
 

 

BEFORE THE ENVIRONMENT COURT  ENV-2025-CHC- 
AT CHRISTCHURCH 

I MUA I TE KŌTI TAIAO O AOTEAROA  
I TE ROHE O ŌTAUTAHI  

UNDER the Resource 
Management Act 1991 
(Act) 

IN THE MATTER of an appeal under clause 
14(1) of Schedule 1 of the 
Act 

BETWEEN North Canterbury Clay 
Target AssociaƟon 

 Appellant 

AND Waimakariri District 
Council 

 Respondent 

NOTICE OF APPEAL BY NORTH CANTERBURY CLAY TARGET 
ASSOCIATION AGAINST WAIMAKARIRI DISTRICT COUNCIL’S DECISION 

ON PROPOSED WAIMAKARIRI DISTRICT PLAN  

DATED: 14 AUGUST 2025  



 

NOTICE OF APPEAL 

To: The Registrar 

 Environment Court 

Christchurch 

 

IntroducƟon 

1. North Canterbury Clay Target AssociaƟon (NCCTA) appeals against 
part of the decision of the Proposed District Plan Hearings Panel, 
adopted by the Waimakariri District Council (Council), on the 
proposed Waimakariri District Plan (Proposed Plan) (Decision). 

NCCTA’s interest in these proceedings 

2. NCCTA made a submission on the Proposed Plan (referenced as 
submission number 61).  

3. NCCTA is not a trade compeƟtor for the purposes of secƟon 308D 
of the Resource Management Act 1991 (Act). 

4. NCCTA received noƟce of the Council’s decision on 12 July 2025. 

5. The Decision was made by the Proposed District Plan Hearings 
Panel appointed by the Council, which adopted it.  

6. The parts of the Decision that NCCTA is appealing are: 

a. The decision to reject the NCCTA submission seeking a 
“Sports Facility” overlay and associated permityted acƟvity 
rule to authorise the NCCTA acƟviƟes at the Boundary Road 
site (Report 13); 

Reasons for the appeal 

7. The North Canterbury Clay Target AssociaƟon (NCCTA) has a long-
standing presence in the local community as a rural sport, 
commencing acƟviƟes in June 1914 at a paddock in East Belt, 
Rangiora under its earlier name The North Canterbury Gun Club. It 
subsequently shiŌed to Lehmans Road, Rangiora, before moving to 
its current Boundary Road site in the 1990’s. 

8. The NCCTA is a regionally and naƟonally criƟcal sports facility for 
clay target sports. The NCCTA is one of only a few Clubs in the 
country that own their own land and hold sufficient land to 
contain any shoƞall from the acƟvity. 



9. The NCCTA has lawfully operated on the site as a responsible 
sporƟng club for many decades and has in the past suffered from 
reverse sensiƟvity effects as noise sensiƟve acƟviƟes move closer 
to it, which would affect the viability of the club.  

10. The NCCTA operates under a permiƩed acƟvity framework in the 
exisƟng District Plan and holds a resource consent and cerƟficate 
of compliance. 

11. The NCCTA is unlikely to remain a permiƩed acƟvity under the 
Proposed Plan, so becomes reliant on exisƟng use rights and the 
uncertainty therein. 

12. Specific recogniƟon in the Proposed Plan provides certainty for 
NCCTA, current and future surrounding landowners or occupiers, 
and the general public. Given this is a lawfully established and 
consented acƟvity it is appropriate to provide specific recogniƟon 
of the site and its acƟviƟes in the Proposed Plan by way of an 
overlay and permiƩed acƟvity rule. 

13. In addiƟon to the specific reasons above, the general reasons for 
NCCTA’s appeal are that the provisions appealed: 

a. do not promote the sustainable management of natural and 
physical resources of the Waimakariri District, because the 
Proposed Plan provisions will not manage the use or 
development of natural and physical resources in a way that 
enables people and communiƟes to provide for their social, 
economic and cultural wellbeing (s 5);  

b. will not achieve integrated management of the effects of the 
use, development or protecƟon of land and associated 
natural and physical resources (s31(1)(a)); 

c. will not adequately control the actual and potenƟal effects of 
the use and development of land (s31(1)(b)); 

d. do not promote the efficient use and development of natural 
and physical resources, especially those within Waimakariri 
(s7);  

e. do not result in the most appropriate plan provisions to 
achieve the purpose of the Act (s 32(1)); 

f. do not represent the most appropriate way of exercising the 
Council’s funcƟons, having regard to the efficiency and 
effecƟveness of the provisions, in parƟcular the assessment 
of the benefits and costs of the effects that are anƟcipated 
from the implementaƟon of the decisions (s72 and 
s32(1)(b)); and 



g. do not represent best resource management pracƟce.  

Relief sought 

14. NCCTA seeks the following relief: 

a. Include a permiƩed acƟvity rule in the Proposed Plan to 
permit the NCCTA acƟviƟes at its Boundary Road site, as 
follows: 

NOISE-RXX Sports Facility AcƟviƟes – Boundary Road  

AcƟvity status: PER 

Where: 

1.  a maximum of 48 events may be held in any year; 

2.  a maximum of 96 pracƟce events may be held in any 
year (that will not be assessed as an event under (1)); 

3.  events, shall conclude by 9pm and have a maximum 
duraƟon of 12 hours, not including event preparaƟon 
and clean-up; 

4.  pracƟce events, shall conclude by 9pm and have a 
maximum duraƟon of 5 hours, not including event 
preparaƟon and clean-up; 

5.  acƟviƟes other than sporƟng events shall comply with 
NOISE-R19. 

b. Include a ‘Sport Facility’ overlay on the land owned by 
NCCTA in the Proposed Plan to recognise the NCCTA 
acƟviƟes;    

c. any alternaƟve wording that would adequately address the 
reasons for its appeal; 

d. any further or consequenƟal amendments necessary or 
appropriate to address the maƩers set out in this NoƟce of 
Appeal; and  

e. costs of and incidental to the appeal. 

Documents  

15. The following documents are aƩached to this noƟce: 

a. a copy of NCCTA’s submission (Appendix 1); 

b. a copy of the relevant parts of the Decision, being 
RecommendaƟon Report 13 – Noise (Appendix 2), the other 
Decisions Reports and Decisions Version may be viewed 
online at: hƩps://www.waimakariri.govt.nz/council/district-
development/district plan-review; 



c. a list of names and addresses of persons to be served with a 
copy of this noƟce (Appendix 3). 

  

Signed by Haydn Porrit, Administrator, for and on behalf of North 
Canterbury Clay Target AssociaƟon  

14 August 2025 

 

Address for service of North Canterbury Clay Target AssociaƟon: 

North Canterbury Clay Target AssociaƟon 

AƩenƟon: Haydn PorriƩ, Administrator  

269 Boundary Road, Swannanoa 

Rangiora 7475 

 

Telephone: 021 050 7962 

Email: secretary@nccta.nz   

 

Advice to recipients of copy of noƟce of appeal 

How to become party to proceedings 

You may be a party to the appeal if you made a submission or further 
submission on the maƩer of this appeal. 

