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1. INTRODUCTION 

1.1 My name is Vicki Ann Barker.  I hold the position of Managing Director of 

Barker Planning Limited in Christchurch.  I have held this position for over 

two years.  

1.2 I have been engaged by the Crown, through the Canterbury Earthquake 

Recovery Authority ("CERA") to provide planning evidence in relation to the 

Stage 2 and 3 Definitions Revised Proposal dated 24 February 2016 ("the 

Revised Proposal"). 

1.3 This is the fifth statement of evidence I have prepared on the Christchurch 

Replacement District Plan ("Replacement Plan").  My first statement of 

evidence was provided in respect of the Stage 1 hearing for Proposal 14 

(Residential) in relation to non-residential activities,1 the second was for the 

Stage 1 hearing for Proposal 7 (Transport),2 the third for the Stage 2 

hearing for Proposal 17 (Rural) 3, and the fourth for the Stage 2 and 3 

Proposal 18 (Open Space).4 

1.4 A summary of my qualifications and experience is set out at paragraphs 1.2 

to 1.5 of my first statement of evidence. 

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 ("Code").  I have 

complied with the Code 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. 

                                                
1
 Statement of evidence of Vicki Barker on behalf of the Crown dated 20 March 2015.  Available for download at 

http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/hearing/chapter-14-residential/ under the headings "Hearing Documents", 
"Submitter evidence". 
2
 Statement of evidence of Vicki Barker on behalf of the Crown dated 10 June 2015.  Available for download at 

http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/hearing/hearings/ under the headings "Hearing Documents", "Submitter Evidence 
and Submitter Statements". 
3
 Statement of evidence of Vicki Barker on behalf of the Crown dated 29 October 2015.  Available for download at 

http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/hearing/hearings/ under the headings "Hearing Documents", "Submitter Evidence 
and Submitter Statements". 
4
 Statement of evidence of Vicki Barker on behalf of the Crown dated 27 January 2016.  Available for download at 

http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/hearing/hearings/ under the headings "Hearing Documents", "Submitter Evidence 
and Submitter Statements". 

http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/hearing/chapter-14-residential/
http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/hearing/hearings/
http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/hearing/hearings/
http://www.chchplan.ihp.govt.nz/hearing/hearings/
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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 focusses on the definitions included in the Revised Proposal 

that the Crown has made a submission and/or further submission on at 

Stages 2 and 3.  It is of note that the Crown also submitted on some of 

these definitions in relation to Stage 1, and reference to the Crown’s Stage 

1 position is noted where necessary to inform the changes sought. 

3.2 I attended formal mediation for the Crown on 15 January 2015.  

Subsequent to mediation I have reviewed the Revised Proposal and the 

evidence of the nineteen council witnesses where the evidence is of 

relevance to the Crown. 

3.3 In my evidence, I address: 

(a) Definitions subject to a pending decision by the Hearings Panel or a 

current hearing process, including those definitions I do and do not 

support; 

(b) Definitions subject to the current Proposal 9 (Natural and Cultural 

Heritage) hearing and mediation process;  

(c) A high-level overall review of the Revised Proposal; 

(d) My views on finalising the definitions chapter in the Plan. 

3.4 The positon with respect to definitions subject to current hearings and/or 

mediation is evolving in some instances.  Therefore the Crown relies on the 

evidence of its witnesses for each relevant hearing with respect to these 

definitions at the time of filing this evidence.  Where required, these 

definitions will be addressed further in supplementary evidence or closing 

legal submissions with respect to those other current hearings. 

3.5 Appendix VAB1 to this evidence contains a table of the Crown's 

submission points for the Stage 2 and 3 Definitions Proposals, which 

identifies the provisions I do and do not support, and those that are subject 

to mediation processes.  The table also contains references to my evidence 

which addresses a particular definition. 
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3.6 In addition to addressing those definitions the Crown made a specific 

submission on, I have also carried out a high-level general review of the 

Revised Proposal.  I carried out this high-level review bearing in mind the 

Crown's general submission points on the Stage 2 and 3 Definitions 

Proposals seeking usable and clear definitions, the removal of unnecessary 

and duplicate definitions, and a Replacement Plan which is clear, concise 

and easy to use and understand.5  

3.7 Appendix VAB2 is a list of documents I have read in preparing this 

statement of evidence. 

4. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

4.1 The amendments recommended in the Revised Proposal mostly address 

the Crown's concerns identified in its submissions.  In general, greater 

clarity and usability has been achieved through the Revised Proposal. 

4.2 There are now a limited number of instances where further amendments 

are sought by the Crown, and which I consider would be appropriate, 

including the following: 

(a) Amendments to the definitions of: 

(i) “Aircraft operations”;  

(ii) “Residential activity”; and 

(iii) “Temporary activities and buildings”; and 

(b) The deletion of a number of hazardous substances related 

definitions that are not used in Proposal 12 (or elsewhere), namely: 

(i) "BOD5"; 

(ii) "Primary explosive substance";  

(iii) "Propellant explosive substance"; 

(iv) "Corrosive substance"; 

(v) "Eco-toxic"; 

(vi) "Explosive substance"; and 

                                                
5
 See section 5 of my evidence, below. 
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(vii) "Flammable". 

4.3 With respect to the definitions related to Proposal 9 (Natural and Cultural 

Heritage): Topic 9.1 (Indigenous Biodiversity and Ecosystems) and Topic 

9.3 (Heritage) mediation, as this process is evolving, I consider these 

definitions are best addressed in the context of the mediation and hearing 

for that Proposal.  I understand that the Crown will address these definitions 

as necessary in any supplementary evidence called for and/or in closing 

legal submissions for the Proposal 9 hearing if the position with respect to 

these definitions changes from that stated in Crown evidence. 

4.4 Having carried out a high-level overall review of the Revised Proposal, I 

have some concern that not all duplicate definitions have been removed 

even though their removal and a single definition is supported in the 

evidence of Council experts.   

4.5 Overall I consider the amendments sought by the Crown will improve the 

usability and clarity of the Plan, and reduce unnecessary duplication, 

consistent with the Statement of Expectations and the Strategic Directions 

Objectives.  In any event, a final review of Proposal 2 (once decisions have 

been made on all the other Proposals that make up the Plan) will likely be 

required in order to complete the refinement of Proposal 2. 

5. THE CROWN'S SUBMISSION ON THE STAGE 2 AND 3 DEFINITIONS 

PROPOSALS 

5.1 The Crown’s Stage 26 and 37 submission and further submissions8 with 

respect to the Definitions Proposal (“Proposal 2”) sought usable and clear 

definitions and to remove unnecessary and duplicate definitions to produce 

a Replacement Plan which is clear, concise and easy to use and 

understand. 

5.2 The Crown’s Stage 3 submission in particular sought that the heritage 

related definitions be more clearly worded to avoid confusion about how the 

definitions are interpreted.  Duplication across Proposal 13 (Central City) 

and Proposal 2 was also noted as an issue, with some definitions also 

differing between the two Proposals.  One consistent set of definitions in 

                                                
6
 Crown Stage 2 Submission (#2387) – Page 32 

7
 Crown Stage 3 Submission (#3721) – Pages 19, 25-26 

8
 Crown Stage 2 Further Submission (FS-2810, pages 7-9) and Stage 3 Further Submission (FS-5030, pages 6-7) 
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Proposal 2 was sought by the Crown9. 

5.3 In her evidence for the Council, Janine Sowerby agrees that clear, concise 

and easy to use definitions are required, and that reduced duplication and 

better integration across the three stages of the Replacement Plan is 

needed.  Ms Sowerby agrees with providing a single set of definitions in 

Proposal 2 that are applicable to all of the relevant provisions across the 

Replacement Plan10.   

5.4 I concur with the approach the Council has taken to improving clarity, 

removing duplication, and transferring definitions embedded in individual 

Proposals to produce a single set of definitions in Proposal 2.  However, as 

set out in section 8 of my evidence, in practice not all duplicate definitions 

have been removed at this stage.  

6. DEFINITIONS SUBJECT TO A PENDING HEARINGS PANEL DECISION 

AND/OR CURRENT HEARING PROCESS  

6.1 The following definitions have all been considered as part of a hearing 

which has either closed and where a decision is pending, and/or where the 

hearing is currently open.  The relevant Panel decisions will presumably 

address the definitions.  The Crown’s position at the time of the filing of this 

evidence is reflected below.  Having said that, in my view it would be 

sensible for the definitions I address in this section to be subject to a final 

review, and confirmed (or amended if necessary) in light of the relevant 

Panel decision(s). 

Aircraft operations 

6.2 The Crown submission sought that the definition of “Aircraft operations” 

be amended to clarify its intent with respect to Rule 6.7 (Aircraft Protection).  

The definition as notified excluded certain aircraft operations for the 

purpose of Rule 6.7 (Aircraft Protection) only.  Rule 6.7 relates to the 

protection of aircraft operations at Defence Wigram and Christchurch 

International Airport.   

6.3 Glenda Dixon in evidence for the Council recommends the definition be 

amended to reference Rule 6.1.4.2.7 (Aircraft noise from operations at 

                                                
9
 Crown Stage 3 Submission (#3721) – Pages 19, 25-26 

10
 Evidence in Chief of Janine Sowerby – Definitions General Overview dated 24 February 2016, Page 6  
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Christchurch International Airport) as well as 6.7 (Aircraft Protection) to 

satisfy the Crown’s submission11.   

6.4 However, the Proposal 6 evidence of Sara McMillan for the Crown sought 

that the definition be amended to replace reference to 6.7 with reference to 

6.1.4.2.7. 12    With the exception of 6.7.1 Objectives and Policies, the term 

“Aircraft operations” is not used in the Rule 6.7 provisions.  Therefore the 

Crown considers the list of exclusions is relevant to Rule 6.1.4.2.7 only.  I 

agree with Ms McMillan.  In terms of the Revised Proposal, that means the 

definition should be amended to remove the reference to Rule 6.7 as 

follows: "For the purposes of Rules 6.1.4.2.7 and 6.7, aircraft operations 

exclude:….". 

Ancillary equipment 

6.5 The Crown submission sought that a new definition be added for “Ancillary 

equipment” to assist with the interpretation of the Proposal 11 Utilities and 

Energy provisions.  The Council has added such a definition which matches 

that sought by the Crown, but the evidence of Sarah Jenkin notes that 

“cables” has been listed twice in the definition and therefore seeks to delete 

one of these references13.  I support this and the version of the definition as 

it appears in the Revised Proposal. 

