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STATEMENT OF EVIDENCE OF JAMES SAMSON 

INTRODUCTION 

1 My name is James Samson.  

2 I am project managing the Calendar Girls development at 63 
Victoria Street.  Calendar Girls on Victoria Street is owned (and will 
be operated) by Casino Bar Limited and some trusts.  I refer to 
these generally as ‘Calendar Girls’. 

3 I am authorised to give evidence on behalf of Calendar Girls in my 
project management role.  When I refer to my views and actions I 
have undertaken these are in my capacity as project manager.   

4 Calendar Girls is currently located at 196 Hereford Street, but will 
shift into its Victoria Street premises upon the grant of a liquor 
license for those premises.  

5 I cover the reason for the move below, along with: 

5.1 Details of the investment in the Victoria Street premises; 

5.2 Plans for further investment in the Central City.  

6 I begin, however, by outlining my concerns with the new 
entertainment and hospitality precinct policy proposed in the 
evidence of Alison McLaughlin.  

CCC POLICY 

7 I have had a dialogue with other Victoria Street entertainment and 
hospitality operators since beginning my project management role. 
Through these connections I have recently been made aware that 
CCC is now supporting significantly different provisions on sale of 
alcohol compared to what was notified in the original proposal.  

8 I understand that the original provisions have now been replaced 
with a policy that in effect says: 

8.1 the appropriate place for late-night entertainment and 
hospitality, such as night clubs and bars, is in the Category 1 
precinct; 

8.2 that the Category 2 precincts are appropriate for cafes, 
restaurants and takeaway food services; and 
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8.3 that despite being a Category 2 entertainment and hospitality 
precinct, Victoria Street is a residential area and activities 
undertaken should minimise the disturbance to residents.  

9 I am incredibly disappointed in this policy and consider it is contrary 
to: 

9.1 the existing investment in Victoria Street; 

9.2 the planning signals given by the Central City Recovery Plan 
(CCRP) and CCC itself in granting resource consents to 
owners in Victoria Street to trade until 3.00am (and in our 
case 4.00am);  

9.3 specific advice given to me by the Canterbury Earthquake 
Recovery Authority, the CCDU and CCC (I cover this in more 
detail below).  

10 I am also frustrated by the fact that such significant changes have 
been made at this point in time.  Had the notified proposal 
contained this policy there is no doubt I would have arranged for 
Calendar Girls to have submitted in opposition to it.  The submission 
would have outlined the matters I referred to in paragraph 9 above, 
and sought explicit policy recognition of: 

10.1 the importance of continuing late night bars and clubs on 
Victoria Street;  

10.2 the extent of existing investment; and 

10.3 the need to ensure Victoria Street remains viable.   

11 As it is: 

11.1 I have had very little time to properly consider CCC’s position 
and respond; 

11.2 I have only been able to participate in this process by 
providing evidence for another submitter; and 

11.3 Calendar Girls has no appeal rights. 

MOVE TO VICTORIA STREET 

12 As outlined above, Calendar Girls is currently located on Hereford 
Street.  Its new premises on Victoria Street have been complete for 
some seven months, but we are waiting on the liquor license to be 
granted for those premises before moving in.  
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13 The move to Victoria Street is not by choice.  

14 Calendar Girls constructed a purpose built strip-club on Hereford 
Street in 2010, at a cost of $5 million.  It opened to the public in 
November 2010, survived the earthquakes intact, but then 
remained within the red zone cordon for a long period of time.  It 
only reopened in April 2012. 

15 Then in August 2012 the Central City Blueprint was released.  It 
showed a green ‘eastern frame’ between Manchester and Madras 
Streets on the eastern edge of the CBD.  Included in that green area 
was Calendar Girls’ premises on Hereford Street. 

16 I was concerned about what this would mean for Calendar Girls, and 
from that point on I had regular (at times weekly) meetings with 
CCC, CERA and CCDU.  During these meetings it became clear to 
me that Calendar Girls would eventually be required to leave its 
premises on Hereford Street to make way for the eastern frame, 
and specifically a children’s playground. 