To become a party to the appeal, you must –  

(a) within 15 working days aŌer the period for lodging a noƟce of 
appeal ends, lodge a noƟce of your wish to be a party to the 
proceedings (in form 33) with the Environment Court and serve 
copies of your noƟce on the relevant local authority and the 
appellant; and 

(b) within 20 working days aŌer the period for lodging a noƟce of 
appeal ends, serve copies of your noƟce on all other parƟes. 

Your right to be a party to the proceedings in the court may be limited 
by the trade compeƟƟon provisions in secƟon 274(1) and Part 11A of 
the Resource Management Act 1991. 



You may apply to the Environment Court under secƟon 281 of the 
Resource Management Act 1991 for a waiver of the above Ɵming or 
service requirements (see form 38). 

How to obtain copies of documents relaƟng to appeal 

The copy of this noƟce served on you does not aƩach a copy of the 
appellant’s submission or the decision appealed.  These documents may 
be obtained, on request, from the appellant.  

Advice 

If you have any quesƟons about this noƟce, contact the Environment 
Court in Auckland, Wellington, or Christchurch. 

 



Please find following our submission for the pending district plan review. 
 

 
Brief History 
The North Canterbury Clay Target Association has a long-standing presence in the local committee as 
a rural sport, commencing activities in June 1914 at a paddock in East Belt under its earlier name The 
North Canterbury Gun Club. 
 
In 1940, the Club with a lot of fundraising and some donations purchased land in Lehmans Rd, 
building a clubroom in the mid 1970’s. 
 
In 1987 the Club was forced to vacate this property due to a neighbour Canterbury Fruit Systems 
advised they were going to set up an orchard where the shot fall area was, 
unfortunately, Canterbury Fruit Systems went bankrupt soon after, but by this time the club had 
vacated and sold the land.  There was then a period then of approx. 12 years before the club could 
find new grounds. 
 
In the late 1990s, the Club purchased the land it had been leasing for a period and it currently owns 
in Boundary Rd.  When the club established here there was no electricity, houses, or sealed roading.  
As time went on, the neighbouring land was subdivided (late 2000’s).   
Despite the Club holding a Resource Consent for the operation of the Club and writing to the Council 
reaffirming our presence and activity, and that the potential purchasers of the properties needed to 
be advised of our activities, this did not happen nor was there any thought by the Council to the 
reverse affects such subdivision would cause to the ONLY NEIGHBOUR, the North Canterbury Clay 
Target Association.  
 
Conflict 
In approx. early 2010’s, with the subdivision and subsequent development of the lifestyle blocks 
over the road (north side), a couple of neighbours banded together and decided that they did not 
like our activity and complained to the Council. 
  
The issue went to District and then Environment Courts and cost the club over $40,000 in legal 
representation, and the Council and Ratepayers a huge amount of money with no definitive 
outcome.  No noise testing had even been undertaken to this point. 
After the courts ruling, noises tests were conducted and found our activity did not breach the 
Certificate of Compliance we hold.  Further testing and occasional meetings were held on the matter 
of noise over the past several years, culminating in the claim that one 15 minute interval during a 
day the noise level was exceeded, however, this claim was never substantiated and things died out. 
Sporadically, a new council enforcement officer looks to make a name for himself, dusting off an old 
file looking to litigate what is a none event. 
 
The last formal meeting held with the Council, it was decided that Council would fund $5000 
to conduct proactive noise testing to determine readings at the potentially affect property and test 
some possible mitigation measures that would be reasonability deployed if required. To date, this 
has not been completed. 
 
 
A way forward 
Our club is a regionally and nationally critical sports facility of clay target sports. We are one of only a 
few Clubs in the country that own their own land and hold sufficient land to contain any shotfall 
from the activity.  We are very committed to our sport as are we in being a good neighbour, so are 
always looking to resolve any conflict with our activity and noise.  As such we believe this is an ideal 
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opportunity for the Council and the NCCTA to work together to ensure our activity can coexist in our 
community under a new district plan, mitigating the administrative burden on the Council.   
 
Presently, the Club can operate any day of the week between 8 am-10 pm without breaching our 

compliance certificate/district plan.  This covers activities from schoolboy trainings, corporate 

shoots, through to fittings, introductions, training and large multiday competitions. 

From our research, it is evident that the biggest disturbance to others relates to frequency, not 

being the decibel level, not how many shots or how long shoots go on for but how frequent the 

events happen throughout a week.  With that in mind, and whilst not in the best interest of all our 

members we believe an acceptable reduction in frequency can be offered by the Club.  Imposing the 

self-restrictions would allow all involved to be better informed and allow for better community 

collaboration. 

We, therefore, propose/suggest the following amendments be included in the new district plan: 

 

Strategic Directions Objectives: 

SD-O4 Rural land 

Outside of identified residential development areas and the Special  Purpose Zone (Kāinga 

Nohoanga), rural land is managed to ensure that it remains available for productive rural activities 

by:  

1. providing for rural production activities, activities that directly support rural production 

activities and activities reliant on the natural resources of Rural Zones and limit other 

activities; and  

2. ensuring that within rural areas the establishment and operation of rural production activities 

are not limited by new incompatible sensitive activities. 

 

Comment 

This Objective is too focussed on ‘rural production’, when a range of other activities, including 

recreation activities, occur in the rural zone.  We request it be amended to: 

 

Outside of identified residential development areas and the Special Purpose Zone (Kāinga 

Nohoanga), rural land is managed to ensure that it remains available for productive rural activities 

and recreation by:  

1. providing for rural production activities, activities that directly support rural production 

activities and activities reliant on the natural resources of Rural Zones and limit other 

activities; and  

2. ensuring that within rural areas the establishment and operation of rural production and 

recreation activities are not limited by new incompatible sensitive activities. 

 

  



Noise Objective: 

NOISE-O2 Reverse sensitivity 

The operation of regionally significant infrastructure and strategic infrastructure, activities within 

Commercial and Mixed Use Zones and Industrial Zones and identified existing activities are not 

adversely affected by reverse sensitivity effects from noise sensitive activities. 

 
Comment: 
There is a lack of certainty as to what “identified existing activities” is.  We request it be amended 
to: 
 
The operation of regionally significant infrastructure and strategic infrastructure, activities within 

Commercial and Mixed Use Zones and Industrial Zones and identified existing noise generating 

activities in Rural zones are not adversely affected by reverse sensitivity effects from noise sensitive 

activities. 

 

Part 2 - Noise Rule 

We request a “Sports Facility” Overlay, and a specific rule for the Club, in line with what has been 

done in Rule NOISE-R12 for the Speedway: 

We request it be amended to include the following Suggested Rule: 

 

NOISE-RXX Sports Facility Activities – Boundary Road  

Activity status: PER 

Where: 

1. a maximum of 48 events may be held in any year; 

2. a maximum of 96 practice events may be held in any year (that will not be assessed as an 

event under (1)); 

3. events, shall conclude by 9pm and have a maximum duration of 12 hours, not including event 

preparation and clean-up; 

4. practice events, shall conclude by 9pm and have a maximum duration of 5 hours, not 

including event preparation and clean-up; 

5. activities other than sporting events shall comply with NOISE-R19. 

And add overlay to the planning maps. 