Community activity 

6.6 The Crown submission sought that the “Community activity” definition be 

amended to refer to “the use of any land/or buildings principally by, or for, 

members of the community….”.  The amendment was sought to reflect that 

community activities may also be of benefit to members of the community 

(ie. fire stations), rather than just relating to land or buildings used primarily 

by the community.  

6.7 In her evidence for the Council, Glenda Dixon rejects this submission point 

on the basis that the definition of “Community activity” relates to the activity 

and not the buildings and their use, and the amendment could cause 

confusion with the “Community facility” definition14.  I support the approach 

of Ms Dixon and accept the version of the definition as it appears in the 

Revised Proposal. 

                                                
11

 Evidence in Chief of Glenda Dixon for Proposal 6 dated 4 February 2016, Paragraphs 5.10-5.11, Page 16 
12

 Evidence in Chief of Sara McMillan for Proposal 6 dated 17 February 2016, Paragraphs 10.6 to 10.9 
13

 Evidence in Chief of Sarah Jenkin for Proposal 2 (Stages 2 & 3) dated 24 February 2016, Paragraph 6.2 
14

 Evidence in Chief of Glenda Dixon for Proposal 2 dated 24 February 2016, Paragraph 5.18 
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Community facility 

6.8 Through the course of the Stage 1 Residential Hearing the Crown sought 

that the “Community facility” definition be amended to include reference 

to “community corrections facilities” and “community welfare facilities” as 

expressed in the evidence of Yvonne Legarth15 and myself16. Furthermore, 

the evidence of Lisa Taitua for the Crown explained the need to provide for 

community corrections facilities in the district17. 

6.9 Janice Carter for the Council considers that the provision of such facilities 

would not be consistent with the role and function of the Open Space 

zones, and that reliance on the Stage 1 amended definition is not 

appropriate for the purposes of the Open Space Proposal18.  Ms Carter’s 

preference is to rely on the Stage 1 definition as notified which did not 

include “community corrections facilities” and “community welfare facilities”, 

or to add a sentence expressly excluding such facilities in the Open Space 

zones as shown in the Revised Proposal19. 

6.10 I agree with Ms Carter's view that community corrections and welfare 

activities are not entirely consistent with the role and function of Open 

Space zones.  In my opinion, reliance on the Stage 1 definition as notified 

which excludes such facilities (without any distinction based on zoning), 

would be inconsistent with the Stage 1 Residential Decision.  This decision 

accepted the evidence of the Crown witnesses and agreed that such 

facilities be provided for as permitted activities throughout the Residential 

zones20.  Instead I support the alternative option proposed by Ms Carter and 

reflected in the Revised Proposal, which excludes community corrections 

and welfare activities from the definition, but only in the Open Space zones.  

Ms Carter acknowledges that this exclusionary approach resolves the issue.   

6.11 In addition, the Stage 2 Definitions Proposal as notified contained two 

“Community facility” definitions – one specific to the Specific Purpose 

(School) and (Tertiary Education) zones only, and another which applied to 

all other zones. The Crown Stage 2 submission sought that the definition as 

it relates to the Specific Purpose (School) and (Tertiary Education) zones 

                                                
15

 Evidence in Chief of Yvonne Legarth for Proposal 14 (Residential) – Planning Evidence for the Department of 
Corrections dated 20 March 2015, Paragraphs 9.4-9.5 
16

 Evidence in Chief of Vicki Barker for Proposal 14 (Residential) dated 20 March 2015, Paragraph 9.4 and Page 
29 
17

 Evidence in Chief of Lisa Taitua for Proposal 14 (Residential) dated 20 March 2015 
18

 Evidence in Chief of Janice Carter – Definitions – Open Space (Stage 2 and 3); Specific Purpose (Styx Mill 
Transfer) and Specific Purpose (Defence Wigram) dated 24 February 2016 – paragraph 5.9 
19

 Evidence in Chief of Janice Carter – Definitions – Open Space (Stage 2 and 3); Specific Purpose (Styx Mill 
Transfer) and Specific Purpose (Defence Wigram) dated 24 February 2016 – paragraph 5.10 
20

 Decision 10 Residential (Part) – Pages 100-102 
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be deleted, or that it be amended to delete reference to excluding “privately 

(as opposed to publicly) owned recreation and entertainment facilities, and 

restaurants.” The exclusion of privately owned facilities from the definition is 

considered irrelevant to the management of effects of community facilities in 

these Specific Purpose zones. 

6.12 Glenda Dixon notes that the term “Community facility” is not used in the 

Specific Purpose (School) and (Tertiary Education) Zones and therefore a 

specific definition of the term for those zones is not required.  Ms Dixon 

therefore agrees to its deletion21.  I support the Revised Proposal deletion of 

the “Community facility” definition specific to the Specific Purpose (School) 

and (Tertiary Education) Zones and retention of the other definition only. 

Customary harvesting 

6.13 The Crown submission sought that the definition of “Customary 

harvesting” as notified be deleted and replaced with a revised definition.  

The Proposal 18 evidence of Anna Cameron for the Crown accepts the 

version as it appears in the Revised Proposal22, but I note this definition is 

also subject to Proposal 9 mediation as discussed in Section 7 below. 

Earthquake waste 

6.14 The Crown submission sought a minor amendment to the definition of 

"Earthquake waste" as notified to add an 'and' after sub-clause 

i.23  However, noting that the Panel's Decision 14 confirmed the definition 

as per the Revised Proposal (ie without the 'and'), in my view this minor 

amendment would have no effect on the meaning of the defined term.  On 

that basis I accept the version of the definition included in the Revised 

Proposal. 

Education activity 

6.15 The Crown submission sought that the reference to “pre-school” be 

replaced with “early childhood education” consistent with the Education Act 

1989 in the definition of "Education activity".   

6.16 As recorded in the Definitions Mediation Report24, the Crown does not wish 

to pursue this submission point further.  This amendment is not a 

                                                
21

 Evidence in chief of Glenda Dixon for Proposal 2 (Stages 2 & 3) dated 24 February 2016, Paragraphs 5.19-5.20 
22

 Evidence in Chief of Anna Cameron for Proposal 18 dated 27 January 2016 – Paragraphs 5.6-5.7 
23

 To be consistent with the definition contained in the Canterbury Earthquake (Resource Management Act – 
Burwood Resource Recovery Park) Order 2011. 
24

 Mediaiton Report: Definitions (Stage 2 and 3), Session 2(b) Page 2 
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fundamental issue for the Ministry of Education, and in my view would not 

substantially improve clarity or the application or scope of the definition.  

Therefore I support the retention of “pre-school” in the definition as it 

appears in the Revised Proposal. 

Education facility 

6.17 The Crown submission supported the definition of "Education facility" as 

notified.  No change has been made to the definition in the Revised 

Proposal, which I support. 

Emergency 

6.18 The Crown submission sought the deletion of the word “serious” from the 

definition of "Emergency" so as not to limit emergencies to only serious 

fires.  I am supportive of the deletion of this word consistent with the Crown 

submission, and also support the addition of “accident” to the definition (as 

per the Revised Proposal) to broaden the application of the definition. 

Emergency Services 

6.19 The Crown submission supported the definition of "Emergency Services" 

as notified.  Janice Carter considers the definition as notified is 

appropriate25 and therefore no change has been made to the definition in 

the Revised Proposal, which I support. 

Family Flat 

6.20 The Crown submission stated that the reference to “Family flat” is not 

required as the term has been replaced by “Minor residential unit”.  

However, that submission is incorrect as the term "family flat" is used in the 

newly introduced Residential provisions (for example, activity of conversion 

of a family flat to a residential unit26), and therefore in my view a definition of 

“Family flat” should be retained. I support the retention of the Stage 1 

definition as it appears in the Revised Proposal and the removal of the 

second version of this same definition to remove duplication, as addressed 

in the evidence of Deborah Hogan for the Council27.   

                                                
25

 Evidence in chief of Janice Carter for Proposal 2 dated 24 February 2016 – paragraph 5.21 
26

 Decision 10: Residential (Part) Stage 1, dated 10 December 2015 at 14.2.2.1 P9 
27

 Evidence in chief of Deborah Hogan for Proposal 2 (Stages 2 and 3) dated 24 February 2016, Page 3 and 
Paragraph 4.5 
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Farming  

6.21 The definition of “Farming” in the Revised Proposal is consistent with that 

sought by the Crown during the course of the Rural Hearing as referred to 

in the evidence of Anna Cameron28 and myself29.  I therefore support this 

definition.   

6.22 This definition is also the subject of Proposal 9 and Topic 9.1 mediation.  It 

is possible that the position with respect to this definition (including the 

position taken by the Crown and its witnesses) may change dependent on 

the outcome of mediation. 

Guest accommodation  
 

6.23 The Crown submission opposed a separate specific definition for "Guest 

accommodation" contained in Proposal 6 and considered there should be 

only one definition, albeit amended if required, and it should be in the 

Definitions Proposal.   

6.24 There is now only one definition in the Definitions Proposal as supported by 

the evidence of Adele Radburnd30, Mark Stevenson31, Kelly Andrew32 and 

Janine Sowerby33 for the Council.  Andrew Willis for the Crown supports 

this approach in his Proposal 6 (General Rules) evidence34.  I adopt the 

evidence of Andrew Willis and support the definition as set out in the 

Revised Proposal. 

Hazardous Substances and Contaminated Land related definitions 

6.25 There are a number of definitions in the Revised Proposal that relate solely 

to the Hazardous Substances and Contaminated Land Proposal (Proposal 

12).  Mr Blair addresses these definitions in section 8 of his evidence.  My 

understanding of the Council's intention with respect to these definitions is 

that they should reflect the version of Proposal 12 dated 16 November 

2015, as agreed between the Crown and Council and submitted to the 

Hearings Panel ("Agreed Proposal 12") following consultation with the 

other parties to the Proposal 12 hearing.  