17 I in turn raised concerns about the lack of an area or areas set aside 
for adult entertainment.  In response, it was suggested to me that 
Calendar Girls could relocate to either the St Asaph/High Street 
area, or Victoria Street. 

18 It was finally confirmed by the CCDU in September 2013 that 
Calendar Girls had to leave, and that its building would be 
demolished.  I began to weigh up the options as presented by CCC, 
and decided that re-establishing Calendar Girls on Victoria Street (as 
opposed to in the St Asaph/High Street area) was preferable.  This 
is because: 

18.1 I was aware that there were a lot of brothels on Victoria 
Street pre-earthquake; 

18.2 The Casino was in very close proximity to the site I was 
looking at.  The Casino has a 24 hour license, which gave me 
an indication (over and above that contained in the CCRP and 
given to be by CCC) that the area was suitable for late-night 
entertainment; 

18.3 There were a number of other late-night entertainment and 
hospitality venues on Victoria Street, most of which had been 
granted resource consent post-earthquakes; 

18.4 Victoria Street is now much more ‘central’ than the St Asaph 
Street area, the City having moved west after the 
earthquakes; 
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18.5 There was not (and still is not) much development in and 
around the St Asaph St area as compared with Victoria 
Street. 

19 Construction started on the Victoria Street premises 18 months ago, 
and as outlined above it is now complete.  

20 The new building cost approximately $4 million to construct, and 
another $1.5 million has been spent on fit out.  

21 In my role as project manager I have obtained all the proper 
resource consents on Calendar Girls’ behalf, including 
RMA92028871.  That consent was granted by CCC on 24 June 2015, 
and provides for: 

21.1 The sale of liquor from 7.00am to 4.00am the following day, 
seven days a week; 

21.2 A Noise and Operational Management Plan to be developed by 
an acoustic consultant and certified by CCC; 

21.3 The premises to be operated in accordance with the Noise 
and Operational Management Plan; 

21.4 Various acoustic insulation and sound absorption material to 
be installed; and 

21.5 A music noise limiting system to be used.  

22 It also contains a review condition which provides for the consent to 
be reviewed at six-monthly intervals. 

23 The consent is attached and marked “A”.  

24 Calendar Girls now just needs to obtain a liquor license (which we 
are in the process of doing) before Calendar Girls can officially shift. 
This is not proving easy, however.  

25 Needless to say, the whole experience has been stressful.  By far 
the most stressful part, however, has been to find out now that 
after spending $5.5 million on premises in a location suggested by 
CCC, CCC is seeking to introduce a policy which discourages late 
night entertainment in Victoria Street.   

26 If the new proposal becomes part of the District Plan, the policy will 
put significant financial pressure on Calendar Girls.  It carries with it 
a risk of reviews against the new policy but generally makes it clear 
our business is not welcome in what is described as a “residential 
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area”.  It could realistically also have flow on consequences for the 
100 staff Calendar Girls employs.  

 

Dated: 17 February 2016 

 

James Samson 
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ATTACHMENT A – RESOURCE CONSENT 
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Resource Management Act 1991 

 

 

 

Decision on an Application for Resource Consent  
(including decision on notification) 

(Sections 95A / 95B and 104 / 104C ) 

 
Application Number:  RMA92028871 
Applicant:  Casino Bar Limited 
Site address:  63 Victoria Street 
Legal Description: Lot 1 DP25803 
City Plan Zoning:  Central City Business 
Proposed District Plan Zoning:  N/A Phase 3 of DPR 
Activity Status City Plan:  Restricted Discretionary 
Activity Status Proposed Plan:  N/A Phase 3 of DPR 
 
Description of Application:  To Establish and Operate a Licenced Premises, Adult Entertainment 

Venue and Brothel. 
 

Introduction 

 
I have been appointed by the Christchurch City Council in accordance with s.34A or the Resource Management 
Act (RMA) to consider the matters of notification and to determine an application by Casino Bar Ltd to establish 
and operate a licenced premises, adult entertainment venue and brothel in the existing building at 63 Victoria 
Street. The building will be internally refitted; externally it will be re-clad, the only addition being a lift and fire 
stairs along the Victoria Street frontage. Outdoor advertising is also proposed on the front (north eastern) 
façade of the building, with landscaping of a courtyard at street level. 
 
