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1. The Parts of the Proposal Generation Zero’s and the other 
listed submitters’ submissions relate to 

 
Chapter 16 Industrial: 
16.8.1.2 Heating, Ventilation and Air Conditioning 
 

2. The particular changes that Generation Zero and the other 
listed submitters are seeking 

 
16.8.1.2 Heating, Ventilation and Air Conditioning 
i.  Any building shall be separated into independent control zones of no more 
than 100m² with the control of temperature, ventilation and re-circulation 
independent of another control zone  
ii.  Any space subject to heating and cooling shall be subject to controls so as to 
not operate simultaneously within the zone 
iii.  The central plant for a building shall be subject to controls so it only operates 
when the zone systems require it. The default position shall be ‘off’ 
iv.  The roof of any building used for office activities is to have a minimum overall 
R value of no less than R3.6. 
v. The walls of any building used for office activities are to have a minimum overall R 
value of no less than R2.6. 
vi. The windows of any building used for office activities are to have a minimum 
overall R value of no less than R0.31 
 

3. Statement of Lay Evidence 

 
Generation Zero believes that, in the wake of the earthquakes, Christchurch has a 
unique opportunity to rebuild our city such that it adopts modern building practices. 
It is therefore wise to encourage practices which are more sustainable and less costly 
in the long term while we have this chance to start from scratch.  
 
As such, we believe that the provisions in 16.8.1.2 should be amended to increase 
the minimum standard for insulation for buildings used for office activities to the 
same as the standards in 14.14.3.8 - Energy and water efficient standards for new 
residential units. These buildings are very arguably used for as much of the day as 
the home is, yet the standards within the current provisions are much lower. The 
only clear benefit to lower standards is that businesses are able to cut costs in the 
short term (before an increase in energy efficiency pays off). The much greater 
inconvenience and cost of upgrading the building when required is then left to a 



  4 
 

subsequent purchaser later on down the track. In addition, as alluded to, higher 
minimum insulation standards for buildings makes for more sustainable and better 
long term investment. 
 
If the Christchurch City Council wants to be seen as a local body which cares about 
sustainability and the environment, then it should take the opportunities given to it 
(like this one) to promote those very things. We are aware that the Council might 
consider it contrary to provision (a)(ii) of the Statement of Expectations in the 
Canterbury Earthquake Order 2014 to add rather than remove prescriptiveness 
within the plan.1 We would argue that the addition of further minimum insulation 
standards does not discourage innovation or choice in any meaningful way, which is 
the explicit purpose of that provision. On the contrary, more ambitious minimum 
standards encourage innovation to reduce cost. 
 
 

4. Conclusions 

 
The higher standards in our suggested amendment would be more sustainable, more 
economically beneficial in the long term and not necessarily at odds with the 
Statement of Expectations. We hope this suggestion is given consideration. 

                                                      
1 Schedule 4(a)(ii): “The expectations of the Minister for Canterbury Earthquake 
Recovery and the Minister for the Environment are that the replacement district 
plan— 

(a) clearly articulates how decisions about resource use and values will be 
made, which must be in a manner consistent with an intention to reduce 
significantly (compared with the existing district plans)— 

(i) reliance on resource consent processes; and 
(ii) the number, extent, and prescriptiveness of development 
controls and design standards in the rules, in order to encourage 
innovation and choice; and 
(iii) the requirements for notification and written approval;” 

 
 
 

Sincerely, 
Rowan Muir 

           Rmuir
On behalf of Generation Zero and the other listed submitters.