                                                
28

 Evidence in Chief of Anna Cameron for Proposal 17 dated 29 October 2015 – Paragraphs 8.15 and 8.20 and 
Evidence in Chief of Anna Cameron for Proposal 18 dated 27 Januaty 2016 – Paragraphs 5.6-5.7 
29

 Evidence in Chief of Vicki Barker for Proposal 17 dated 29 October 2015 – Appendix VAB2, Page 27 
30

 Evidence in Chief of Adele Radburnd - Quarrying and Guest Accommodation related definitons dated 24 
February 2016, paragraphs 7.49-7.52 
31

 Evidence in Chief of Mark Stevenson dated 24 February 2015, at paragraph 6.1 
32

 Evidence in Chief of Kelly Andrew dated 24 February 2015, at, paragraph 15.5 
33

 Evidence in Chief of Janine Sowerby – Definitions General Overview dated 24 February 2016, Appendix 3 – 
page 28 
34

 Evidence in Chief of Andrew Willis for Proposal 6 and 13 (Part): General Rules and Procedures (Stage 2 and 3) 
dated 17 February 2016 – Paragraph 16.10 
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6.26 Agreed Proposal 12 amounted to a substantial redraft of the notified version 

of Proposal 12, following the Panel's interim ruling and decision issued on 

16 October 2015.  While the Panel has not yet released its final decision on 

Proposal 12, I consider (at this stage, at least) it would be appropriate for 

the Stages 2 and 3 Definitions Proposal to reflect Agreed Proposal 12.35    

6.27 Mr Blair has recommended that a number of Proposal 12 related definitions 

not in Agreed Proposal 12 and which are not used in other proposals, be 

deleted36.  Of the definitions he lists, the following remain in the Revised 

Proposal: 

(a) "BOD5"; 

(b) "Primary explosive substance"; and 

(c) "Propellant explosive substance". 

6.28 I note that both "Primary explosive substance" and "Propellant explosive 

substance" were deleted in the February 9 Revised Proposal, but have 

been reinstated in the 24 February Revised Proposal.  In any event, I agree 

with Mr Blair that these three definitions should now be deleted. 

6.29 Having reviewed Agreed Proposal 12 against Mr Blair's evidence and the 

Revised Proposal, there appear to be a number of other Proposal 12 

related definitions that are not included in Agreed Proposal 12 and are not 

used in any other Proposal.  They are: 

(a) "Corrosive substance"; 

(b) "Eco-toxic"; 

(c) "Explosive substance"; and 

(d) "Flammable". 

6.30 These definitions were all included in the Council's list of definitions used in 

Proposal 12, which is Attachment B to the Council's memorandum filed in 

advance of the Proposal 12 pre-hearing meeting.37  I note that none of 

these terms were defined in the versions of Proposal 12 attached to the 

evidence of Mr Blair for that hearing, or in the subsequent Agreed Proposal 

12.  I assume these definitions have also been left in the Revised Proposal 

                                                
35

 In this respect I note that the Crown did not specifically submit on all of the definitions listed in this section of my 
evidence, as there was no Agreed Proposal 12 at the time the submissions were made. 
36

 Evidence in chief of Scott Blair dated 24 February 2016, paragraph 9.4 – “hazardous facility”;  
37

 Memorandum of Counsel Regarding Pre-Hearing Meeting dated 3 August 2015. 
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as an oversight.  As it appears these terms are not used elsewhere in the 

Plan, I consider these definitions should be deleted. 

 Hospital 

6.31 The Crown supported the definition of “Hospital” as notified in Stage 2 and 

further submitted opposing the submission of Ryman Healthcare and the 

Retirement Villages Association which sought to exclude helicopter landing 

facilities as a part of hospital.  The evidence of Claire Kelly for the Crown 

supports the definition as notified.38  The Revised Proposal has retained the 

definition as notified, but has added an exclusion regarding “hospitals in 

retirement villages” and a new definition has been added specifically 

referring to “Hospitals in retirement villages” to make a clear distinction 

between such facilities and hospitals39.  Based on the evidence of Ms Kelly, 

I support the definition of "Hospital" as it appears in the Revised Proposal. 

LAmax / LAFmax 

6.32 The Crown made a further submission in support of the addition of 

reference to “LAFmax” to the “LAmax” definition.  LAFmax is the unit 

specified in NZS6801:2008 Acoustics Measurement of Sound and should 

be included as addressed by the evidence of Kelly Andrew for the 

Council40.  The amended definition in the Revised Proposal was supported 

by Andrew Willis for the Crown41 and I adopt this evidence. 

Mast 

6.33 The Crown submission sought amendments to the definition of “Mast”, 

which is supported in evidence by Sarah Jenkin for the Council42 and 

reflected in the Revised Proposal.   

Plantation Forestry 

6.34 The definition of “Plantation forestry”  in the Revised Proposal is 

consistent with that sought by the Crown during the course of the Rural 

                                                
38

 Evidence in cheif of Claire Kelly for Proposal 13 and 21 dated 14 January 2016 
39

 Evidence in chief of Scott Blair for Proposal 2 dated 24 February 2016 – paragraphs 5.6 to 5.14 
40

 Evidence in Chief of Kelly Andrew for Proposal 6 – Noise (Other than Aircraft Noise) dated 4 February 2016, 
paragraph 15.7 
41 Evidence in Chief of Andrew Willis for Proposal 6 and 13 (Part): General Rules and Procedures (Stage 2 and 3) 

dated 17 February 2016  – Page 90.   
42

 Evidence in chief of Sarah Jenkin for Proposal 2 (Stages 2 and 3) dated 24 February 2016, Paragrpah 2.3(a) 
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Hearing as referred to in the evidence of Anna Cameron43 and myself44.  I 

therefore support this definition.   

6.35 This definition is also the subject of the Proposal 9 Hearing and Topic 9.1 

mediation.  It is possible that the position with respect to this definition 

(including the position taken by the Crown and its witnesses) may change 

dependent on the outcome of mediation. 

Pre-school activity / Pre-school facility 

6.36 The Crown sought to delete the definition of “Pre-school activity” and 

“Pre-school facility” and replace the definition of “Pre-school facility” with 

a new definition entitled “Early childhood and care centre”.  The 

proposed replacement definition has the same meaning as section 310 of 

the Education Act 1989 and includes a crèche, Kōhanga Reo, day care 

centre, kindergarten, playgroup or play centre and the land on which these 

are located.   

6.37 As outlined above in 6.16, the Crown now accepts the “pre-school” 

terminology and the retention of these two definitions as they appear in the 

Revised Proposal, as supported in the evidence of Mark Stevenson for the 

Council45.  I also support the use of the "pre-school" terminology.  I note that 

the definition covers all those activities that would be covered by the 

Crown's previously proposed "Early childhood and care centre" definition. 

Public open space  

6.38 The Crown made a further submission in support of the inclusion of a 

definition of “Public open space” to mean ‘land which is publicly owned 

and accessible’ as this has been recorded in a legal opinion and adopted by 

the Joint Management Board when making decisions on applications in the 

Central City Core.  The definition included in the Revised Proposal does not 

use that precise wording, but is similar in intent.  My understanding is that 

the point is no longer being pursued by the Crown.  I am content with the 

definition as included in the Revised Proposal. 

                                                
43

 Evidence in Chief of Anna Cameron for Proposal 17 dated 29 October 2015 – Paragraphs 8.15 and 8.20 and 
Evidence in Chief of Anna Cameron for Proposal 18 dated 27 Januaty 2016 – Paragraphs 5.6-5.7 
44

 Evidence in Chief of Vicki Barker for Proposal 17 dated 29 October 2015 – Appendix VAB2, Page 27 
45

 Evidence in chief of Mark Stevenson for Proposal 2 (Stages 2 & 3) dated 24 February 2016, Paragraph 5.10 
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Residential activity 

6.39 The Crown submission sought that the “Residential activity” definition be 

amended in a manner consistent with the outcomes of the Stage 1 hearings 

to exclude fire stations from the definition and to encompass habitable 

accessory buildings. 

6.40 Ainsley McLeod’s Stage 1 Residential evidence for the Crown confirms her 

opinion that “residential activity” may inadvertently 'capture' fire stations, 

given their living accommodation component.  This in turn serves to confuse 

activity status and inappropriately apply Built Form Standards, such as 

those that require outdoor living spaces.  Ms McLeod also supports 

clarifying that habitable accessory buildings are residential activities so that 

the Code of Practice for Firefighting Water Supplies would apply to such 

buildings. 46 

6.41 The exclusion of fire stations is reflected in the definition in the Revised 

Proposal, which I support.  However the definition has not been amended to 

make it clear that it encompasses habitable accessory buildings.  In my 

view this should be achieved by amending clause (a) of the definition of 

Residential activity to read (addition underlined):  

“a residential unit, boarding house, or a family flat (including 

accessory building (residential activity).”     

6.42 The reliant definitions also need amending as follows (addition underlined): 

“Accessory building (residential activity).”  

6.43 "Accessory building" is not itself a defined term in the Revised Proposal, 

whereas the definition of “Accessory building (residential activity)” includes 

habitable accessory buildings such as sleep-outs.  This amendment was 

agreed to at mediation and is reflected in the Definitions Mediation Report47, 

so it not being included in the Revised Proposal appears to be an oversight.  

I note that the Council has not updated the reliant definitions at this stage 

as noted in Ms Sowerby’s evidence48. 

                                                
46

 Evdience in Chief of Ainsley McLeod for Proposal 14 (Stage 1) - Paragraph 10.1 
47

 Mediation Report: Definitions (Stages 2 and 3) – Session 12, paragraph (o), page 7. 
48

 Evidence in Chief of Janine Sowerby dated 24 February 2016, Paragraph 12.4 



 

BF\55777588\1 Page 15 

Rural character 

6.44 The Crown sought a definition for “Rural Character” in its submission; 

however at the time of the Stage 2 Rural Hearing it was decided not to 

pursue the addition of this definition, as outlined in my evidence for the 

Rural Hearing49.  I continue to support the position that there is no need for 

a “Rural character” definition and accept the absence of a definition for that 

term in the Revised Proposal. 

 Service Station 

6.45 The Crown submission sought an addition to the definition of "Service 

station" to include mechanics, tyre shops and inspection centres ancillary 

to a service station that do not sell motor vehicle fuels as their primary 

function, and opposed the definition being embedded as an advice note in 

the scheduled activities rules (6.5.4). 