I convened a meeting at the Christchurch City Council offices at 9:15am on 23 June 2015, primarily to consider 
the matter of notification.  I had before me a report prepared by Council planning officer, Ms Clare Dale, in 
which she recommended that the application be processed on a non-notified basis in accordance with Section 
95A of the Resource Management Act (RMA). Ms Dale attended the meeting.  Also at the meeting was Ms 
Teresa O’Neil, a consultant planner representing the applicant, Mr Allan Pritchard, an architectural designer 
and Mr Aaron Greenwood and Mr James Samson, for the applicant. I agreed to hear from the applicants and 
their representatives to assist me in reaching a decision on the matter of notification. 
 
I am also aware that the Council had received a number of letters and emails from persons who considered 
that they would be affected by the application, and/or who sought that the application be publicly notified.  I 
have received a copy of the letter from the Inner City West Neighbourhood Association (ICON) and a summary 
of feedback received from other parties, as outlined in Appendix 2 of Ms Dale’s report.  I have taken these 
comments into account in my deliberations on the matter of notification. 
 
I record that I have read Ms Dale’s report together with the peer reviews of the application undertaken by Mr 
Hugh Nicholson (in regards to urban design) and Ms Kirsten Rayne (noise).  I have also read the application, 
including recent amendments made post lodgement, and accompanying noise assessment prepared by 
Marshall Day. 
 
I carried out a site visit following the conclusion of the meeting. 
 

Matters raised at the meeting 

 
Ms O’Neill advised that the applicant was generally comfortable with the recommendations contained in Ms 
Dale’s report, including the draft conditions, except for Condition 2 which restricted the sale of liquor to the 
hours between 0700hrs and 0300hrs the following day, seven days per week.  She reiterated that the applicant 
had sought to sell liquor up until 0400hrs, which was consistent with their liquor licence application, albeit that 
no decision had been made on the liquor licence at this stage.   
 
Mr Greenwood and Mr Samson provided a useful overview of the nature of the business, being primarily adult 
entertainment rather than a bar.  To this extent, I was advised that the sale of alcohol comprised approximately 
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25% of spend and that the $25-$30 entry fee charged at the door acted as a deterrent to patrons who were 
simply wishing to purchase alcohol.  They also advised that there were no discounts or specials on alcohol that 
might otherwise attract patrons to the venue.  As such, the applicants considered that it was unlikely that 
patrons leaving other bars in the vicinity with a 0300hrs closing would be attracted to their premise for the sole 
purpose of purchasing alcohol for an additional hour.  Other matters pertaining to the operation that were 
discussed during the meeting included the applicant’s security arrangements, encompassing the use of 
October Protection, installation of security cameras and their track record for maintaining order and a tidy street 
frontage. 
 
In addressing other matters raised in Ms Dale’s report, Mr Pritchard advised that the applicants were 
comfortable with the draft conditions addressing ground floor glazing treatment and access and lighting of the 
fire escape stairs.  Ms Dale also clarified the CPTED surveillance concerns raised by Mr Nicholson and the 
reasons why additional glazing was sought along the ground floor building frontage. 
 
In terms of the proposed brothel activity, Ms O’Neil advised that she disagreed with Ms Dale’s assessment that 
s15 of the Prostitution Reform Act (PRA) required consideration, primarily because resource consent was not 
required for the brothel itself; rather an application had been triggered by City Plan provisions pertaining to the 
installation of the lift, signage, sale of liquor within 75m of a Living Zone and a breach in noise standards.  It 
was however common ground among all parties that the Christchurch City Council Brothels (Location and 
Commercial Sexual Services Signage) Bylaw 2013 permitted an ‘operator-run’ brothel on the subject site.  To 
this extent, Ms Dale advised that a number of parties who had raised concerns in relation to the subject 
application had also submitted on the bylaw, some of whom sought to restrict the location of brothels on 
Victoria Street to the south of Salisbury Street, which includes the subject site. 
 