 

 

  



Rural Zone Policies 

RURZ–P1 Amenity values and character 

Recognise the contribution of amenity values to maintaining the character of the zones, and 

maintain amenity values in Rural Zones by: 

(1) requiring separation between buildings on adjoining properties to maintain privacy and a 

sense of openness; 

(2) retaining generally low levels of signs, noise, traffic, odour, outdoor lighting, and built form 

from activities while recognising that in association with primary production and rural 

industry, which are part of the character of each rural zone that: 

(a) there may be seasonal, short term or intermittent odour, noise, dust, traffic and outdoor 

lighting effects; and 

(b) large buildings may have a functional need. 

(3) restricting the density of residential units and minor residential units that can be established 

on a site consistent with the character of each rural zone, unless a development right has been 

protected through a legacy provision or is associated with a bonus allotment. 

 

Comment 

This Policy is too focussed on ‘rural production’, when a range of other activities, including 

recreation activities, occur in the rural zone.  We request it be amended to: 

 

RURZ–P1 Amenity values and character 

Recognise the contribution of amenity values to maintaining the character of the zones, and 

maintain amenity values in Rural Zones by: 

(1) requiring separation between buildings on adjoining properties to maintain privacy and a 

sense of openness; 

(2) retaining generally low levels of signs, noise, traffic, odour, outdoor lighting, and built form 

from activities while recognising that in association with primary production, and rural 

industry and recreation activities, which are part of the character of each rural zone that: 

(a) there may be seasonal, short term or intermittent odour, noise, dust, traffic and outdoor 

lighting effects; and 

(b) large buildings may have a functional need. 

(3) restricting the density of residential units and minor residential units that can be established 

on a site consistent with the character of each rural zone, unless a development right has been 

protected through a legacy provision or is associated with a bonus allotment. 

 

  



RURZ–P3 Local support activities 

Activities that directly support the health, safety and well-being of people living within the rural 

community are provided for in circumstances where they: 

(1) will not limit or constrain the operation of primary production activities or result in adverse 

effects on sensitive activities;  

(2) have a design, scale, intensity, and built form consistent with the character and amenity 

values of the zone; 

(3) can manage actual or potential adverse effects including visual, traffic, dust, noise, odour, or 

lighting consistent with the amenity values of the zone; and 

(4) to the extent practicable, internalises any adverse effects of the activity within the site. 

 

Comment: 

We support this policy under its current wording. 

 

RURZ–P8 Reverse sensitivity 

Minimise the potential for reverse sensitivity effects by: 

(1) avoiding the establishment of any new sensitive activity near existing intensive indoor primary 

production activities, intensive outdoor primary production activities, waste management 

facilities, quarrying activities, mining activities, and rural industry in circumstances where the 

new sensitive activity may compromise the operation of the existing activities; 

(2) managing the establishment of new sensitive activities near other primary production 

activities; 

(3) ensuring adequate separation distances between existing sensitive activities and new intensive 

indoor primary production activities, intensive outdoor primary production activities, quarrying 

activities, mining and rural industry; and 

(4) avoiding quarry, landfill, cleanfill area, mining activities adjacent to urban environments where 

the amenity values of urban environments would be diminished. 

 

Comment: 

We support this policy in principle however, we request it be amended to include: ‘recreation or 

sporting facilities’ as an addition to this policy.  We suggest it is changed to: 

 

RURZ–P8 Reverse sensitivity 

Minimise the potential for reverse sensitivity effects by: 

(1) avoiding the establishment of any new sensitive activity near existing intensive indoor primary 

production activities, intensive outdoor primary production activities, waste management 

facilities, quarrying activities, mining activities, recreation and sporting facilities and rural 

industry in circumstances where the new sensitive activity may compromise the operation of 

the existing activities; 



(2) managing the establishment of new sensitive activities near other primary production 

activities; 

(3) ensuring adequate separation distances between existing sensitive activities and new intensive 

indoor primary production activities, intensive outdoor primary production activities, quarrying 

activities, mining, recreation and sporting facilities and rural industry; and 

(4) avoiding quarry, landfill, cleanfill area, mining activities adjacent to urban environments where 

the amenity values of urban environments would be diminished. 

 

 

 



Waimakariri District Council 
Proposed Waimakariri District Plan 

Recommendations of the PDP Hearings 
Panel 

Recommendation Report 13 

Hearing Stream 5 
Part 2: District-wide matters – NOISE – 

Noise 

This report should be read in conjunction with Report 1 and Recommendation Report 2. 

Report 1 contains an explanation of how the recommendations in all subsequent reports 
have been developed and presented, along with a glossary of terms used throughout the 
reports, a record of all Panel Minutes, a record of the recommendation reports and a 
summary of overarching recommendations. It does not contain any recommendations 
per se.  

Recommendation Report 2 contains the PDP Panel’s recommendations on the PDP’s Part 
2: District-wide Matters – Strategic directions - SD Strategic directions objectives and 
policies. 

Appendix 2 - Relevant Parts of the Decision Appealed



Appendix 1: Schedule of attendances. 

Appendix 2: Recommended amendments to the Proposed Plan - Tracked from notified 
version (provisions not consequentially renumbered)  

The Hearings Panel for the purposes of Hearing Stream 5 comprised Commissioners Gina 
Sweetman (Chair), Allan Cubitt, Gary Rae, Megen McKay, Neville Atkinson and Niki 
Mealings.  



1. Introduction

Report outline and approach

1. This is Report 13 of 37 Recommendation Reports prepared by the PDP Hearings Panel
appointed to hear and make recommendations on submissions to the Proposed
Waimakariri District Plan (PDP).

2. The report addresses the objective, policies and the advice note relating to the NOISE –
NOISE Chapter and the submissions received on those provisions. The relevant
provisions are:
• Introduction
• Objectives NOISE-O1 to NOISE-O3
• Policies NOISE-P1 to NOISE-P6
• Rules NOISE-R1 – NOISE-R20
• Standards NOISE-S1 and NOISE-R23
• Advice Notes NOISE-AN1
• Matters of Discretion NOISE-MD1 – NOISE-MD4

3. We have structured our discussion on this topic as follows:
(a) Section 2 summarises key contextual matters, including relevant provisions and

key issues/themes in submissions;

(b) Sections 3 - 9 contains our evaluation of key issues and recommended
amendments to provisions; and

(c) Section 10 contains our conclusions.

4. This Recommendation Report contains the following appendices:
(a) Appendix 1: Schedule of attendances at the hearing on this topic. We refer to the

parties concerned and the evidence they presented throughout this
Recommendation Report, where relevant.

(b) Appendix 2: Recommended amendments to the Proposed Plan – Tracked from
notified version. This sets out the final amendments we recommend be made to
the PDP provisions relating to this topic. The amendments show the specific
wording of the amendments we have recommended and are shown in a ‘tracked
change’ format showing changes from the notified version of the PDP for ease of
reference. Where whole provisions have been deleted or added, we have not
shown any consequential renumbering, as this method maintains the integrity of
how the submitters and s42A report authors have referred to specific provisions,
and our analysis of these in the Recommendation Reports. New whole provisions
are prefaced with the term ‘new’ and deleted provisions are shown as struck out,
with no subsequential renumbering in either case.