6.46 Both Alison McLaughlin50 and Janine Sowerby51 for the Council agree the 

definition is not properly treated as an advice note and should be in the 

Definitions Proposal.  Ms McLaughlin recommends amending the definition 

to continue to provide for a range of activities anticipated for scheduled 

service stations in the Replacement Plan, without undermining the use of 

the definition of service station in other chapters.  The Proposal 6 (General 

Rules) evidence of Andrew Willis for the Crown agrees with this 

recommended approach52.  I adopt the evidence of Andrew Willis and 

accept the definition as set out in the Revised Proposal. 

 Signage related definitions 

6.47 The Crown submission sought to refine and reduce the number of 

definitions related to signs (“Outdoor advertisement” and 

“Sign/Signage”).  The Crown no longer wishes to pursue this submission 

point, and I make no specific comment on the signage related definitions 

included in the Revised Proposal. 

                                                
49

 Evidence in Chief of Vicki Barker for Proposal 17 dated 29 October 2015 – AppendixVAB2, Page 27 
50

 Evidence in Chief of Alison McLaughlin for Proposal 6 dated 4 February 2016 – paragraph 39.6 
51

 Evidence in Chief of Janine Sowerby – Definitions General Overview dated 24 February 2016, Appendix 3 – 
page 28 
52 Evidence of Andrew Willis on behalf of the Crown for Proposal 6: General Rules and Procedures (stage 2 & 3) 
dated 17 February 2016, Attachment B: Recommended Amendments, Chapter 2 Definitions. 
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Temporary activities and buildings 

6.48 The Crown submission sought that there be only one definition related to 

“Temporary activities and buildings” and that the definition be amended 

to include specific provision for “temporary military training activities” as 

follows: "e. temporary military training activities undertaken for defence 

purposes as described by the Defence Act 1990."   

6.49 The Revised Proposal now contains one definition only, which I support.  

However, Alison McLaughlin for the Council considers that a sub-definition 

for “temporary military training activities” is not required as such activities 

already meet the criteria set out in the definition of "Temporary activities 

and buildings"53, and therefore the definition has not been amended in the 

Revised Proposal.  I agree with and adopt the evidence of Sara McMillan 

for the Crown, which explains the need for such a definition to make the 

plan clearer and to assist with interpretation54. 

Transport infrastructure 

6.50 The Crown submission supported the definition of "Transport 

infrastructure" as notified, as outlined in the evidence of Ainsley McLeod 

for the Crown for the Stage 2 Transport Hearing55.  No change has been 

made to the definition in the Revised Proposal, which I support relying on 

the evidence of Ms McLeod. 

Transport system 

6.51 Changes were sought to the definition of "Transport system" during the 

course of the Transport Stage 2 hearing, as outlined in the evidence of 

Ainsley McLeod for the Crown56.  The changes sought by the Crown are 

reflected in the Revised Proposal, which I support, again relying on the 

evidence of Ms McLeod. 

Urban activities  

6.52 The Crown submission sought a definition of “Urban activities” for Stage 

3.  Proposal 2 already contained a Stage 1 definition of “Urban activities”, 

which matches that sought by the Crown.  The evidence of David Falconer 

                                                
53

 Evidence in Chief of Alison McLaughlin for Proposal 6 dated 4 February 2016 – paragraph 17.15 
54

 Evidenec in Chief of Sara McMillan for Proposal 6:  General Rule and Procedures (Stages 2 &3) – Planning 
(NZDF) dated 17 February 2016 
55

 Evidence in chief of Ainsley McLeod for Proposal 7 (Stage 2) dated 16 September 2015, Paragraphs 25-27 
56

 Evidence in chief of Ainsley McLeod for Proposal 7 (Stage 2) dated 16 September 2015, Paragraphs 25 and 28-
29 
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for the Council agrees that the definition be retained and states that it is 

applicable to the Stage 3 Transport provisions57. Therefore I support the 

definition as it appears in the Revised Proposal. 

Works for the purpose of earthquake recovery  
 

6.53 The Crown submission requested that a new definition be added to explain 

“Works for the purpose of earthquake recovery” in association with a 

new permitted activity rule in Proposal 6. 

6.54 The evidence of Alison McLaughlin for the Council considers that no such 

definition is needed58, and in his General Rules (Proposal 6) evidence for 

the Crown, Andrew Willis agrees with this approach59.  I adopt the evidence 

of Mr Willis and agree that no such definition is needed in the Replacement 

Plan (and as such support the absence of a definition in the Revised 

Proposal). 

7. DEFINITIONS SUBJECT TO THE CURRENT PROPOSAL 9 MEDIATION 

PROCESS FOR TOPICS 9.1 AND 9.3  

7.1 The Proposal 9 hearing has been adjourned and the Panel has directed 

mediation with respect to Topics 9.1 (Indigenous Biodiversity and 

Ecosystems) and 9.3 (Heritage).  There are a number of definitions which 

are currently the subject of that hearing and mediation.   

7.2 In respect of Topic 9.1, of the Crown’s submission points these include: 

“Customary harvesting”, “Improved pasture”, “Indigenous 

vegetation”, “Indigenous vegetation clearance”, and “Farming” and 

“Plantation forestry” (these last two were also considered at the Stage 2 

Rural Hearing as discussed above).  In addition, the definition of 

“Environmental compensation” as requested by the Crown is not 

included in the Revised Proposal, however a definition of “Biodiversity 

offset” has been added. 

7.3 In respect of Topic 9.3 (Heritage), all of the heritage related definitions are 

subject to the current mediation for that topic60. 

7.4 As the Proposal 9 mediation process is currently ongoing, it would in my 

view be most appropriate for the parties to discuss these definitions in the 

                                                
57

 Evidence in Chief of David Falconer for Proposal 2 dated 24 February – paragraph 3.4 
58

 Evidence in Chief of Alison McLaughlin for Proposal 6 dated 4 February 2016 – paragraph 61.3 
59

 Evidence of Andrew Willis on behalf of the Crown for Proposal 6: General Rules and Procedures (stage 2 & 3) 
dated 17 February 2016– Paragraphs 15.8 to 15.12 
60

 These definitions are identified in the table included as Appendix VAB1 to this evidence.. 
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context of that mediation (and for decisions to subsequently be made by the 

Panel in respect of those definitions).  My understanding is that Crown will 

address these definitions as necessary in any supplementary evidence 

called for or in closing legal submissions for Proposal 9 if the position with 

respect to these definitions changes as a result of the mediation process 

from that stated in Crown evidence filed to date.61 

8. HIGH LEVEL REVIEW OF THE REVISED PROPOSAL 

8.1 In addition to addressing those definitions the Crown made a specific 

submission on, I have also carried out a high-level general review of the 

Revised Proposal.  The focus of this review was removing duplication. 

8.2 I found several instances of duplicate provisions remaining within the 

Revised Proposal.  As an example, there are three definitions of 

“Earthworks” in the Revised Proposal.  The evidence of Andrew Long for 

the Council addresses definitions relevant to Subdivision, Development and 

Earthworks and states that: 

“where there are multiple versions of similar or identical definitions 

across the Stages, I agree with the version of the definition that has 

been retained in the Revised Proposal (Ms Sowerby addresses 

reduction of duplication more specifically in her evidence)”62.   

8.3 The evidence of Kimberley Rolton supports the Stage 3 version of the 

“Earthworks” definition63.  The superfluous definitions need to be deleted. 

8.4 A further example is the definition of “Education activity”.  The evidence of 

Glenda Dixon supports the Stage 1 final version of the definition and its 

retention and also supports changes to the Stage 2 definition64, and both 

differing versions have been retained in the Revised Proposal. 

8.5 Ms Sowerby’s evidence states that it is the intent of the Council to remove 

duplicate definitions and that some definitions, such as earthworks, have 

been difficult to integrate but that the recommended version is shown in the 

Revised Proposal65  However, this does not appear to have occurred in 

                                                
61

 Evidence in Chief of Anna Cameron for Proposal 9 dated 10 December 2015, Attachment AMC2, Pages 57-59 
and the Rebuttal Evidence of Sandra McIntyre for Proposal 9 (Historic Heritage) dated 15 January 2016, 
Attachment SJM1 Pages 7-12

61
 Evidence in chief of Ms Sowerby at section 6. 

62
 Evidence in Chief of Andrew Long  for Proposal 2 dated 24 February 2016, Paragraph 3.1 

63
 Evidence in Chief of Kimberley Rolton  for Proposal 2 dated 24 February 2016, Paragraph 4.4 

64
 Evidence in Chief of Glenda Dixon  for Proposal 2 dated 24 February 2016, Paragraph 5.8 

65
 Evidence in Chief of Janine Sowerby for Proposal 2 dated 24 February 2016, Paragraphs 8.1-8.4 
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every instance in relation to multiple versions of definitions, and some 

duplication remains. 

9. FINALISING THE DEFINITIONS CHAPTER IN THE PLAN 

9.1 There are a number of definitions that are subject to final decisions by the 

Panel, or are still subject to ongoing hearing and/or mediation processes.  I 

have briefly set out the Crown position (and where relevant my views) in 

respect of those definitions in my evidence.  However, in my view it would 

be most appropriate for decisions to be made on those definitions through 

the relevant substantive proposals, with the Revised Proposal updated to 

reflect those decisions.  Ms Sowerby notes that it is likely that a number of 

definitions are likely to be rendered redundant through the determination of 

the outstanding proposals66.  I agree with Ms Sowerby.   

9.2 Ms Sowerby also sets out her view that the final list of reliant definitions 

should be determined once the Panel's decisions on all definitions stages is 

released, and that in the final version of the definitions chapter reliant 

definitions should be identified through underlining within the relevant 

definition.  I once again agree with Ms Sowerby.67 

9.3 Overall, there are now a limited number of instances where further 

amendments are sought by the Crown.  In my view, the amendments 

sought by the Crown, together with a final review of the Revised Proposal, 

will improve the usability and clarity of the Plan and reduce unnecessary 

duplication, consistent with the Statement of Expectations and the Strategic 

Directions Objectives. 

 

 

Vicki Ann Barker 

3 March 2016

                                                
 
67

 Evidence in chief of Ms Sowerby at section 12. 
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APPENDIX VAB1 – SPECIFIC CROWN SUBMISSION POINTS 

The following table contains the Crown’s Stage 2 and 3 submission and further submission points relating to Proposal 2 (Stages 2 and 3)
68

.  The definitions 
submitted on are listed in alphabetical order, with the Crown submission reference also given. 
 