Assessment 

 
I accept Ms Dale’s advice that the site is zoned Central City Business (CCB) under the operative City Plan and 
that overall the application constitutes a restricted discretionary activity due to a breach in building setback, 
signage, sale of liquor and noise standards, as set out fully in her report.  I further note that the rules of Stages 
1 & 2 of the Replacement District Plan are not applicable to the application site given its Central City Business 
zoning.  I also agree with Ms O’Neill that while the brothel itself does not trigger the need for resource consent, 
thus creating some ambiguity as to whether the PRA comes into play.  I have nevertheless assessed the 
proposal in accordance with s15(1)(a) and (b) of the PRA for the sake of completeness. 
 
As identified by Ms Dale, the Council’s assessment of the effects of this proposal is limited to matters relating 
to the proposed sign, the street scene, noise, the effects of the sale of liquor on residential amenity and the 
operation brothels (under the PRA).  Prior to undertaking this assessment, it is relevant1 to note a brothel 
activity involving the sale of liquor between the hours of 7am and 11pm could be established on the site as a 
permitted activity under the City Plan, regardless of being located within 75m of a Living Zone.  A permitted 
activity would also require a smaller sign of 3m2 maximum (but could have more signage over all - up to 9.1m2) 
and no alterations to the existing building in terms of street scene setback.  Compliance with these standards 
would also negate any consideration of the PRA.  Given this ‘permitted baseline’, I agree with Ms Dale that it is 
the effects of the liquor licencing hours beyond 11pm at night that are the primary effect for consideration in this 
instance. 
 
In assessing the potential adverse effects on residential amenity associated with the sale of liquor after 11pm, I 
firstly note that while the site itself is within 75m of a living zone, the sole staff and customer entry/exit point on 
Victoria Street is not.  As such, a distinction can be made between ‘activity’ related effects and ‘general’ off-site 
effects, as referred to in the legal advice of Council’s solicitor, Mr Brent Pizzey.  In terms of ‘activity’ related 
effects, I recognise that the proposal is expected to comply with the relevant noise standards at the (nearest) 
Central City Residential Zone boundary, with the only breach in noise standards occurring at the adjoining 
boundary at 65 Victoria Street – a property which is to accommodate a four-storey commercial building once 
construction is completed. 
 
In relation to ‘general’ off-site effects, I can appreciate the concerns of local residents regarding the potential for 
the proposal to contribute to existing off-site noise effects and antisocial behaviour occurring in the area after 
11pm.  However, I also consider that the applicant cannot be expected to control people’s behaviour within 
public places to any greater extent than what is currently proposed through the (agreed) draft conditions, 
including the implementation of a Noise and Operational Management Plan (NOMP).  This is primarily due to 
the limited scope for addressing off-site effects beyond the application site, particularly where the Plan 

                                                      
1 Under both s95D(b) and 104(2) of the RMA 
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essentially establishes a 75m setback between a facility selling liquor after 11pm in the Central City and any 
living zone.  
  
In this case, it is recognised that the relatively narrow width of the Victoria Street hospitality/entertainment 
precinct means that it is unlikely that any liquor trading after 11pm could meet this setback, albeit that it is likely 
to only be triggered at one living zone boundary.  In my view, the purpose of this permitted activity rule is to act 
as a trigger for restricted discretionary resource consent to ensure that potential adverse effects on those 
residential properties within the immediate vicinity can be adequately mitigated, as opposed to being a tool to 
avoid the sale of alcohol after 11pm within the CCB zone altogether.  Such considerations do however extend 
to include any adverse cumulative effects associated with the proposed activity, however in my opinion; the City 
Plan anticipates that such cumulative effects are to be assessed with respect to any potential impact on the 
immediate vicinity, rather than the wider environment over which the applicant has limited ability to control.  The 
presence of other bars in the near vicinity, including a number with current trading hours through to 4am, 
compounds this issue and makes it difficult to assign responsibility for antisocial behaviour to any one facility.  
The applicants have however agreed (through the preparation, certification and implementation of the NOMP) 
to ensure that noise does not exceed reasonable levels and that off-site effects related to noise, rubbish and the 
dispersal of patrons are managed appropriately.    
 