5. We record that we have taken into account all submissions on the provisions relating to
the NOISE – Noise chapter in our deliberations. In general, submissions in support of the
PDP have not been discussed but are accepted or accepted in part. More detailed
descriptions of the submissions and key issues can be found in the relevant s42A
Reports, Responses to Preliminary Questions and written Reply Reports, which are
available on the Council’s website.

6. In accordance with the approach set out in Report 1, this Report focuses only on
‘exceptions’, where we do not agree fully or in part with the s42A report author’s
recommendations and / or reasons, and / or have additional discussion and reasons in
respect to a particular submission point, evidence at the hearing, or another matter.
Original submissions have been accepted or rejected as recommended by the s42A
report author unless otherwise stated in our Recommendation Reports. Further
submissions are either accepted or rejected in conformance with our recommendations
on the original submission to which the further submission relates.

7. The requirements in clause 10 of the First Schedule of the Act and s32AA are relevant to
our considerations of the PDP provisions and the submissions received on those
provisions. These are outlined in full in Report 1. In summary, these provisions require
among other things:
(a) our evaluation to be focussed on changes to the proposed provisions arising since

the notification of the PDP and its s32 reports;
(b) the provisions to be examined as to whether they are the most appropriate way

to achieve the objectives; and
(c) as part of that examination, that:

i. reasonable alternatives within the scope afforded by submissions on the
provisions and corresponding evidence are considered;

ii. the efficiency and effectiveness of the provisions is assessed;
iii. the reasons for our recommendations are summarised; and
iv. our report contains a level of detail commensurate with the scale and

significance of the changes recommended.

8. We have not produced a separate evaluation report under s32AA. Where we have
adopted the recommendations of Council’s s42A report authors, we have adopted their
reasoning, unless expressly stated otherwise. This includes the s32AA assessments
attached to the relevant s42A Reports and/or Reply Reports. Those reports are part of
the public record and are available on the Council website. Where our recommendation
differs from the s42A report authors’ recommendations, we have incorporated our
s32AA evaluation into the body of our report as part of our reasons for recommended
amendments, as opposed to including this in a separate table or appendix.

9. A fuller discussion of our approach in this respect is set out in Section 5 of Report 1.



2. Summary of provisions and key issues

Outline of matters addressed in this section

10. In this section, we provide relevant context around which our evaluation of the notified
provisions and submissions received on them is based. Our discussion includes:
(a) summary of relevant provisions;
(b) themes raised in submissions; and
(c) identification of key issues for our subsequent evaluation.

Submissions 
11. Twenty-nine original submissions and 11 further submissions were received on the

NOISE – Noise Chapter and associated Maps. The 29 submissions raised 165 submission
points.
Key issues

12. We have grouped the issues in contention addressed in this report in line with the s42A
report itself, while also rationalising the issues where these relate to more than one
provision (for example in respect to setbacks from road and rail corridors). The exception
to following the order of the s42A report is the McAlpines Ltd submission 226.2 which
was not addressed in the s42A report, but it was addressed through the hearing and
Reply Report.
(a) General – Chapter specific

i. North Canterbury Clay Target
ii. McAlpines Ltd

iii. Frost fans
(b) Definitions

i. Noise sensitive activity
(c) NOISE-O2 and NOISE-P1
(d) New Policy
(e) NOISE-R2
(f) NOISE-R7
(g) NOISE-R16, new NOISE-S1, NOISE-MD3, and new NOISE-SCHED1 – Construction

Schedule
(h) Minor Errors

13. In saying that, each of these groupings have a number of sub-categories within them,
which we equally respond to.

3. General – Chapter Specific
Overview

14. The Panel’s recommended general amendments to the Noise Chapter, over and above
the amendments recommended by the s42A report author, is summarised below:



Provision Panel recommendations 
NOISE-R1 
NOISE-R21 
Planning Maps 

Rename the Timber Processing Noise Contour as 
the Timber Processing Noise Overlay and apply it 
to the land adjacent to the McAlpine’s sawmill. 
Amend the Planning Maps to include the new 
Overlay applying to the McAlpine’s sawmill. 

New Rule Introduce a new rule to manage new noise 
sensitive activities near frost fans, which includes 
reference to lawfully established activities.  

Amendments and reasons 
15. The submissions we consider here are those seeking amendments which were general

to the Chapter. In summary, these were:
(a) Introduce a new sports facility overlay and a rule for the North Canterbury Clay

Target Association, similar to the rule that provides for activities at Woodford Glen
Speedway (Noise-R12).

(b) Amending the subdivision standards for Rural Lifestyle Zone (RLZ) to recognise and
protect the McAlpines sawmill in Southbrook, Rangiora, from reverse sensitivity
effects from rural land subdivision and amend RLZ development standards to
recognise and protect the sawmill from reverse sensitivity1.

(c) Introduce a new rule to manage new noise sensitive activities near frost fans.2

16. We have addressed these separately below.

North Canterbury Clay Target Association
17. The North Canterbury Clay Target Association (NCCTA) submission is traversed by Ms

Manhire, the Council report author, in section 3.4 of the s42A report, pages 3 to 5 of the
preliminary responses to questions and paragraphs 22 to 40 of the Reply Report. We
were also presented evidence by the submitter during the course of the hearing.

18. We were made aware that the NCCTA holds a resource consent application, which limits
the number of shoot meetings and practices per year. Through a certificate of
compliance process, this was increased to 52 meetings and practices per year.  The
submission sought to increase the number of practices and the hours of operation. The
report author’s initial view was that the best route to address the submitter’s concerns
was through a resource consent application. She also expressed that she could only
support an overlay being applied if noise monitoring and consultation had occurred with
neighbouring properties.

19. We were advised that the Council currently alerts prospective purchasers of land within
1km of the NCTTA of the resource consent. From our viewing of the Proposed District
Plan, the Woodford Glen Overlay applies specifically to their site at 39 Doubledays Road,
Kaiapoi, and does not extend beyond its boundaries.

1 McAlpines Ltd [226.2] 
2 HortNZ [295.115] 



20. We noted the report author’s advice that the Woodford Glen Speedway does not have
a resource consent for its racing activity, beyond the operation of a market on Sundays.
The permitted activity rule NOISE-R12 therefore acts to legitimise the Speedway activity,
with no specific noise restrictions. So, on the face of it, the relief sought by the submitter
in the submission was to create a bespoke rule and overlay for the NCCTA of a similar ilk
to the Speedway. We were advised by the report author that the standards the NCCTA
is seeking go beyond the resource consent and certificate of compliance and would
mean that the activity is not subject to the general noise standards. We were also
advised that the submitter did not seek the equivalent of NOISE-R22, which makes new
residential and minor-residential units a non-complying activity within the Speedway
Noise Contour.

21. However, the submitter included a further increase in the number of practices and their
end times during the hearing. The material presented at the hearing included what
appeared to be an overlay extending by 1 to 1.5km beyond the site. The submitter
provided a detailed presentation setting out the issues that the NCCTA were facing with
their operation and an explanation of the relief south. This did not include any expert
evidence.