The provisions as contained in the Council's Revised Proposal dated 24 February 2016 are used as the starting point (clean version), and changes sought by the 
Crown are shown as underlined and strikethrough text.   

 
 

Crown 
submission 
reference 

Definition  Relief sought  Recommendation Crown (Barker) 
evidence paragraph 

reference 

Stage 2 
Submission, 
page 33 

Aircraft operations 
 

Amend the definition for “Aircraft 
operations” to clarify its intent with 
respect to Rule 6.7. 

Amend the definition in the Revised 
Proposal to remove the reference to 
Rule 6.7 as follows: For the 
purposes of Rules 6.1.4.2.7 and 
6.7, aircraft operations exclude:…. 

6.2 – 6.4 

Stage 3 
Submission, 
page 27 

All definitions relating to 
historic heritage 
 

Amend heritage definitions to align 
with the terminology used in the HNZ 
Guide No.3 and ICOMOS Charter, or 
adequately justify in the s32 why 
alterative definitions have been used. 

These definitions are being 
considered through Proposal 9 
mediation, which is ongoing. 

7.1 – 7.4 

Stage 3 Further 
Submission, 
page 6 

Alteration of a heritage 
item 
 

The definition should be aligned to 
ensure greater consistency with the 
ICOMOS Charter definition. 
 
Exclusion of new or replacement 
headstones, plaques and panels in 
operating graveyards/ cemeteries from 
the definition of "Alteration of a 
heritage item" will ensure that the use 
of these areas is not unnecessarily 
impeded. 

This definition is being considered 
through Proposal 9 mediation, 
which is ongoing. 

7.1 – 7.4 

Stage 3 
Submission, 
page 28 

Alteration of a heritage 
setting Amend the definition of “Alteration of a 

heritage setting” as follows: 

means modification or addition to a 
heritage setting, which impacts on 
heritage fabric or heritage values of the 

This definition is being considered 
through Proposal 9 mediation, 
which is ongoing. 

7.1 – 7.4 

                                                
68

 Crown submissions on Proposal 2: Stage 2 (2387 and FS-2810) and Stage 3 (3721 and FS-5030). 
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heritage setting and heritage item. 
Alteration of a heritage setting 
includes:  

a. new buildings; and 

signs 
 

Stage 3 
Submission, 
page 29 

Ancillary equipment 
 Add the following definition: 

Ancillary equipment 

Includes but is not limited to; power 
distribution unit, microwave unit, DC 
and surge arrestor, cables, cable trays, 
cable mounts, combiner/junction 
boxes, remote radio unit, tower 
mounted amplifier or mast head 
amplifier, lightening surge unit, filters or 
similar type of equipment required to 
support the technology and 
frequencies deployed at a site. 
 
 

Support the definition as per the 
Revised Proposal. 

6.5 

Stage 2 
Submission, 
page 33 

Community activity 
 Amend  the definition of “Community 

activity” as follows: 

“means the use of any land and/or 
buildings principally by, or for, 
members of the community for 
recreation, entertainment, health care, 
safety and welfare, worship, cultural or 
deliberative purposes.” 

Support the definition as per the 
Revised Proposal. 

6.6 – 6.7 

Stage 2 
Submission, 
page 33 

Community facility  
 Delete definition of Community facility 

as it relates to Specific Purpose 
(School) and (Tertiary Education) 
Zones,   

or; amend to read: 

“for the purposes of the Specific 
Purpose (School) and (Tertiary 
Education) Zones, means any land 

Support the Revised Proposal 
deletion of the “Community facility” 
definition specific to the Specific 
Purpose (School) and (Tertiary 
Education) Zones and retention of 
one "Community facility" definition 
only. 

6.8 – 6.12 
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and/or buildings used for community 
activities and includes reserves, 
recreation and entertainment facilities, 
community infrastructure such as 
community halls, education facilities, 
health care facilities, care facilities, 
emergency service facilities and 
spiritual facilities, but excludes 
privately (as opposed to publicly) 
owned recreation and entertainment 
facilities, and restaurants”. 

Stage 3 
Submission, 
page 29 

Conservation plan 
 Add a definition for “conservation plan” 

consistent with the definition provided 
in the ICOMOS charter below: 

“Conservation plan means an objective 
report which documents the history, 
fabric, and cultural heritage value of a 
place, assesses its cultural heritage 
significance, describes the condition of 
the place, outlines conservation 
policies for managing the place, and 
makes recommendations for the 
conservation of the place.” 

This definition is being considered 
through Proposal 9 mediation, 
which is ongoing. 

7.1 – 7.4 

Stage 2 Further 
Submission, 
page 7 

Cultural heritage 
Consider the definition in Stage 3 
together with related provisions. 

This definition is being considered 
through Proposal 9 mediation, 
which is ongoing. 

7.1 – 7.4 

Stage 2 
Submission, 
page 34 

Customary harvesting  
Delete the notified definition for 
“customary harvesting”: 

Means the use of any land and/or 
buildings principally by members if the 
community for recreation, 
entertainment, health care, safety and 
welfare, worship, cultural or 
deliberation purposes.   

Add the following definition: 

“Customary use” 

Means gathering and use of natural 
resources by tangata whenua 

Support the definition as per the 
Revised Proposal. 
 
This definition remains subject to 
Proposal 9 mediation. 

6.13 
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according to tikanga. 

Stage 3 
Submission, 
page 29 

Customary harvesting  Retain the central city version of the 
“customary harvesting” definition as 
notified and apply it across the entire 
Replacement Plan. 

Support the single definition of 
"Customary harvest" as per the 
Revised Proposal. 
 
This definition remains subject to 
Proposal 9 mediation. 

6.13 

Stage 3 
Submission, 
page 29 

Demolition 
 Amend the definition of “demolition” as 

follows: 

in relation to a heritage item, means 
destruction or deconstruction in whole 
or a substantial part of a heritage item 
which results in complete or significant 
loss of the heritage form and fabric, but 
excludes demolition necessary for 
undertaking repairs to, or 
reconstruction or restoration of a 
heritage item. 

This definition is being considered 
through Proposal 9 mediation, 
which is ongoing. 

7.1 – 7.4 

Stage 3 
Submission, 
page 30 

Domestic  
 Amend the definition of “domestic” as 

follows: 

Domestic hazardous substances 

in relation to hazardous substances, 
means those hazardous consumer 
products for private domestic 
purposes, where the degree of hazard 
is generally managed through the 
correct use as specified on the 
products label hazardous substances 
acceptable for domestic storage, as 
specified in the Activity Specific 
Standards for P2 and P3 of Rule 
13.16.1.2.2.1 or permitted in Rule 
13.16.1.2.3. 

Add “Domestic” to reliant definitions for 
“Hazardous Facility”. 

Support the deletion of this 
definition as per the Revised 
Proposal, which reflects the Agreed 
Proposal 12. 

6.25-6.30 

Stage 3 
Submission, 
page 30 

Earthquake waste 
 Amend the definition of “earthquake 

waste” as follows: 

Support the definition as per the 
Revised Proposal. 
 

6.14 

http://proposeddistrictplan.ccc.govt.nz/Pages/Plan/Book.aspx?HID=39622
http://proposeddistrictplan.ccc.govt.nz/Pages/Plan/Book.aspx?HID=39627
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means: 
a. solid waste resulting from the 

Canterbury earthquakes, including 
liquefaction silt; and 

b. solid waste resulting from any 
construction work (within the 
meaning of section 6 of the 
Construction Contracts Act 2002) 
undertaken as a result of the 
Canterbury earthquakes;  

c. hard fill from the district’s sewer, 
water and road network; and 

d. liquid waste extracted from the 
district’s infrastructure network; 

 
but does not include any of the 
following unless it is not reasonably 
practicable to separate it from the 
waste specified in (a)-(d) above: 
e. general domestic refuse;  
f. human waste; 
g. building insulation and building 

materials containing asbestos; 
h. hazardous substances and waste; 

or 
waste material from an industrial 
process or trade process 

Stage 2 
Submission, 
page 34 

Education activity 
 Amend definition of Education Activity 

to read: 

means the use of land and/or buildings 
for the provision of regular teaching or 
training, or out of school care, including 
the use of ancillary administrative, 
spiritual, recreation, health and cultural 
facilities (all of which may be shared), 
and boarding/residential 
accommodation ancillary to education 
activity on that site. It also includes the 
use of trade and industry training 
facilities and pre-school early 
childhood education facilities 

Support the definition as per the 
Revised Proposal, including the 
'pre-school' terminology. 
 

6.15 – 6.16 

http://proposeddistrictplan.ccc.govt.nz/Pages/Plan/www.legislation.govt.nz/act/public/2002/0046/latest/DLM163059.html


 

BF\55777588\1 Page 25 

Stage 2 
Submission, 
page 34 

Education facility  
 

Retain definition of Education Facility. Support the definition as per the 
Revised Proposal. 

6.17 

Stage 2 
Submission, 
page 35 

Emergency   
Amend clause (a) of the definition of 
“Emergency” as follows: 

“a. is the result of any happening, 
whether natural or otherwise, including, 
without limitation, any explosion, 
earthquake, eruption, tsunami, land 
movement, flood, storm, tornado, 
cyclone, serious fire, leakage or 
spillage or any dangerous gas or 
substance, …” 

Support the definition as per the 
Revised Proposal. 

6.18 

Stage 2 
Submission, 
page 35 

Emergency services  
 

Retain the definition of “Emergency 
services” as notified. 

Support the definition as per the 
Revised Proposal. 

6.19 

Stage 3 Further 
Submission, 
page 6 

Environmental 
compensation 
 

A definition is supported for the 
consistent implementation of the 
provisions that reference 
"Environmental compensation".  
However, it is considered that the 
proposed definition could be improved 
by removing the reference to ‘avoid, 
remedy or mitigate’, because 
environmental compensation is applied 
once the effects have been avoided, 
remedied or mitigated.  Furthermore 
the definition needs to establish a link 
with the biodiversity offsetting 
principles.          
Accept submission subject to removing 
the reference "to avoid, remedy or 
mitigate" and providing a link to the 
biodiversity offsetting principles. 

This definition is being considered 
through Proposal 9 mediation, 
which is ongoing. 
 
The Council is proposing to define 
the term "Biodiversity offset" as an 
alternative. 