In terms of other matters canvassed within the relevant assessment matters, I note that the adequacy of car 
parking can only be given limited weight in light of the removal of car parking requirements within the Central 
City. I also recognise that the applicant is proposing to landscape the street frontage to provide additional 
screening and buffering.  Furthermore, I anticipate that additional buffering to both existing and future residential 
properties will occur following the gradual infill of post-earthquake construction, while also recognising that new 
habitable spaces are required to meet a higher acoustic insulation standard. 
 
With regard to whether the sale of liquor should cease at 0400hrs or at an earlier time (such as 0300hrs 
recommended by Ms Dale), I note Ms Dale’s concern that “the proposed activity could become a congregation 
point as patrons from other closing premises, may be drawn to this activity with extended hours of operation for 
liquor sales”.  However, having heard from the applicants that the primary focus of their business is adult 
entertainment rather than the sale of alcohol, and that the compulsory entry fee is likely to defer patrons simply 
wishing to access another bar following the close of others along Victoria Street, I tend to agree with the 
applicants that any significant congregation is unlikely to result.  There are likely to be other factors that are 
relevant to the consideration of the liquor licence application until 0400hrs, which are outside the scope of the 
resource consent process.  However, on the basis of the City Plan assessment matters to which my discretion 
is limited, I find no grounds to limit the sale of liquor to an earlier time.  
 
In accordance with s15 of the PRA, I must also consider (as part of this resource consent) whether the 
business of prostitution will cause any nuisance or serious offence to ordinary members of the public and 
whether the activity is incompatible with the existing character of the area in which it will be situated.  In 
considering these matters, I note that resource consent is not required for the establishment of the brothel itself 
and the activity is permitted on the subject site under the Christchurch City Council Brothels (Location and 
Commercial Sexual Services Signage) Bylaw 2013.  As stated in Ms Dale’s report, the decision by the Council 
to identify the application site as a permitted area for brothels under the Bylaw included consideration of what 
locations would be offensive to ordinary members of the public, taking into account the public feedback and 
submissions received.  I also concur with Ms Dale that the site’s Central City location and the relatively discrete 
nature of the building and proposed signage is unlikely to cause offence or be incompatible with the existing 
character of the receiving environment, which already includes a casino, bars and restaurants. 
 
Residual matters pertaining to outdoor advertising, building setback and noise have been canvassed in Ms 
Dale’s report and the applicants were agreeable to the draft conditions associated with these matters.  I 
generally agree with Ms Dale’s assessment of environmental effects in this regard, except in relation to the 
extent of glazing on the ground floor of the building.  In my view, this issue is not a particularly relevant 
consideration to the subject application given that the covering of windows appears to be a permitted activity 
and the existing setback non-compliance for this part of building is otherwise exempt via General Rule 2.1.2.  
Nevertheless, the applicants have agreed to supply an updated set of plans to the Council to confirm the extent 
of glazing once a tenant has been secured for the ground floor and prior to the lodgement of the associated 
building consent application. 
 
For the reasons outlined above, I consider that any adverse effects on the environment will be less than minor. 
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Despite the above, do any special circumstances exist in relation to this application which would lead 
you to conclude that the application should be publicly notified? [Section 95A(4)] 

 
No.  While the application has generated a level of public interest with respect to the potential off-site effects 
associated with the proposal, I do not consider that these concerns constitute a “special circumstance” that 
would warrant public notification of the application under section 95A(4) of the RMA. 
 

Who is considered to be adversely affected by the granting of this application?  Has written approval 
been obtained from all such persons? [Section 95E] 

 
For the reasons outline above no persons are considered to be adversely affected by the proposal.  
 