22. In the report author’s view, these changes presented at the hearing were beyond the
scope of the submission. However, she acknowledged based on legal advice3 that what
was sought through the submission itself would not necessarily give rise to issues of
natural justice or fair process. However, she was concerned that the greater level of
activity sought than what is consented may give rise to other considerations, such as the
assessment of any greater effects of the activity. She was also concerned that an alert
layer that extended beyond the site would be beyond the scope of the submission.

23. Mr Camp, acoustic expert for the Council, expressed the view at the hearing that the
Plan should restrict new residential development in proximity to the site and considered
that this would best be done by way of direct engagement with the NCTTA. In his view,
any gun club should aim to have a noise contour around it, given the difficulties in
obtaining new resource consents. In their Appendix 4 to the Reply Report, Mr Camp and
Mr Farren expressed that a noise contour could be seen as legitimising a level of noise
that is unacceptable to existing neighbours, and setting rules should be negotiated by
the parties. They were also not satisfied that the NCCTA had adequately investigated
noise mitigation measures on the site.

24. The report author’s final position was that there is scope to include a NCCTA specific rule
that does not go beyond the scope of the submission, along with an overlay specific to
the site; however, she was of the view that she did not have the evidence to draft such
a rule.

25. We agree with the report author that what was presented at the hearing was beyond
the scope of the relief sought through the submission. In particular, the submission did
not seek any overlay that would extend beyond the site that would restrict noise

3 This was appended as Appendix 5 to the Reply Report. 



sensitives activities from establishing nearby to them.  Further, the additional conditions 
sought in the evidence are beyond the scope of what was sought through the 
submission, and it would not be natural justice to include them without providing 
potentially affected persons the opportunity to submit on them. We also agree with the 
report author that we had no evidence before us about the impact a rule would have 
compared to the resource consent and certificate of compliance, particularly in terms of 
the expanded number of practices and hours. 

26. We are also unclear of what the benefits the Overlay would bring over and above the
existing resource consent and the current practice of the Council to alert prospective
property owners of the resource consent when seeking a LIM. The submission did not
seek an equivalent rule to NOISE-R22 which applies to new residential units within the
Speedway Noise Contour.

27. We are sympathetic, however, to the submitter’s situation, in that they are a lawfully
established activity that is being increasingly surrounded by noise sensitive activities
which would affect the NCCTA’s viability. It seems an anomaly that the Council did not
give consideration through the PDP process whether it was appropriate to provide any
particular overlay to this established and consented activity while it did so for the
unconsented Speedway, and other activities such as Daikens and the Rangiora Airfield.
The same applies to the McAlpine site which we address below.

28. Therefore, we recommend that the NCCTA’s submission be rejected, for the reasons
given by the report author. However, we strongly recommend that the Council and the
submitter liaise following the PDP being made operative with a view to consider the
merits of applying an overlay to the site and adjacent properties, along with a rule that
manages the establishment of new noise sensitive activities in its proximity.

McAlpines Ltd
29. This submission on the face of it sought to amend subdivision standards and impose new

standards to protect the sawmill from reverse sensitivity effects. These submission
points had largely been allocated to be reported on through the Rural Zone chapter, and
as such, these were not addressed in the s42A report. However, the submitter sought to
present their case through the NOISE chapter hearing, seeking that the Timber
Processing Noise Contour be applied to the site and adjoining area, along with a rule
managing the establishment of noise sensitive activities.  Along with the specific relief
sought, the submission also included general relief that the PDP provisions be amended
to reflect the issues raised in this submission, being such other relief as may be required
to give effect to this submission, including alternative, consequential or necessary
amendments to the PDP that address the matters raised by McAlpines.

30. We directed the submitter’s and Council’s acoustic and planning experts to provide
further advice on the McAlpine’s submission and relief sought through expert
conferencing4. We requested the Council report author to address scope through their
Reply Report, which they did with the benefit of legal advice. The submitter’s legal

4 See the two Joint Witness Statements. 



counsel provided submissions in response to the Reply Report. We have considered the 
submitter’s evidence and submissions, the joint witness statements, and Council’s Reply 
Report carefully.  The final iteration of what we are considering is the Timber Processing 
Noise Contour being amended to be an Overlay, and NOISE-R21 applying to that Overlay 
in respect to the McAlpine site and adjacent land. 

31. We note that the two acoustic experts agreed on all matters that they conferenced on,
concluding that it was appropriate to control potential noise sensitive activities
encroaching on the sawmill site and the contour proposed by the submitter was a
reasonable location for a control boundary. They agreed it was appropriate to restrict
the construction of new noise sensitive activities within the proposed noise contour,
with no specific rule controlling noise emissions from the site. The two planners agreed
on draft provisions, being the Overlay and NOISE-R21 with minor amendments.

32. However, there was disagreement between the planners as to whether there was scope
for the amendments that were the subject to the expert conferencing and joint witness
statements. Mr Walsh relied on Mr Fowler’s advice and Ms Manhire on the Council’s
advice.

33. In our view, the relief sought provides for the nuanced approach sought through the
evidence. On reading the McAlpine’s submission, it is clear that the submitter seeks to
impose provisions that would protect the sawmill from reverse sensitivity effects. We
consider the provisions sought through the evidence achieve this, albeit in a modified
form. As we understand it, there are four residential dwellings in the nearby vicinity
(northwest and southwest) and no dwellings in the remainder surrounding rural zones.
McAlpine’s own two of the four dwellings. The other two are located further away from
the site – across a field with a racetrack, with a tree line.  We were advised that
McAlpine’s had not received any noise complaints about their operation. We also noted
the planners’ agreed statement that any potential consequences of the proposed new
provisions would not be significant for affected persons. We note that the proposed
overlay would cover a relatively confined area of the Rural Lifestyle Zone, and that that
zoning only provides for subdivision to a minimum site area of 4ha, and one dwelling per
site.

34. We see no issues of natural justice and fair process. We consider that any persons
reading the summary of submissions could have anticipated that there may be
restrictions placed on new development so as to manage reverse sensitivity effects on
the McAlpine’s site. We accept and prefer Mr Fowler’s legal submissions in this regard.
We also recommend that the new overlay be added, based on the modelled noise
contour attached as Appendix A to the JWS of Acoustic Experts, and NOISE-R21 amended
as set out in the planners’ joint witness statement. We find that these amendments are
the most appropriate means of achieving the relevant objectives and policies of the PDP
and the RPS, by ensuring that activities within Industrial Zones are not adversely affected
by reverse sensitivity effects from noise sensitive activities.



Frost Fans 
35. HortNZ5 sought the introduction of a new rule to manage the effects of new noise

sensitive activities near frost fans. There were no further submissions received. Frost
fans themselves are proposed to be a controlled activity under NOISE-R20. The report
author recommended that the new rule be accepted, and there was no evidence to the
contrary. We agree with the officer’s reasons and recommendation that this submission
be accepted, and a new rule introduced.

36. In response to Panel questions, we were advised that there are no existing frost fans in
the District, and any new ones would be subject to NOISE-R20. To ensure that this rule
would not be applied to unconsented frost fans, we recommend adding “lawfully
established” into recommended clause 1 to provide that clarity.

4. Definitions – noise sensitive activity
Overview

37. The Panel has no recommended amendments in response to the submissions, beyond
those recommended by the s42A report author.