7.1 – 7.4 

Stage 2 Further 
Submission, 
page 9 

Family flat 
 

References in the Proposed 
Replacement Plan to ‘family flat’ have 
been replaced by ‘minor residential 
unit’ and so the term does not need to 
be defined.  

Support the retention of (one) 
definition as per the Revised 
Proposal.   

6.20 

Stage 2 
Submission, 

Farming 
 Delete the “farming” definition and 

Support the definition as per the 
Revised Proposal. 

6.21 – 6.22 
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page 35 replace with the following: 

means the use of land and buildings 
for the primary purpose of the 
production of vegetative matter and/or 
commercial livestock, and includes the 
on-site sale of produce grown or 
reared on the site, but excludes 
residential activity, home occupations, 
intensive farming and forestry 
activities. 

 
This definition remains subject to 
Proposal 9 mediation. 

Stage 2 
Submission, 
page 35 

Guest accommodation  
Amend the Stage 1 definition of 
“Guest accommodation” as follows; 

Guest accommodation 

means the use of land and/or buildings 
for transient residential 
accommodation offered at a tariff, 
which may involve the sale of alcohol 
and/or food to in-house guests, and the 
sale of food, with or without alcohol, to 
the public, and ancillary offices, 
meeting and conference facilities, 
fitness facilities and the provision of 
goods and services for the 
convenience of guests. Guest 
accommodation includes motels, motor 
and tourist lodges, backpackers’, 
hostels and camping grounds. 

Support the single definition of 
"Guest accommodation" as per the 
Revised Proposal. 

6.23 – 6.24 

Stage 3 
Submission, 
page 31 

Guest accommodation  
Amend the definition of “Guest 
Accommodation” as follows: 

Guest Accommodation  

means the use of land and/or buildings 
for transient residential 
accommodation offered at a tariff, 
which may involve the sale of alcohol 
and/or food to in-house guests, and the 
sale of food, with or without alcohol, to 
the public. Guest accommodation 
includes motels, motor and tourist 

Support the single definition of 
"Guest accommodation" as per the 
Revised Proposal. 

6.23 – 6.24 
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lodges, hostels and camping grounds. 

Guest Accommodation  
means the use of land and/or buildings 
for transient residential 
accommodation offered at a tariff, 
which may involve the sale of alcohol 
and/or food to in-house guests, the 
sale of food, with or without alcohol, to 
the public and ancillary offices, 
meeting and conference facilities, 
fitness facilities and the provision of 
goods and services for the 
convenience of guests. Guest 
accommodation includes bed and 
breakfast accommodation, motels, 
motor and tourist lodges, backpackers’ 
hostels and camping grounds. 

Stage 2 Further 
Submission, 
page 8 

Hazardous facility  
 

Further clarify the definition of 
hazardous facilities, including through 
the suggestion of appropriate 
exemptions.  Such exemptions may 
include NZFS assets. 

Support the deletion of this 
definition as per the Revised 
Proposal, which reflects the Agreed 
Proposal 12. 

6.25 – 6.30 

Stage 3 
Submission, 
page 31 

Hazardous facility 
 Amend the definition of “Hazardous 

facility’ as follows: 

means any site involving the use or 
storage of hazardous substances 
(excluding domestic hazardous 
substances) where the substance(s) 
requires certification under the HSNO 
Act 1996, including vehicles used for 
their transport on-site and movement 
along private access, and sites where 
hazardous substances are used, 
stored or disposed of. 

Reliant Definitions 
Access 
Hazardous Substance 
Site 
Substance 
Use 

Support the deletion of this 
definition as per the Revised 
Proposal, which reflects the Agreed 
Proposal 12. 

6.25 – 6.30 
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Domestic hazardous substances 

Stage 3 
Submission, 
page 32 

Heritage area 
 Add a definition of “heritage area” to 

align with the following  terminology 
used in the HNZ Guide No.3: 

“An area of land containing an inter-
related group of historic places, 
buildings, structures and/or sites that 
contributes towards an understanding 
and appreciation of New Zealand’s 
history and cultures. The term may 
include any registered Historic Area 
under the Historic Places Act 1993, or 
any heritage conservation area or 
precinct” 

This definition is being considered 
through Proposal 9 mediation, 
which is ongoing. 

7.1 – 7.4 

Stage 3 
Submission, 
page 32 

Heritage conservation 
 Add a definition for “heritage 

conservation” consistent with the 
definition provided in the ICOMOS 
charter below: 

means all the processes of 
understanding and caring for a place 
so as to safeguard its cultural heritage 
value. Conservation is based on 
respect for the existing fabric 
associations, meanings, and use of the 
place. It requires a cautious approach 
of doing as much work as necessary 
but as little as possible, and retaining 
authenticity and integrity, to ensure 
that the place 
and its values are passed on to future 
generations 

This definition is being considered 
through Proposal 9 mediation, 
which is ongoing. 

7.1 – 7.4 

Stage 3 
Submission, 
page 33 

Heritage fabric 
 Amend the definition of “heritage 

fabric” to exclude movable contents as 
follows: 

Any physical aspect of a heritage item 
or heritage setting, which contributes to 
its heritage values. Heritage fabric 
includes: 

This definition is being considered 
through Proposal 9 mediation, 
which is ongoing. 

7.1 – 7.4 
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a. both original and later subsurface 
material, structures, features, and 
detailing which forms part of, or is 
attached to, and the interior or 
exterior surfaces of a building, 
structure or feature; that are 
integral to the heritage significance 

b. original and later significant fabric 
with the patina of age resulting 
from the weathering and wear of 
construction material over time; 

c. immovable contents which are 
fixed or fitted to a building, 
structure or feature and form part 
of the design or significance of a 
heritage item, such as church 
fonts, lecterns or pews;  

immovable built or non-built elements 
independent of buildings, structures or 
features, such as historic paths, paving 
and garden layout. 

Stage 3 
Submission, 
page 33 

Heritage investigative 
and temporary works 
 

Retain the definition of “heritage 
investigative and temporary works”. 

This definition is being considered 
through Proposal 9 mediation, 
which is ongoing. 

7.1 – 7.4 

Stage 3 
Submission, 
page 33 

Heritage item 
 

Amend the definition of “heritage item” 
to align with the terminology used in 
the HNZ Guide No.3 and ICOMOS 
Charter, or adequately justify in the s32 
where alterative definitions have been 
used. 

This definition is being considered 
through Proposal 9 mediation, 
which is ongoing. 

7.1 – 7.4 

Stage 3 Further 
Submission, 
page 6 

Heritage setting  
 

Support a more focused definition for 
“Heritage setting” to ensure the extent 
of settings can be clearly determined, 
confined to elements of historical 
significance, and subsequently 
managed. 
Accept submission 

This definition is being considered 
through Proposal 9 mediation, 
which is ongoing. 
 

7.1 – 7.4 

Stage 3 
Submission, 
page 34 

Heritage upgrade works 
 

Amend the definition of “heritage 
upgrade works” To exclude building 
code upgrades which are likely to be 
needed to meet relevant standards as 

This definition is being considered 
through Proposal 9 mediation, 
which is ongoing. 

7.1 – 7.4 

http://proposeddistrictplan.ccc.govt.nz/Pages/Plan/?exhibit=ProposedDistrictPlan&hid=42280&s=heritage
http://proposeddistrictplan.ccc.govt.nz/Pages/Plan/?exhibit=ProposedDistrictPlan&hid=42280&s=heritage
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part of the reconstruction and 
restoration works. 

Stage 3 
Submission, 
page 34 

Heritage values 
 

Delete the definition of “heritage 
values” and provide the framework for 
assessing heritage values in Policy 
9.3.2.3. 

This definition is being considered 
through Proposal 9 mediation, 
which is ongoing. 

7.1 – 7.4 

Stage 3 
Submission, 
page 34 

Historic heritage place 
 Amend the definition of “historic 

heritage place” to align with the 
terminology used in the HNZ Guide 
No.3 and ICOMOS Charter to clearly 
encompass heritage items, settings 
and places as follows: 

means any land having cultural 
heritage value in New Zealand, 
including heritage items, heritage 
settings and heritage areas. 

This definition is being considered 
through Proposal 9 mediation, 
which is ongoing. 

7.1 – 7.4 

Stage 3 
Submission, 
page 35 

Historic heritage 
 

Retain the definition of “historic 
heritage” which is consistent with the 
RMA. 

This definition is being considered 
through Proposal 9 mediation, 
which is ongoing. 

7.1 – 7.4 

Stage 2 
Submission, 
page 36 

Hospital  Retain definition of “Hospital” as 
notified. 

Support the definition as per the 
Revised Proposal. 
  

6.31 

Stage 3 Further 
Submission, 
page 7 

Hospital  
 

The Ministry of Health ("MOH") 
opposes this definition.  The Health 
and Disability Services (Safety) Act 
2001 defines "hospital care" rather 
than "hospital".  MOH prefers the more 
explicit definition of ‘hospital’ that 
specifically includes helicopter landing 
facilities, as it provides a clear 
understanding of what activities are 
anticipated as part of a hospital 
development. 
 

Support the definition as per the 
Revised Proposal, including the 
exclusion regarding 'hospitals in 
retirement village'. 
 

6.31 

Stage 3 
Submission, 
page 35 

Improved pasture  
Add the following definition: 

Improved pasture 

means an area of pasture where:  

 exotic pasture grass and herb 

This definition is being considered 
through Proposal 9 mediation, 
which is ongoing. 

7.1 – 7.4 
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species are visually the 
predominant vegetation cover 
(except where the definition of 
indigenous vegetation is met); and  

 the area has been modified or 
enhanced by being subjected to 
either cultivation, irrigation, over-
sowing, top-dressing, or direct 
drilling; and  

the area has been subjected to routine 
pasture maintenance or improvement 
since 1 June 2000. 

Stage 3 
Submission, 
page 35 

Indigenous vegetation 
 Amend the version of the indigenous 

vegetation definition which is contained 
in both Proposal 2 (Stage 3) and 13.7 
as follows and apply it across the 
entire plan: 

means vegetation containing a plant 
community containing native species 
which occur naturally in that location 
that are indigenous or endemic to the 
area/site, It includes vegetation that 
has regenerated with human help., but  
It does not include plantations or 
vegetation established for commercial, 
windbreak, aesthetic or gardening 
purposes or indigenous plants beyond 
their natural range which have been 
planted or have spread. 