Objectives, policies, rules and other relevant provisions of the City Plan [Section 104(1)(b)(iv)]  

 
I agree with Ms Dale’s assessment of relevant objectives and policies, including recognition of the site being 
within an identified Category 2 entertainment and hospitality precinct, which sets a more permissive night time 
noise (LAeq (15 min)) standards are 5 dB higher) compared to Category 3 areas, which include Living Zones.  
In this instance, the applicant has demonstrated compliance with both Category 2 and Category 3 noise 
standards with the exception of the site at 65 Victoria Street, where noise effects will be less than minor in any 
case.   
 
Overall, I have found that the proposal will maintain the amenity of the CCB zone and that of the nearby 
residential areas through the imposition of a suite of consent conditions, to which the applicant has agreed.  I 
am also comfortable that due to the primary focus of the business being for adult entertainment and the 
financial deterrents in place to discourage those patrons simply seeking to purchase alcohol following the 
closure of other bars in the area, the sale of liquor to 0400hrs is unlikely to lead to a significant congregation of 
people at the subject site.  It is also recognised that customers are likely to wish to enter and exit the premises 
in a discrete manner, which will minimise disturbance to surrounding properties. 
 
I therefore consider the proposal to be in keeping with the objectives and policies of the Plan. 
 

Weighting of the City Plan and Proposed Christchurch Replacement District Plan 

 

The Independent Hearings Panel’s decision on the Proposed Plan's Strategic Directions and Strategic 
Outcomes was notified on 5 March 2015.  No appeals were received, so these provisions are now deemed to 
be approved and will become operative once the Council has given public notice. Accordingly the strategic 
objectives should be given significant weight. 
 

Relevant provisions of a National Environmental Standard, National Policy Statement, Regional Plan, 
Regional Policy Statement or Coastal Policy Statement [Section 104(1)(b)] 

 
Environment Canterbury and Council records indicate that the application site has not been used for an activity 
on the Hazardous Activities and Industries List (Ministry for the Environment) therefore the National 
Environmental Standard for managing contaminants in soil to protect human health does not apply.  
 

Are there any other matters which are relevant and reasonably necessary to determine the application? 
[Section 104(1)(c)] 

 
Recovery Strategy for Greater Christchurch (http://cera.govt.nz/recovery-strategy/overview/read-the-recovery-
strategy).  
 
The Recovery Strategy for Greater Christchurch (the Recovery Strategy) prepared by CERA under the 
Canterbury Earthquake Recovery Act became operative on 1 June 2012.  It is a statutory document that must 
be "read together with, and forms part of" other relevant legislation within the greater Christchurch area.  The 
City and District Plans must not be interpreted or applied in a way that is inconsistent with the Recovery 
Strategy. 
 
Granting consent to this application is not considered to be inconsistent with the Recovery Strategy as it does 
not conflict with any of the identified goals or priorities for recovery.   
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Part II of the Resource Management Act 1991  [Section 104(1)] 

 
The above considerations are subject to Part II of the Act which outlines its purpose and principles.  The 
proposal is considered to be consistent with Part II matters in that the proposal will maintain the amenity of the 
surrounding environment, in accordance with Section 7(c) and 7(f) of the Resource Management Act 1991.   
 

Section 104(3)(d) notification consideration 

 
No matters have arisen in the assessment of this application which would indicate that the application ought to 
have been notified. 
 

Decisions 

 
a) That the application be processed on a non-notified basis in accordance with Section 95A – 95F of the 

Resource Management Act 1991. 
 
b) That for the above reasons the application be granted pursuant to Sections 104, 104C, and 108 of the 

Resource Management Act 1991, subject to the following conditions: 
 
General 
 
1.  Except as modified by conditions below the development shall proceed in accordance with the 

information and plans submitted with the application. The Approved Consent Documentation has 
been entered into Council records as RMA9208871 (82 pages) and includes the stamped 
approved plans RMA9208871 pages 1 to 20. 

 
2.  The sale of liquor shall be limited to 7.00am (0700hrs) to 4.00am (0400hrs) the following day 

seven days a week.  
 
