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MAY IT PLEASE THE PANEL: 

 

1. In response to the updated set of provisions provided to the Panel and the 

parties on Wednesday 17 August 2016,1 the Panel has been provided with 

responses by: 

 

(a) CIAL – memorandum of 19 August 2016 with commentary and a 

Redraft Annexure with commentary by Mr Bonis. 

 

(b) Air New Zealand – a memorandum of 19 August 2016 with 

commentary on key drafting issues. 

 

(c) Submitter Group (memorandum of Mr David Lawry dated 

19 August 2016). 

 

(d) Submitter Group (memorandum of Mr Gerrit Venema dated 

19 August 2016) 

 

(e) The Isaac Conservation and Wildlife Trust – memorandum dated 

19 August 2016 and accompanying drafting and map. 

 

2. Having considered all of these documents, the Council has identified some 

drafting changes proposed by CIAL and Air New Zealand that it accepts.  

These have been discussed with CIAL and Air New Zealand.  While CIAL and 

Air New Zealand continue to pursue all of the matters raised in their respective 

memoranda of counsel, the parties believe that it would be of assistance to the 

Panel if the changes that the Council now agrees with were identified.  In 

addition, there is one further change where the three parties have agreed on 

an alternative wording. 

 

3. CIAL and Air New Zealand wish to record that other than the drafting issues 

identified in this memorandum, all other issues remain in dispute and are 

matters for the Panel to determine. 

 

                                                                                                                                                
1  See the Council's memorandum of that date. 
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Error in insulation offer wording 

 

4. CIAL at paragraphs 8 to 11 of its memorandum of 19 August 20162 raised a 

drafting issue in relation to the rules relating to the insulation offer to be made 

by CIAL.  The Council's drafting would involve insulation to not only an internal 

standard of 40 dB Ldn but to 65 dB Lae (SEL) standard. 

 

5. It was not the Council's intention to require compliance with a 65 dB Lae (SEL) 

level as well and the Council accepts that this drafting error should be 

corrected. 

 

6. The Council proposes that a revised wording be adopted as set out in 

Appendix A.  This is based on the Council's final version of the rules lodged 

with the Panel on 17 August 2016 with changes to correct the identified error.3  

To avoid any doubt, CIAL's proposed wording4 of the equivalent provisions did 

not require any changes, and CIAL continues to maintain that its version 

should be preferred to that of the Council. 

 

7. In addition, to avoid any doubt, CIAL and ANZL maintain the position that 

Rule 6.1.4.2.8.2(iii) requiring CIAL to offer to fund insulation within the 

60 dB Ldn engine testing contour should not be included in the Plan. 

 

Compliance Monitoring Positions 

 

8. CIAL at paragraphs 12 to 14 of its memorandum of 19 August 2016 referred to 

Figure 2 in the Council's version of the rules which provides for 8 monitoring 

points.  At paragraph 13 of its memorandum, it is noted that one monitoring 

point is inappropriate.  CIAL, Air New Zealand and the Council agree between 

themselves that this monitoring point should be changed as shown on CIAL's 

updated version lodged with the Panel on 23 August 2016.5  To avoid any 

doubt, the revised version of Figure 2 showing the changed monitoring point is 

attached as Appendix B. 

 

                                                                                                                                                
2  Memorandum of Counsel for CIAL relating to clarity, certainty and wiring issues. 
3  Memorandum of counsel for Christchurch City Council. 
4  Adopted also by Air NZ – see its memorandum of 19 August 2016 at paragraphs 2 to 3. 
5  At 9:27am on 23 August 2016. 
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Corrections based on Air New Zealand's memorandum 

 

9. Air New Zealand in its memorandum of 19 August 2016 raised a number of 

drafting matters.  The Council agrees in part or in full with three of the 

proposals for change that are discussed at paragraphs 6 to 9 (Activity Status 

Tables), paragraphs 10 to 12 (Defined terms), and paragraph 18 (ANMP and 

Acoustic Treatment requirements). 

 

10. Turning firstly to the Activity Status Tables as referred to at paragraphs 6 and 7 

of the Air New Zealand memorandum, the Council does not have any issue 

with the Activity Specific Standards in 6.1.4.2.1.1 separately listing the 

additional standards for airport noise management and noise mitigation (ie 

those relating to ANLC, NMP, and Acoustic Treatment requirements).  The 

Council does not however consider it necessary to have aircraft operation and 

on wing aircraft engine testing split up into separate standards as is provided 

for in the CIAL version, but that is a matter for the Panel to determine. 

 

11. Turning to 6.1.4.2.1.3, the Council accepts the point made in paragraph 9 to 

the extent that it relates to the positioning of the words "or in Rule 6.1.4.2.8 

(Additional Standards for airport noise).  These words should be located at the 

end of 6.1.4.2.1.3 (with the reference to "airport noise" being replaced by 

"aircraft operations and on wing engine testing"). 