This definition is being considered 
through Proposal 9 mediation, 
which is ongoing. 

7.1 – 7.4 

Stage 3 
Submission, 
page 35 

Indigenous vegetation 
clearance  
 

Amend the version of the indigenous 
vegetation clearance definition which is 
contained in 13.7 as follows and apply 
it across the entire plan: 

means the felling or clearing of 
indigenous vegetation, including by 
cutting, crushing, cultivation, irrigation, 
chemical application, artificial drainage, 
stop banking or burning. 

This definition is being considered 
through Proposal 9 mediation, 
which is ongoing. 

7.1 – 7.4 

Stage 2 Further LAmax to also apply to LAFmax is the unit specified in Support the amended definition as 6.32 
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Submission, 
page 8 

LAFmax 

 
NZS6801:2008 Acoustics 
Measurement of Sound and should be 
included in the definition 

per the Revised Proposal. 

Stage 3 
Submission, 
page 36 

Maintenance  
 Amend the existing definition of 

“maintenance” to broadly encompass 
all activities previously permitted as 
maintenance and repair in the CRRP 
and consider the ICOMOS Charter 
definition as a guideline for clear and 
concise wording. 

Suggested wording for consideration 
alongside the existing definition 
includes: 

Maintenance (Heritage) 

“In relation to a heritage item or 
heritage setting, means regular and 
on-going protective care of a place to 
prevent deterioration and to retain its 
heritage value”.  

Maintenance includes the following, 
with no permanent damage or loss of 
heritage fabric:  

a. cleaning, washing or repainting 
exterior or interior fabric using a 
method which does not damage 
the surface of the heritage fabric; 

b. reinstating existing exterior or 
interior surface treatments;  

c. temporary erection of freestanding 
scaffolding; 

d. laying underground services and 
relaying paved surfaces to the 
same footprint;  

e. upkeep of gardens, including 
pruning of trees, pruning or 
removal of shrubs and planting of 

This definition is being considered 
through Proposal 9 mediation, 
which is ongoing. 

7.1 – 7.4 
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new trees or shrubs (except 
planting in, or adjoining, plots in 
cemeteries); and  

in relation to crematoria and 
cemeteries, maintenance also includes 
protective care and routine works to 
enable their ordinary functioning, such 
as temporary and reversible 
modifications or additions to buildings; 
installation of plaques; restoration, 
repair and reinstatement of 
monuments; and soil disturbance for 
burials and interment of ashes. 

Stage 3 
Submission, 
page 37 

Mast 
 Amend the definition of “Mast” as 

follows: 

Mast 

means any pole or tower designed to 
carry antennaes and associated 
network utility apparatus any ancillary 
equipment. 

Support the definition as per the 
Revised Proposal. 

6.33 

Stage 3 
Submission, 
page 37 

Partial demolition  
Add a definition of partial demolition as 
follows: 

means destruction or deconstruction of 
a heritage item which does not result in 
the historic heritage place no longer 
meeting the significance threshold as 
outlined in the Statement of 
significance. 

This definition is being considered 
through Proposal 9 mediation, 
which is ongoing. 

7.1 – 7.4 

Stage 3 Further 
Submission, 
page 7 

Partial demolition  
  Support the wording proposed for the 

new definition of “Partial demolition” 
because it is consistent with the 
Crown's submission and provides 
further clarity and guidance by 
specifying the parts of the building 
where partial demolition would be 
appropriate, including façade retention. 

 

This definition is being considered 
through Proposal 9 mediation, 
which is ongoing. 

7.1 – 7.4 
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Stage 2 
submission, 
page 36 

Plantation forestry 
 Amend the definition for “Plantation 

forestry” as follows: 

Means the planting, maintenance and 
harvesting of timber tree species for 
commercial wood production. It does 
not include:   

a. land preparation; 

b. associated access tracks; 

c. extraction of rock or gravel for the 
purpose of constructing and 
maintaining access within the site; and 

building/s for site management and the 
storage of forestry equipment. 

Support the definition as per the 
Revised Proposal. 
 
This definition remains subject to 
Proposal 9 mediation. 

6.34 – 6.35 

Stage 2 
Submission, 
page 36 

Pre-school activity 
Pre-school facility 
 

Delete the definition of Pre-school 
activity 

means the use of land and/or buildings 
for the education or care of three or 
more children (in addition to any 
children resident on the site or the 
children of the persons providing the 
education or care) under the age of six 
years by the day or part of a day, but 
not for any continuous period of more 
than seven consecutive days.  

Pre-school facility (amended) 

Includes a crèche,  kindergarten, play 
centre, education and care service or 
kohanga reo,  but does not include a 
school. 

Add the definition of Early Childhood 
and Care Centre to read: 

Early Childhood and Care Centre 

Early Childhood Education and Care 
Centre has the same meaning as 

Support the retention of the 'pre-
school' definitions (with no 
replacement 'early childhood' 
definition) as per the Revised 
Proposal. 

6.36 – 6.37 
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section 310 of the Education Act 1989 
and for clarity includes a creche, 
Kōhanga Reo, day care centre, 
kindergarten, playgroup or play centre 
and the land on which these are 
located 

Stage 3 
Submission, 
page 37 

Preservation (heritage) 
 Add a definition for “preservation 

(heritage)” consistent with the definition 
provided in the ICOMOS charter 
below: 

“Preservation means to maintain a 
place with as little change as possible” 

This definition is being considered 
through Proposal 9 mediation, 
which is ongoing. 

7.1 – 7.4 

Stage 3 Further 
Submission, 
page 7 

Public open space 
 

Support the inclusion of a definition of 
“Public open space” to mean ‘land 
which is publicly owned and 
accessible’ as this has been recorded 
in a legal opinion and adopted by the 
Joint Management Board when making 
decisions on applications in the Core. 
Accept submission 

Support the definition as per the 
Revised Proposal. 
 

6.38 

Stage 3 
Submission, 
page 37 

Reconstruction 
 Amend the definition of 

“reconstruction” as follows: 

In relation to a heritage item or 
heritage setting, means to rebuild part 
of a building, structure or feature which 
has been lost or damaged, as closely 
as possible to a documented earlier 
form and materials, but using new 
materials. Reconstruction may also 
include building code upgrades which 
are likely to be needed to meet 
relevant standards, as part of the 
reconstructed area. 

This definition is being considered 
through Proposal 9 mediation, 
which is ongoing. 

7.1 – 7.4 

Stage 3 
Submission, 
page 38 

Reinstatement 
 Add a definition of “reinstatement” 

consistent with the definition provided 
in the ICOMOS Charter. 

Suggested wording for consideration in 

This definition is being considered 
through Proposal 9 mediation, 
which is ongoing. 

7.1 – 7.4 
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addition includes: 

“means to put material components of 
a place, including the products of 
reassembly, back in position”. 

Stage 3 
Submission, 
page 38 

Relocation of a heritage 
item 
 

Retain the definition of “relocation of a 
heritage item”. 

This definition is being considered 
through Proposal 9 mediation, 
which is ongoing. 

7.1 – 7.4 

Stage 3 
Submission, 
page 38 

Repairs 
 Amend the definition for “repairs” to 

broadly encompass all activities 
previously permitted as maintenance 
and repair in the CRRP and consider 
the ICOMOS Charter definition as a 
guideline for clear and concise 
wording. 

Suggested wording for consideration 
alongside the CCRP definition 
includes: 

“means to make good decayed or 
damaged fabric using identical, closely 
similar, or otherwise appropriate 
material”. 

This definition is being considered 
through Proposal 9 mediation, 
which is ongoing. 

7.1 – 7.4 

Stage 3 
Submission, 
page 39 

Residential activity 
 

Amend the definition of ‘Residential 
Activity’ in a manner that is consistent 
with the outcomes of the Stage 1 
Hearings, including the exclusion of fire 
stations from this definition and the 
inclusion of habitable accessory 
buildings. 

Support the exclusion of fire 
stations in the Revised Proposal 
definition. 
 
However, the definition should be 
amended (as agreed at mediation) 
to include habitable accessory 
buildings. Clause (a) of the 
definition of Residential activity 
should read: “a residential unit, 
boarding house, or a family flat 
(including accessory building 
(residential activity).”     
 
The reliant definitions also need 
amending as follows: “Accessory 
building (residential activity).”  

6.39 – 6.43 

Stage 3 
Submission, 

Restoration  
 Amend the definition for “restoration” 

This definition is being considered 
through Proposal 9 mediation, 

7.1 – 7.4 
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page 39 to include further description of what is 
meant by “reassembly” ensuring 
consistency with the ICOMOS Charter. 

Suggested wording for consideration in 
addition includes: 

“Reassembly means to put existing but 
disarticulated parts of a structure back 
together” 
 
And amend to include the following 
text: 
Restoration may also include building 
code upgrades which are likely to be 
needed to meet relevant standards, as 
part of the restored area  
And list this definition in the correct 
alphabetical order. 

which is ongoing. 

Stage 2 
Submission, 
page 39 

Rural character  
 Revise the definition of Rural 

Character to mean 

“the distinctive combinations of 
qualities which make an area ‘rural’ 
rather than ‘urban’. These include the 
dominance in the landscape of natural 
vegetation and primary production 
regimes and the absence or 
subservience of man-made structures 
other than those related to primary 
production or to other activities for 
which provision is made in the District 
Plan applying to that area.” 

Support the absence of a definition 
as per the Revised Proposal.  The 
definition is not considered 
necessary. 

6.44 

Stage 2 Further 
Submission, 
page 8 

Sensitive activities  
 

Amend the definition of 'sensitive 
activities' to reflect that set out in Mr 
Thomson’s evidence on the 
Introduction and Definitions Proposals. 

Support the definition as per the 
Revised Proposal, which reflects 
the Agreed Proposal 12. 

6.25 – 6.31 

Stage 3 
Submission, 
page 40 

Sensitive activities  
Amend the definition of “sensitive 
activities’ as follows: 

means: 

a. in relation to hazardous 

Support the definition as per the 
Revised Proposal, which reflects 
the Agreed Proposal 12. 

6.25 – 6.31 
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substances and electricity-related 
assets:  

i. residential activities;  

ii. education activities including 
pre-school facilities; 

iii. guest accommodation;  

health care facilities and any elderly 
persons’ housing units or complex.  