3.  The Corporate Affairs silhouette sign shall only be back light during evening hours/ hours of 

darkness (dusk to dawn - when Council street lights are in operation). 
 
4.  The consent holder shall shall supply plans and images of the ground floor glazing treatment of 

the street façade showing as much glazing as practicable. The information is to be provided to the 
Christchurch City Council’s Principal Urban Designer at least 10 working days prior to the plans 
being lodged for building consent for review and certification. The plans will be certified if they 
meet the following criteria;  
(a) The ground floor façade contains as much glazing as practicable (recognising the 

constraints of the existing building and proposed shear wall), and  
(b) The glazing allows for active engagement with the street and passive surveillance. 

 
Landscaping 
 
5.  The proposed landscaping shall be established in accordance with the landscape plan submitted 

with the further information on 9 June 2015, prepared by AP Design Architecture.  This plan is 
labelled RMA92028871/20 in Council records.  

 
6.  Proposed planting of specimen trees (Lancewood - Pseudopanax crassifolius) must be at least 1.5 

metres in height at the time of planting and once established must be maintained at a height of at 
least 2 metres thereafter. 

 
7.  All required landscaping shall be provided on site prior to the activity commencing operation.  
 
8.  All landscaping required for this consent shall be maintained.  Any dead, diseased, or damaged 

landscaping is to be replaced immediately with plants of a similar species. 
 
Noise & Operational Management  
 
9.  The consent holder shall develop a 'Noise & Operational Management Plan' (NOMP) for the 

activity to ensure that the conditions of consent are met, that noise does not exceed the levels 
stated in the application and that off-site effects related to noise, rubbish  and dispersal of patrons 
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are managed appropriately. The NOMP shall be prepared with advice from an appropriately 
qualified professional (Acoustic Consultant) in consultation with the Council.  At minimum the 
NOMP shall cover the following matters:  

 
(a) The purpose of the NOMP.  
(b) Identification of noise sources and mitigation required to ensure compliance with the City 

Plan standards and noise levels indicated in the Marshall Day Assessment.  
(c) Use of onsite security staff (days and times when on site security will be provided and their 

duties). 
(d) The clearing of rubbish and litter from outside of the site and immediate surrounds.  
(e) Initiatives to ensure that patrons departing from the premises at closing time do so 

expeditiously and do not linger in controlled outside areas and generate unnecessary 
people-based sounds. 

(f) Complaints procedures including the appointment of a Noise and Operations Liaison Officer 
(typically the Duty Manager). This person shall be responsible for the implementation of this 
plan.  

(g) Staff training and awareness of the NOMP.   

(h) Regular review of the NOMP. 
 
10.  The NOMP shall be submitted to the Council's Resource Consents Manager for certification at 

least 10 working days prior to the activity commencing operation. Once certified any amendments 
to the approved NOMP shall require the prior approval of the Resource Consents Manager. 

 
11.  Once certified the site shall be operated in accordance with the NOMP at all times and a copy of 

the NOMP shall be kept on the premises so that it is available for all staff.  
 
12.  The fire escape stairs at the rear of the building are only to be used in the event of an emergency 

and are not to be used for any other purpose at any other time (including by staff for the purposes 
of smoking or taking breaks). 

 
13.  That the Consent Holder engage a Fire Engineer to assess whether it is possible for the fire 

escape stairs at the rear of the building to be enclosed/ closed off to at least to a height that 
prevents access, and entry from the ground while still allowing it to function as required as an 
emergency access.  If deemed possible such a mechanism should be put in place.  

 

14.  The fire escape stairs at the rear of the building should be lit during evening hours/ hours of 

darkness (dusk to dawn - when Council street lights are in operation) in a manner that complies 
with the City Plan glare standards contained in development standard 11 - 2.3.2 (Group 1 Zones).  

 
15.  The outdoor seating area at ground floor level be closed by 11.00pm (2300hrs). 
 
16.  There shall be no deliveries or handling/disposal of rubbish, bottles or kegs into outdoor bins or 

skips between the hours of 11.00pm and 7.00am. 
 