Reasons
38. The submissions we consider here are those seeking amendments in relation to the

noise sensitive activity definition6, where amendments were sought to refer to
educational facilities and add marae and places of worship.  This definition was subject
to expert conferencing under the topic of “NOISE-R16 and associated matters”, with the
planners agreeing to include marae and places of worship within the definition. The
report author also agreed with changing the reference to educational facilities. We
accept these recommendations.

39. What we would like to note is the discussion regarding clause (a) “residential activities
other than those in conjunction with rural activities that comply with the rules in the
relevant district plan as at 23 August 2008”. The only submission on this clause was from
Federated Farmers7 who sought that it applies to residential activities nearby to rural
activities. This clause was raised in evidence by Ms Heppelthwaite for KiwiRail and Waka
Kotahi and Mr Lindenberg for Kāinga Ora and Mr Pearson in expert conferencing as being 
inappropriate in its exemption. From our review of the evidence, we agree with Ms
Heppelthwaite, Mr Lindenberg and Mr Pearson as being poor planning practice to
exclude dwellings simply because they are associated with a rural activity. However, as
agreed in the joint witness statement, there was no scope in their clients’ submissions
for its deletion. We agree with Ms Manhire that there is no scope from the Federated
Farmers submission for its deletion. We recommend that this is a matter that the Council
considers amending through a subsequent plan change process.

5 295.115 
6 Ministry of Education [277.60], KiwiRail [373.6], Federated Farmers [414.11] 
7 414.11 



5. NOISE-O2, NOISE-P1 and NOISE-P2
Overview

40. The Panel’s recommended amendments to NOISE-O2, NOISE-P1 and NOISE-P2, over and
above the amendments recommended by the report author, is summarised below:

Provision Panel recommendations 
NOISE-O2 That the objective be amended to refer to 

“existing noise generating activities subject to 
any noise control overlay or contour.” 

NOISE-P1 Replace “minimise” in the title and chapeau of 
the policy with “manage” 
That clauses 1 and 2 be amended to refer to 
“anticipated” function, character and amenity 
values. 
That clause 3 be amended to refer to requiring 
sound insulation for noise sensitive activities and 
changing existing activities to refer to existing 
noise generating activities subject to any noise 
control overlay or contour. 

NOISE-P2 That clause 2 be amended to refer to 
“anticipated” character and amenity values. 

Amendments and reasons 
41. The submissions we consider here are those from the NCCTA, Daiken, New Zealand Pork,

HortNZ, Federated Farmers and Kāinga Ora8 to NOISE-O2. We also consider the following
submissions on NOISE-P1 from:
(a) Kāinga Ora9, which sought to insert “anticipated” before “amenity values of each

zone” in clause 1 and insert “maintain the” before amenity values in clause 2 of
NOISE-P1 and insert “anticipated” before character in clause of NOISE-P2; and

(b) Fulton Hogan10 which sought to replace the term “minimise” with “manage” in
NOISE-P1 and amend clause 3 to avoid noise sensitive activities in respect to noise
from existing activities.

42. NCCTA and Daiken considered that there was a lack of clarity/certainty about what
identified existing activities are. New Zealand Pork, HortNZ and Federated Farmers
sought that Rural Zones be included. Kāinga Ora sought that the reference to reverse
sensitivity be replaced with effects from the incompatible use or development of noise
sensitive activities. We record here that we accept the report author’s recommendations
in respect to the inclusion of Rural Zones and reverse sensitivity and do not address
these further.

8 61.3, 145.24, 169.31, 294.111, 414.176, [325.149 – Kāinga Ora had a broad submission across the whole 
Noise Chapter] 

99 325.149 
10 41.39 



43. We agreed with NCCTA and Daiken that the wording was not certain and clear enough
and spent some time with the report author questioning how that could be obtained.
We were generally satisfied with the final wording set out in the Reply Report; however,
for greater clarity and certainty, we have recommended that “and/or” be included
between Industrial Zones and existing noise generating activities. As a consequential
amendment, we have recommended that clause 3 of Policy NOISE-P1 which also refers
to existing activities be amended to “existing noise generating activities subject to a
noise control overlay or contour” and that the reference to requiring sound insulation
be in respect of noise sensitive activities. We consider these amendments to be within
the scope of these submissions.

44. In respect to NOISE-P1, we preferred Mr Ensor’s evidence in respect to Fulton Hogan’s
requested relief to replace the term ‘minimise’ with ‘manage’. In his evidence and
through questioning, Mr Ensor explained that the use of manage would allow the
application of the full effects management hierarchy and allows the clauses in the policy
to express how management would occur. We agree with his opinion that this is a more
appropriate approach when a policy sets out how effects are to be managed, rather than
using minimise.

45. We note that there was no dispute about introducing “maintain” into clause 2. However,
Ms Manhire disagreed with Mr Lindenberg for Kāinga Ora’s view that ‘anticipated’
should be introduced before amenity values. Ms Manhire drew on s7(c) of the RMA
requirement to have regard to the maintenance and enhancement of amenity values,
noting that an activity may already be exceeding the current District Plan noise levels
and already adversely affecting amenity values before any anticipated changes.

46. Mr Lindenberg’s view was the inclusion would better align with the language used in the
NPS-UD, which recognises that amenity values change over time and change isn’t
necessarily an adverse effect.

47. We have discussed the matter of ‘anticipated’ elsewhere in our recommendation
reports. A district plan needs to be forward looking, with at least a 10-year outlook. As
we have set out, we consider ‘anticipated’ is an appropriate term to use, as it sets out
what a zone is anticipated to “look” like in the future.

6. New Policy
Overview

48. The Panel’s recommended new policy, over and above the new policy recommended by
the report author, is summarised below:

Provision Panel recommendations 
NOISE-PXX Add a new policy relating to the “Existing HIZ 

Processing Activity” 



Amendments and reasons 
49. Daiken11 sought a new policy to recognise potential for reverse sensitivity effects on the

Daiken site. After initially recommending the submission be rejected, the report author
then recommended it be accepted in her Reply Report. We accept the report author’s 
recommendation that the policy be included. However, we felt that it could benefit from
greater clarity of wording as to where it applies. We have therefore recommended it be
amended to read “protect the existing processing plant located between Upper and
Lower Sefton Roads from noise sensitive activities located in the adjacent Rural Lifestyle
Zone within the HIZ Processing noise contour”.

50. We note our agreement with the report author’s recommendation in respect to
HortNZ12, noting no evidence was provided during the hearing. In addition to the
reasons given by the report author, we also comment that the Rural Chapter contains
specific objectives, policies, rules and standard relating to the separation of sensitive
activities from certain primary production activities, as well as general boundary
setbacks.

7. NOISE-R2
Overview

51. The Panel’s recommended amendments to NOISE-R2, over and above the amendments
recommended by the report author, is summarised below:

Provision Panel recommendations 
NOISE-R2 Amend the recommended rule to become two 

separate rules 

Amendments and reasons 
52. The submission we are considering here is that of NZDF13. The Panel noted that the

acoustic experts for the Council and NZDF discussed the proposed provisions and
evidence following the hearing and came to a general agreement which was set out in
the report author’s reply report. The Reply Report included an updated recommended
rule. The Panel accept the acoustic experts’ advice and the report author’s 
recommendation; however, we had concerns of how the rule was structured. We have
recommended restructuring the rule into two rules, one permitted and one controlled
distinguishing between whether a TMTA involves weapons firing and/or the use of
explosives, to provide greater clarity and certainty of its application.

