495-Crown-Evidence-of-Ainsley-McLeod-Fire-Service-20-3-151.pdf
http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-content/uploads/2015/03/495-Crown-Evidence-of-Ainsley-McLeod-Fire-Service-20-3-151.pdf
http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-content/uploads/2015/03/495-Crown-Evidence-of-Ainsley-McLeod-Fire-Service-20-3-151.pdf
http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-content/uploads/2015/03/495-Crown-Rebuttal-evidence-Ainsley-McLeod-25-3-15.pdf
http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-content/uploads/2015/03/495-Crown-Rebuttal-evidence-Ainsley-McLeod-25-3-15.pdf
http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-content/uploads/2015/03/495-Crown-Rebuttal-evidence-Ainsley-McLeod-25-3-15.pdf
http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-content/uploads/2015/03/495-Crown-Rebuttal-evidence-Ainsley-McLeod-25-3-15.pdf
http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-content/uploads/2015/03/495-Crown-Evidence-of-Ainsley-McLeod-Commercial-and-Industrial-24-4-15.pdf
http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-content/uploads/2015/03/495-Crown-Evidence-of-Ainsley-McLeod-Commercial-and-Industrial-24-4-15.pdf
http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-content/uploads/2015/03/495-Crown-Evidence-of-Ainsley-McLeod-Commercial-and-Industrial-24-4-15.pdf
http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-content/uploads/2015/03/495-Crown-Evidence-of-Ainsley-McLeod-Commercial-and-Industrial-24-4-15.pdf
http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-content/uploads/2015/03/495-Crown-Evidence-of-Ainsley-McLeod-Commercial-and-Industrial-24-4-15.pdf
http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-content/uploads/2015/03/495-Crown-Ainsley-McLeod-Subdivision-Proposal-8-6-15.pdf
http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-content/uploads/2015/03/495-Crown-Ainsley-McLeod-Subdivision-Proposal-8-6-15.pdf
http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-content/uploads/2015/03/495-Crown-Ainsley-McLeod-Subdivision-Proposal-8-6-15.pdf
http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-content/uploads/2015/03/495-Crown-Ainsley-McLeod-Subdivision-Proposal-8-6-15.pdf
http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-content/uploads/2015/03/495-Crown-Statement_of_Evidence_-_Ainsley_Jean_McLeod-Transport-10-6-15.pdf
http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-content/uploads/2015/03/495-Crown-Statement_of_Evidence_-_Ainsley_Jean_McLeod-Transport-10-6-15.pdf
http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-content/uploads/2015/03/495-Crown-Statement_of_Evidence_-_Ainsley_Jean_McLeod-Transport-10-6-15.pdf
http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-content/uploads/2015/03/495-Crown-Statement_of_Evidence_-_Ainsley_Jean_McLeod-Transport-10-6-15.pdf
http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-content/uploads/2015/03/495-Crown-Statement_of_Evidence_-_Ainsley_Jean_McLeod-Transport-10-6-15.pdf
http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-content/uploads/2015/03/495-Crown-Transport-Statement_of_Evidence-Ainsley-McLeod-NZTA-Transport-10-6-15.pdf
http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-content/uploads/2015/03/495-Crown-Transport-Statement_of_Evidence-Ainsley-McLeod-NZTA-Transport-10-6-15.pdf
http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-content/uploads/2015/03/495-Crown-Transport-Statement_of_Evidence-Ainsley-McLeod-NZTA-Transport-10-6-15.pdf
http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-content/uploads/2015/03/495-Crown-Transport-Statement_of_Evidence-Ainsley-McLeod-NZTA-Transport-10-6-15.pdf
http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-content/uploads/2015/03/495-Crown-Transport-Statement_of_Evidence-Ainsley-McLeod-NZTA-Transport-10-6-15.pdf
http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-content/uploads/2015/03/495-Crown-Proposal_7_Transport_-_NZTA_Rebuttal_Ainsley_McLeod-17-6-15.pdf
http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-content/uploads/2015/03/495-Crown-Proposal_7_Transport_-_NZTA_Rebuttal_Ainsley_McLeod-17-6-15.pdf