Stage 3 
Submission, 
page 40 

Sensitive areas 
 

Amend the definition to clarify clause 
(e) of “sensitive areas’. 

Support the deletion of this 
definition as per the Revised 
Proposal, which reflects the Agreed 
Proposal 12. 

6.25 – 6.31 

Stage 2 
Submission, 
page 37 

Service station  
 Amend the Stage 1 definition of 

Scheduled activities as follows; 

Service station 

means any site where the primary 
activity is the retail sale of motor 
vehicle fuels, including petrol, LPG, 
CNG and diesel, and may include any 
one or more of the following ancillary 
activities: 

a. the sale or hire of kerosene, 
alcohol based fuels, lubricating 
oils, tyres, batteries, vehicle spare 
parts, trailers and other 
accessories normally associated 
with motor vehicles; 

b. the mechanical repair, servicing 
and cleaning of motor vehicles 
(other than heavy vehicles) and 
domestic garden equipment but 
not panel beating, spray painting 
and heavy engineering such as 
engine reboring and crankshaft 
grinding; 

c. truck stops; 

Support the definition as per the 
Revised Proposal. 

6.45 – 6.46 
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d. inspection and certification of 
motor vehicles;  

e. the ancillary sale of other goods 
for the convenience and comfort 
of service station customers; 

f. mechanics, tyre shops and 
inspections centres ancillary to a 
service station that do not sell 
motor vehicle fuels as their 
primary function” 

but shall not include any industrial 
activity. 

Stage 2 
Submission, 
page 36 

Signage related 
definitions (Outdoor 
advertising and 
sign/signage) 
 

Amend and refine references to signs 
throughout the Proposals to reduce the 
number of definitions of types of signs. 

The Crown is no longer pursuing its 
submission in respect of 'outdoor 
advertising' and 'sign/signage'. 

6.47 

Stage 3 
Submission, 
page 40 

Stabilisation 
 

Add a definition for “stabilisation” 
consistent with the definition provided 
in the ICOMOS Charter. 

Suggested wording for consideration in 
addition includes: 

“Stabilisation means the arrest or 
slowing of the processes of decay” 

This definition is being considered 
through Proposal 9 mediation, 
which is ongoing. 

7.1 – 7.4 

Stage 2 
Submission, 
page 38 

Temporary activities and 
buildings  Amend the definition for “Temporary 

activities and buildings” as follows:  

Temporary activities and buildings 
includes: 

… 

e. temporary military training activities 
undertaken for defence purposes as 
described by the Defence Act 1990. 

The definition in the Revised 
Proposal should be amended to 
include the following clause: 
 
e. temporary military training 
activities undertaken for defence 
purposes as described by the 
Defence Act 1990. 

6.48 – 6.49 

Stage 3 
Submission, 
page 40 

Temporary activities and 
buildings  

Amend the definition of “temporary 
activities and buildings” to ensure there 
is only one definition and also consider 
consistency with related definitions 

Support the inclusion of only one 
definition in the Revised Proposal.  
However, that definition should be 
amended to give effect to the 

6.48 – 6.49 
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such as “event”. Crown's proposed relief in respect 
of temporary military training 
activities. 

Stage 2 
Submission, 
page 38 

Temporary military 
training activities 
 

Amend the definition for “Temporary 
activities and buildings” as follows:  

Temporary activities and buildings 
includes: 

… 

e. temporary military training activities 
undertaken for defence purposes as 
described by the Defence Act 1990 

As above. 6.48 – 6.49 

Stage 2 
Submission, 
page 38 

Transport infrastructure 
 

Retain the definition of “Transport 
infrastructure” as notified. 

Support the definition as per the 
Revised Proposal. 

6.50 

Stage 2 
Submission, 
page 38 

Transport system 
 

Retain the definition of “Transport 
system” as notified. 

Support the definition as per the 
Revised Proposal. 

6.51 

Stage 3 
Submission, 
page 41 

Urban activities 
 Add a definition of urban activities: 

means activities of a size, function, 
intensity or character typical of those in 
urban areas and includes: 

1. residential units at a density 
equivalent to more than one 
residential unit per 4 ha of site 
area; 

2. industrial and commercial 
activities, except rural activities ; 

3. sports fields and recreation 
facilities that service the urban 
population (but excluding 
activities that require a rural 
location); and 

any other land use that is to be located 
within the existing urban area or new 
Priority Areas for development 
identified in the Canterbury Regional 
Policy Statement, Chapter 6, on Map 
A. 

Support the definition as per the 
Revised Proposal. 

6.52 

http://ecan.govt.nz/our-responsibilities/regional-plans/rps/Pages/Default.aspx
http://ecan.govt.nz/our-responsibilities/regional-plans/rps/Pages/Default.aspx
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Stage 2 
Submission, 
page 38 

Works for the purpose of 
earthquake recovery  
 

Add the following new definition to 
Proposal 2: 

“Works for the purpose of 
earthquake recovery” 

Works for the purpose of earthquake 
recovery include (without limitation): 

a. The reconstruction, placement, 
alteration or extension of all or 
any part of any building, structure, 
or other associated erection on or 
under land; or 

b. The demolition or relocation of all 
or part of a building, structure or 
other associated erection on or 
under land including repair and 
rebuild works necessary in order 
to carry out the clearance; or 

c. Earthworks associated with the 
clearance of all or part of a 
building, structure or other 
associated erection on or under 
land; or 

d. The removal and disposal of any 
building, structure, vegetation or 
material to facilitate works carried 
out in accordance with (a) – (c) 
above; or 

The erection of temporary buildings 
and structures to facilitate works 
carried out in accordance with (a) – (d) 
above. 

Support the absence of a definition 
as per the Revised Proposal.   

6.53 – 6.54 
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APPENDIX VAB2 – DOCUMENTS READ IN PREPARING MY STATEMENT OF EVIDENCE 

I have read the following documents in preparing this statement of evidence: 
 

 Definitions (Stage 2 and 3) evidence on behalf of the Council as follows: 

 Evidence of Janine Sowerby dated 24 February 2016; 

 Evidence of Shirley Ferguson dated 24 February 2016; 

 Evidence of Mark Stevenson dated 24 February 2016; 

 Evidence of Sarah Oliver dated 24 February 2016; 

 Evidence of Scott Blair dated 24 February 2016; 

 Evidence of Ruth Evans dated 24 February 2016; 

 Evidence of Sarah Jenkin dated 24 February 2016; 

 Evidence of Kelly Andrew dated 24 February 2016; 

 Evidence of Peter Eman dated 24 February 2016; 

 Evidence of Kimberley Rolton dated 24 February 2016; 

 Evidence of Caroline Rachlin dated 24 February 2016; 

 Evidence of Andrew Long dated 24 February 2016; 

 Evidence of Alison McLaughlin dated 24 February 2016; 

 Evidence of Glenda Dixon dated 24 February 2016; 

 Evidence of Deborah Hogan dated 24 February 2016; 

 Evidence of Alan Matheson dated 24 February 2016; 

 Evidence of David Falconer dated 24 February 2016; 

 Evidence of Adele Radburnd dated 24 February 2016; and 

 Evidence of Janice Carter dated 24 February 2016. 

 Relevant parts of evidence for other hearings as follows:  

 Evidence of Yvonne Legarth on behalf of the Crown for Proposal 14 (Residential) Stage 

1, dated 20 March 2015; 

 Evidence of Lisa Taitua on behalf of the Crown for Proposal 14 (Residential) Stage 1, 

dated 20 March 2015; 

 Evidence of Vicki Barker on behalf of the Crown for Proposal 14 (Residential) Stage 1, 

dated 20 March 2015; 

 Evidence of Ainsley McLeod on behalf of the Crown for Proposal 14 (Residential) Stage 

1, dated 20 March 2015; 

 Evidence of Ainsley McLeod on behalf of the Crown for Proposal 7 (Transport) Stage 2, 

dated 16 September 2015; 
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 Evidence of Anna Cameron on behalf of the Crown for Proposal 17 (Rural) Stage 2, 

dated 29 October 2015; 

 Evidence of Vicki Barker on behalf of the Crown for Proposal 17 (Rural) Stage 2, dated 

29 October 2015; 

 Evidence of Anna Cameron on behalf of the Crown for Proposal 18 (Open Space) Stage 

2 & 3, dated 27 January 2016; 

 Evidence of Vicki Barker on behalf of the Crown for Proposal 18 (Open Space) Stage 2 

& 3, dated 27 January 2016; 

 Evidence of Claire Kelly on behalf of the Crown for Proposal 13 (Central City) Stage 3 

and Proposal 21 (Specific Purpose Zone) Stage 2 & 3, dated 14 January 2016; 

 Evidence of Kenneth Gimblett on behalf of the Crown for Proposal 13 (Central City) 

Stage 3, dated 14 January 2016; 

 Evidence of Alison McLaughlin on behalf of the Council for Proposal 6 (General Rules 

and Procedures) Stage 2 & 3, dated 4 February 2016; 

 Evidence of Sara McMillan on behalf of the Crown for Proposal 6 (General Rules and 

Procedures) Stage 2 & 3, dated 17 February 2016; 

 Evidence of Kelly Andrew on behalf of the Council for Proposal 6 (General Rules and 

Procedures) Stage 2 & 3, dated 4 February 2016 

 Evidence of Andrew Willis on behalf of the Crown for Proposal 6 and 13 (Part) (General 

Rules and Procedures) Stage 2 & 3, dated 17 February 2016; 

 Evidence of Anna Cameron on behalf of the Crown for Proposal 9 (Natural and Cultural 

Heritage) Stage 3, dated 10 December 2015; 

 Rebuttal evidence of Sandra McIntyre on behalf of the Crown for Proposal 9 (Natural 

and Cultural Heritage) Stage 3, dated 15 January 2016. 

 Relevant Panel Minutes and Decisions as follows: 

 Decision 1: Strategic Directions and Strategic Outcomes (and Relevant Definitions) 

dated 26 February 2015; 

 Decision 10: Residential (Part) Stage 1, dated 10 December 2015; 

 Panel Minute, dated 3 November 2015; 

 Memorandum of Counsel on behalf of the Council dated, 3 August 2015; 

 Mediation Report for Proposal 2: Definitions (Stage 2 & 3) dated 22 February 2016; 

 Canterbury Earthquake (Christchurch Replacement District Plan) Order 2014, Schedule 

4: Statement of Expectations. 

 

 