11 145.25 
12 295.113 
13 166.18 



8. NOISE-R7
Overview

53. The Panel’s recommended amendments to NOISE-R7, over and above the amendments
recommended by the report author, is summarised below:

Provision Panel recommendations 
NOISE-R7 Insert “including aircraft” after “use of agricultural 

vehicles or equipment” 

Amendments and reasons 
54. The submissions we consider here are the requests by the NZAAA to:

(a) Exclude intermittent helicopter movements for agricultural aviation activities14

(b) insert reference to aircraft, or agricultural aircraft, into the rule15.

55. We accept the report author’s advice in respect of NOISE-R4 and the consequential
introduction of a new definition for agricultural aviation activities. We preferred the
evidence of Mr Michelle for the NZAA that NOISE-R7 should include specific reference
to aircraft to ensure that it is clear and certain that agricultural vehicles include aircraft.

56. We note that further submitter the NZ Helicopter Association16 sought that “including
commercial and agricultural aircraft” be inserted into rule NOISE-R7. We accept Ms
Manhire’s advice that the amendment sought by the NZ Helicopter Association is out of
scope, as it sought to amend the relief sought by the NZAAA which is beyond what can
be achieved through a further submission.

9. NOISE-R16, new NOISE-S1, NOISE-MD3 and new NOISE-SCHED 1
– Construction Schedule
Overview 

57. The Panel’s recommended amendments to NOISE-R16 and NOISE-MD3 and new NOISE-
S1 and NOISE-SCHED1, over and above the amendments recommended by the report
author, is summarised below:

Provision Panel recommendations 
NOISE-R16 and NOISE-MD3 In addition to the amendments recommended 

through the planning joint witness statement 
and the Reply Report: 

• Apply the rule to additions or alterations
to existing buildings that create a new
habitable room or room that will be
occupied by a noise sensitive activity.

14 NZAAA [310.1] 
15 NZAAA [310.2] 
16 FS66 



• Amend NOISE-MD3 to include a new
clause 6 the outcome of consultation with
Waka Kotahi or KiwiRail.

• Minor amendments to the rule to ensure
it applies to all buildings containing noise
sensitive activities and not just residential
units.

Amendments and reasons 
58. The submissions we consider here are those from Waka Kotahi, KiwiRail, Kāinga Ora and

Bellgrove Rangiora Ltd17. These submissions were the subject of considerable evidence,
debate and discussion through the hearing, culminating in joint expert statements from
the acoustic experts and planners for Waka Kotahi, KiwiRail, Kāinga Ora and the
Council18, which we have carefully considered.

59. We generally accept the recommended amendments and new standard for ventilation,
and the associated reasons set out in Ms Manhire’s Reply Report. These included
expanding the rule to apply to all noise sensitive activities and the introduction of road
and rail noise overlays and associated definitions. We consider that these amendments
make the rule more certain and easier to administer and appropriately implement the
associated objectives and policies in the PDP and give effect to the relevant objectives
and policies in the RPS. We also agree with the acoustic experts that a Rail Vibration
Alert Overlay is the most appropriate response for addressing vibration in the absence
of specific vibration criteria. We note that there was disagreement between the acoustic
experts about the width of this overlay; however, as it is advisory only, we consider this
of no particular consequence and accept the 100m distance recommended by Mr Camp
and Dr Chiles.

60. However, we preferred Ms Heppelthwaite and Mr Lindenberg’s position that the rule
should also apply to additions and alterations to existing buildings where new habitable
rooms or rooms that would be occupied by noise sensitive activities were created, for
the reasons set out by Ms Heppelthwaite. Unfortunately, Ms Manhire did not provide
her view or reasoning for her alternative view on this in her Reply Report for us to
consider. We also preferred Mr Lindenberg’s evidence that NOISE-MD3 should be
amended to apply to ventilation as well as acoustic insulation, which is consistent with
the recommended amendments to NOISE-R16 and the introduction of new NOISE-S1.
As a consequential amendment, we have also recommended that NOISE-MD3 be
amended to include a new clause “the outcome of any consultation with Waka Kotahi
NZ Transport Agency (for state highways) or KiwiRail (for rail)”.

61. We note that we considered Bellgrove’s submission which sought an alternative pathway
for managing road noise effects on noise sensitive activities. We were not provided any
evidence by the submitter to consider. We anticipate that the recommended
amendments will go some way in addressing Bellgrove’s concerns, but without the

17 275.55, 373.74, 325.149, 408.27 
18 Bellgrove did not appear at the hearing, provide evidence or participate in expert conferencing 



knowledge of any other suggested alternatives, we agree with the report author that 
the submission should be rejected. 

10. Conclusion
62. For the reasons summarised above, we recommend the adoption of a set of changes to

the PDP provisions relating to Part 2: District-Wide Matters – NOISE – Noise. Our
recommended amendments are shown in Appendix 2.

63. Overall, we find that these changes will ensure the PDP better achieves the statutory
requirements, national and regional direction, and our recommended Strategic
Directions, and will improve its useability.



Appendix 1: Submitter attendance and tabled evidence for Noise - Hearing Stream 5 

Attendee Speaker Submitter 
No. 

Council Reporting Officer • Jessica Manhire
• Stuart Camp (Acoustics)

N/A 

Kainga Ora • Brendon Liggett
• Jon Styles
• Lance Jimmieson
• Matt Lindenberg
• Clare Dale
• Lisa Williams

325, FS 88 

NZ Helicopter Association • Richard Milner 66 
North Canterbury Clay Target 
Association 

• Haydn Porritt 61 

Christchurch International 
Airport Limited 

• Darryl Millar 254, FS 80 

KiwiRail • Jacob Burton
• Mike Brown
• Catherine Heppelthwaite
• Stephen Chiles

373, FS 99 

Waka Kotahi • Stuart Pearson
• Catherine Heppelthwaite
• Dr Stephen Chiles
• Robert Swears

275, FS 110 

McAlpines • William Reeve
• Tim Walsh
• John Duncan
• John Gardner
• Chris Fowler

226, 102 

NZ Agricultural Aviation 
Association 

• Tony Michelle
• Richard Milner

310 

NZ Defence Force • Darran Humpheson
• Rebecca Davies

166 

Canterbury Regional Council • Joanne Mitten 41 
Federated Farmers of New 
Zealand Inc. 

• Lionel Hume
• Karl Dean

414, FS 83 

Tabled Evidence 
KiwiRail • Sheena McGuire 373 FS 99 

Fuel Companies • Miles Rowe 276 
Oxford Ohoka Community 
Board 

• T Robson 172 

Daiken • Stephanie Styles 145 



Appendix 2: Recommended amendments to the Proposed Plan - Tracked from notified version 
(provisions not consequentially renumbered)  
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NOISE - Te orooro - Noise 

Introduction 

Noise effects require management because they can affect the health of people, natural values, and 
amenity values. The character, level and duration of sound, and the time at which it occurs are all 
factors affecting the perception of noise and how tolerable it is. This chapter contains objectives, 
policies and rules to manage the effects of noise for different receiving environments and activities.  