http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-content/uploads/2015/03/495-Crown-Proposal_7_Transport_-_NZTA_Rebuttal_Ainsley_McLeod-17-6-15.pdf
http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-content/uploads/2015/03/495-Crown-Proposal_7_Transport_-_NZTA_Rebuttal_Ainsley_McLeod-17-6-15.pdf
http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-content/uploads/2015/03/495-Crown-Proposal_7_Transport_-_NZTA_Rebuttal_Ainsley_McLeod-17-6-15.pdf
http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-content/uploads/2015/07/2387-Crown-Ainsley-McLeod-EIC-Transport-Stage-2-16-9-15.pdf
http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-content/uploads/2015/07/2387-Crown-Ainsley-McLeod-EIC-Transport-Stage-2-16-9-15.pdf
http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-content/uploads/2015/07/2387-Crown-Ainsley-McLeod-EIC-Transport-Stage-2-16-9-15.pdf
http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-content/uploads/2015/07/2387-Crown-Ainsley-McLeod-EIC-Transport-Stage-2-16-9-15.pdf
http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-content/uploads/2015/07/2387-Crown-Transport-Ainsley-McLeod-Rebuttal-21-9-15.pdf
http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-content/uploads/2015/07/2387-Crown-Transport-Ainsley-McLeod-Rebuttal-21-9-15.pdf
http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-content/uploads/2015/07/2387-Crown-Transport-Ainsley-McLeod-Rebuttal-21-9-15.pdf
http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-content/uploads/2015/07/2387-Crown-Transport-Ainsley-McLeod-Rebuttal-21-9-15.pdf
http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-content/uploads/2015/04/2387-Crown-Haz-Substances-and-Contaminated-Land-Ainsley-McLeod-Evidence-30-9-15.pdf
http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-content/uploads/2015/04/2387-Crown-Haz-Substances-and-Contaminated-Land-Ainsley-McLeod-Evidence-30-9-15.pdf
http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-content/uploads/2015/04/2387-Crown-Haz-Substances-and-Contaminated-Land-Ainsley-McLeod-Evidence-30-9-15.pdf
http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-content/uploads/2015/04/2387-Crown-Haz-Substances-and-Contaminated-Land-Ainsley-McLeod-Evidence-30-9-15.pdf
http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-content/uploads/2015/04/2387-Crown-Haz-Substances-and-Contaminated-Land-Ainsley-McLeod-Evidence-30-9-15.pdf
http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-content/uploads/2015/07/2387-Crown-Evidence-of-Ainsley-McLeod-15-10-2015.pdf
http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-content/uploads/2015/07/2387-Crown-Evidence-of-Ainsley-McLeod-15-10-2015.pdf
http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-content/uploads/2015/07/2387-Crown-Evidence-of-Ainsley-McLeod-15-10-2015.pdf
http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/wp-content/uploads/2015/07/2387-Crown-Evidence-of-Ainsley-McLeod-15-10-2015.pdf
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ATTACHMENT AJM2: DOCUMENTS REVIEWED IN PREPARING THIS 

EVIDENCE 

 
(a) The Rural Proposal and Proposal 2 (Definitions) of the Replacement 

Plan (as originally notified); 

(b) The Council's Revised Rural Proposal dated 17 September; 

(c) The Council's Revised Rural Proposal dated 16 October; 

(d) The Section 32 Report for The Rural Proposal, acknowledging the 

further section 32 commentary included in the evidence of Ms 

Hogan and Ms Radburnd; 

(e) The Statement of Expectations including Schedule 4 to the 

Canterbury Earthquake (Christchurch Replacement District Plan) 

Order 2014; 

(f) Canterbury Regional Policy Statement 2013; 

(g) Land Use Recovery Plan 2013, Te Mahere Whakahaumanu Taone; 

(h) Greater Christchurch Transport Statement 2012; 

(i) NZS PAS 4509:2008 New Zealand Fire Service Firefighting Water 

Supplies Code of Practice; 

(j) Independent Hearings Panel Christchurch Replacement District Pan 

– Decision 1 Strategic Directions and Strategic Outcomes (and 

Relevant Definitions); and 

(k) Independent Hearings Panel Christchurch Replacement District 

Plan – Decision 7 Transport (Part) (and Relevant Definitions). 

 