17.  Ceiling tiles with a minimum sound insulation performance rating of CAC 39 shall be installed on 

the top floor of the building in accordance with the Marshall Day Acoustics - Noise Assessment 
date 22 May 2015. 

 
18.  Fibrous thermal insulation (minimum 125mm) shall be installed in the cavity on the top floor of the 

building in accordance with the Marshall Day Acoustics - Noise Assessment date 22 May 2015. 
 
19.  The front deck door shall be constructed of double glazed laminated safety glass, offer sound 

insulation performance of STC 33, and have an automatic closer fitted in accordance with the 
Marshall Day Acoustics - Noise Assessment date 22 May 2015. 

 
20.  Additional sound absorption treatment shall be installed internally around the first floor fire egress 

door to minimise noise emissions through the door, in accordance with Figure 2 of the Marshall 
Day Acoustics Assessment date 22 May 2015. 

 
21.  All external mechanical plant and equipment is to be designed, installed and operated in order to 

ensure that the noise levels received at the boundary of any adjacent property do not exceed 40 
dB LAeq. 
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22.  The consent holder shall provide written confirmation from an appropriately qualified professional 
(Acoustic Consultant)  that the mitigation required by conditions 12, 13, 14, 15 and 16 above has 
been installed to the Team Leader – Environmental Compliance prior to the opening of the 
premises to the public. 

 
23.  A music noise limiting system for both internal and external speaker systems should be installed in 

accordance with the Marshall Day Acoustics - Noise Assessment date 22 May 2015. 
 
24.  Music noise levels on the top floor should not exceed 90dB (unweighted) in any octave band at or 

below 250Hz in accordance with the Marshall Day Acoustics - Noise Assessment date 22 May 
2015. 

 
25.  This music noise limiting system in condition 18 and top floor noise limit in condition 19 shall be 

calibrated through commissioning testing.  The sound systems shall be calibrated as necessary to 
ensure that amplified sound from the site complies with the relevant limits. Written confirmation of 
the set calibration shall be provided to the Team Leader – Environmental Compliance prior to the 
opening of the premises to the public. 

 
Review Condition  

26.  In accordance with Section 128 and 129 of the Resource Management Act 1991, the Christchurch 
City Council may review, amend, or add to the conditions of this consent, by serving notice on the 
consent holder 6 months after the consent is implemented and at 6 monthly intervals thereafter, 
for any of the following purposes: 

 
a) To deal with any adverse effects on the environment (within the matters of discretion) that 

may arise from the exercise of the consent which were not foreseen at the time the 
application was considered and which it is appropriate to deal with at a later stage. 

 
b) To review the effectiveness of, and the consent holder’s compliance with the Noise and 

Operational Management Plan (NOMP) required as part of condition 9.  
 
 
Advice Notes:  

 The Council will require payment of its administrative charges in relation to monitoring, as authorised by the 
provisions of section 36 of the Resource Management Act 1991.  At present the monitoring charges 
include: 

(i)  A monitoring fee of $145 to cover the cost of setting up a monitoring programme and carrying out two 
site inspections to ensure compliance with the conditions of this consent; and 

(ii)  Time charged at an hourly rate of $116 (incl. GST) where additional monitoring is required. 
 

 In relation to condition 9 and 10, the current Resource Consents Manager is John Higgins. Mr Higgins can 
be contacted on (03) 941 8829 or john.higgins@ccc.govt.nz .  

 

 In relation to conditions 22 and 25 above, the current Team Leader – Environmental Compliance is Nigel 
Grant. Nigel Grant can be contacted on (03) 941 5036 or nigel.grant@ccc.govt.nz. Evidence of complying 
with these conditions can be provided by way of a letter which can be emailed to 
EnvResourceMonitoring@ccc.govt.nz. 

 

 In relation to condition 4 above the current Principal Urban Designer is Hugh Nicholson. Mr. Nicholson can 
contacted on (03) 941-8969 or hugh.nicholson@cc.govt.nz . 

 
 
Commissioner: 

Name: Justine Ashley  

Signature:   

Date: 24 June 2015  
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