 

12. Further, the Council does not have any particular issue with express 

references to NMP, Acoustic Treatment, and the ANLC in 6.1.4.2.1.3 (as 

shown in the CIAL wording) with appropriate numbering, although it does not 

consider that it is necessary to do so. 

 

13. In relation to defined terms, the Council accepts some of the points made by 

Air New Zealand at paragraphs 10 to 12 of its memorandum.  In particular, it 

agrees that the heading of 6.1.4.2.8 should be amended and agrees that any 

other reference in the rules should be to aircraft operations and [aircraft] 

engine testing. 

 

14. In relation to paragraph 13 of the memorandum of Air New Zealand, the 

Council has no issue with the proposed drafting changes in (a), (b) and (d).  

The Council does not agree with (c), but CIAL, Air New Zealand and the 
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Council have agreed on an alternative wording so that 6.1.4.2.7.4(d)(i) should 

read as follows: 

 

Compliance or otherwise with Activity Standard a shall be 

demonstrated by calculations of on-wing engine testing noise 

emissions based on the actual on-wing engine testing events and 

calculations of noise emissions for the engine testing events and 

configurations in question. The noise level (Ldn,7day) shall be 

calculated as a 7 day rolling average.  

 

15. For the avoidance of doubt, CIAL does not agree with the addition of the word 

"practicable" after the word "any" and before "measures" in 

Rule 6.1.4.2.7(d)(iii) on the basis it imports an uncertain test into the standard.6 

 

16. At paragraph 18 of the memorandum of Air New Zealand, it is suggested that 

NMP and Acoustic Treatment requirements should be set out separately.  The 

Council agrees that it would be clearer for there to be separate numbering for 

the ANMP and Acoustic Treatment.7 

 

 

DATED this 30
th
 day of August 2016 

 

 
__________________________________ 

D J S Laing 
Counsel for Christchurch City Council 

 
 
 

 
__________________________________ 

J Gardner-Hopkins 
Counsel for Air New Zealand Limited 

 
 
 

 
__________________________________ 

J Appleyard 
Counsel for CIAL 

  

                                                                                                                                                
6  See Mr Bonis' comment MB15 in the version attached to CIAL's memorandum 19 August 2016. 
7  There are differences between the parties as to the wording of these provisions. 
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Appendix A 
 

6.1.4.2.8.2 Airport Noise Management Plan and Acoustic Treatment 

c. Acoustic Treatment 

i. [Omitted]  

 

ii. Where a residential unit existing as at [the date of this Chapter becoming 

operative] and located within the Rural Urban Fringe or Rural Waimakariri 

zones, is partly or wholly contained within either: 

A.  the 65 dB Ldn Annual Aircraft Operational Noise Contour as shown in 

the Maps attached to the Airport Noise Management Plan; or  

B. the 65 dB Ldn Engine Testing Contour as shown on the Planning Maps, 

the Airport Operator shall make a formal offer to the owner of that residential 

unit for 100% funding for retrofitting acoustic treatment, to achieve the 

internal design sound levels specified in Rule 6.1.5.3.1  of 40 dB Ldn for  in 

habitable rooms.  If with windows and doors closed. are required to be closed 

to achieve the internal design sound level, the acoustic treatment shall include 

mechanical ventilation meeting the requirements of Activity Standard 6.1.5.2.6 

for sound generation and airflow rate. 

 

iii. Where a residential unit existing as at [the date of this Chapter becoming 

operative] and located within the Rural Urban Fringe or Rural Waimakairiri 

zones, is partly or wholly between  the 60 dB Ldn and the 65 dB Ldn Engine 

Testing Contours as shown in Activity Standard 6.1.4.2.7 Figure 2, the Airport 

Operator shall make a formal offer to the owner of that residential unit, and 

where accepted, provide 75% funding for retrofitting mechanical ventilation, 

to allow windows to be closed if necessary to achieve  the an internal design 

sound levels specified in Activity Standard 6.1.5.3.1 of 40 dB Ldn for in 

habitable rooms.  with windows and doors closed. Mechanical ventilation 

shall meet the requirements of Activity Standard 6.1.5.2.6 for sound 

generation and airflow rate.  

iv. AnThe internal design sound levels of 40 dB Ldn in Activity Standard 6.1.5.3.1 

for habitable rooms will not be required to be achieved if: 

A. The property owner seeks a form of or level of acoustic treatment  that 

results in a different internal design sound level; or 

A.B. It is impracticable to achieve the specified internal design sound level due 

to the desirability of maintaining heritage features of a building. Instead 

the internal design sound level of the habitable rooms will be reduced as 

far as practicable. 
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6.1.5.1.4    Non-complying activities  

 

The activities listed below are non-complying activities.  

NC2       Any new buildings and additions to existing buildings located within the 55 dB Ldn 

engine testing noise contour line shown in the Planning Maps not complying with  

any of the Ldn standards in Rule 6.1.5.3.1. 
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Appendix B 

Figure 2 – On-wing engine testing compliance monitoring positions (ETCMPs) 

 

 

 