This chapter does not control noise from aircraft in flight, however aircraft noise contours are used to 
control land uses where they may be subject to noise from aircraft using Christchurch International 
Airport and Rangiora Airfield. Noise from main transport routes can adversely affect residential 
amenity for people living nearby.  Acoustic design for residential development near identified main 
roads and rail corridors is required to ensure noise levels within residential units do not adversely 
affect the health and wellbeing of occupants.  

Residential Zones anticipate quiet night time conditions, as noise can disturb relaxation and sleep. 
Commercial and Mixed Use Zones and Industrial Zones normally have a greater tolerance for noise 
that reflects the working environment. The working nature of the rural environment may result in 
seasonal, short term or intermittent noise effects but the rural environment generally comprises low 
levels of noise.1 

Noise limits for the Open Space and Recreation Zones recognise the use of these areas for 
relaxation, and enjoyment of nature, as well as activities, such as sports, that can generate noise. 

The provisions in this chapter are consistent with the matters in Part 2 - District Wide Matters - 
Strategic Directions and give effect to matters in Part 2 - District Wide Matters - Urban Form and 
Development. 

Other potentially relevant District Plan provisions 

As well as the provisions in this chapter, other District Plan chapters that contain provisions that may 
also be relevant to noise include: 

• Temporary Activities:  this chapter contains provisions for activities that may generate noise
on a short term basis.

• Special Purpose Zone (Kāinga Nohoanga):  how the Noise provisions apply in the Special
Purpose Zone (Kāinga Nohoanga) is set out in SPZ(KN)-APP1 to SPZ(KN)-APP5 of that
chapter.

• Any other District wide matter that may affect or relate to the site.
• Zones: the zone chapters contain provisions about what activities are anticipated to occur in

the zones.

Objectives 
NOISE-O1 Adverse noise effects 

Noise does not adversely affect human health, communities, natural values and the 
anticipated amenity values of the receiving environment. 

NOISE-O2 Reverse sensitivity 

1 NZPork [169.29], HortNZ [295.109] 



NOISE - Te orooro - Noise Notified: 22/02/2024 

Page 2 of 27 
Print Date: 24/10/2024 

The operation of regionally significant infrastructure and strategic infrastructure, activities 
within Commercial and Mixed Use Zones and Industrial Zones ,and/or identified existing 
noise generating activities subject to any noise control overlay or contour2 are not 
adversely affected by reverse sensitivity effects from noise sensitive activities. 

NOISE-O3 Rangiora Airfield 
The avoidance of noise sensitive activities within the 65dBA and 55dBA Ldn Noise 
Contours for Rangiora Airfield. 

Policies 
NOISE-P1 Minimising Managing adverse noise effects 

Minimise Manage adverse noise effects by: 
1. limiting the noise level, location, duration, time, intensity and any special

characteristics of noise generating activities, to reflect the anticipated3 function,
character and amenity values of each zone;

2. requiring lower noise levels during night hours compared to day time noise levels
to protect human health, natural values and maintain the 4 anticipated5 amenity
values of sensitive environments; and

3. requiring sound insulation for noise sensitive activities, or limiting the location of
noise sensitive activities where they may be exposed to noise from existing noise
generating activities subject to a noise control overlay or contour.6

NOISE-P2 Limited duration noise generating activities  
Enable specific noise generating activities of limited duration that are: 

1. required for anticipated activities within zones or the District, including
construction noise, audible bird scaring devices, frost control fans, temporary
activities, temporary military training activities,7 and emergency services, and

2. where noise levels and characteristics are consistent with the anticipated8

character and amenity values of the receiving environment.

NOISE-P3 Rail and roads 
Protect the operation of rail and road infrastructure by identifying locations where 
acoustic mitigation measures for any new noise sensitive activities are required. 

NOISE-P4 Airport Noise Contour 
Protect Christchurch International Airport from reverse sensitivity effects by: 

1. avoiding noise sensitive activities within the 50 dBA Ldn Noise Contour by limiting
the density of any residential unit or minor residential unit to a maximum of 1
residential unit or minor residential unit per 4ha, except within existing Kaiapoi
Residential Zones, greenfield priority areas identified in Chapter 6 - Map A of the
RPS (gazetted 6 December 2013) or any residential Development Area; and

2. requiring noise insulation within the 50 dBA Ldn and 55 dBA Ldn Noise Contour for
Christchurch International Airport.

NOISE-P5 Rangiora Airfield 
Avoid the development of noise sensitive activities in the Rural Lifestyle Zone within the 
55dBA Ldn Noise Contour for Rangiora Airfield and prohibit noise sensitive activities 
within the 65 dBA Ldn Noise Contour for Rangiora Airfield.  

2 North Canterbury Clay Target Association [61.3], Daiken [145.24] 
3 Kainga Ora [325.149] 
4 Kainga Ora [325.149] 
5 Kainga Ora [325.149] 
6 North Canterbury Clay Target Association [61.3], Daiken [145.24] -  consequential amendment 
7 New Zealand Defence Force [166.17] 
8 Kainga Ora [325.149] 
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NOISE-P6 Existing HIZ processing activity 
Protect the existing processing plant located between Upper and Lower Sefton Roads 
from noise sensitive activities located in the adjacent Rural Lifestyle Zone within the HIZ 
Processing noise contour.9 

Activity Rules 

How to interpret and apply the rules 

1. Noise standards apply to the zone or zones where noise is received. Noise from the use of
public roads or railways is exempt from the provisions of the Noise Chapter.

2. Unless otherwise specified:
a. sound levels shall be measured in accordance with NZS 6801:2008 Acoustics -

Measurement of Environmental Sound and assessed in accordance with NZS
6802:2008 Acoustics - Environmental Noise where the source of noise is within the
scope of these standards; and

b. for the purposes of compliance with these noise standards, public roads shall not be
considered as a site receiving noise.

3. A Rail Vibration Alert Overlay has been applied which identifies the vibration-sensitive area
within 60 metres each side of the railway designation boundary as properties within this area
may experience rail vibration effects. No specific district plan provisions apply in relation to
vibration controls as a result of this Rail Vibration Alert Area. The Rail Vibration Alert Overlay
is to advise property owners of the potential vibration effects but leaves the site owner to
determine an appropriate response.10 

NOISE-R1 TimberHIZ processing and ancillary activities 

Heavy 
Industrial 
Zone 
located 
between 
Upper and 
Lower 
Sefton 
Roads  

Activity status: PER 
Where: 

1. noise generated within the
TimberHIZ Processing Noise
Contour, as shown on the planning
map, shall not exceed the following
standards at or beyond the noise
control boundary:

a. not exceed 45 dB LAeq
outside the Timber
Processing Noise Contour
and shall otherwise comply
with Table NOISE-2; and

b. not exceed the following
standards at or within the
notional boundary of the
residential unit located at
126 Beatties Road:

i. a. 7:00am-7:00pm
Monday to Saturday
55 dB LAeq.

Activity status when compliance not 
achieved: RDIS  
Matters of discretion are restricted to: 

NOISE-MC12D1 - Noise 
NOISE-MD2 - Management of noise 

effects 
NOISE-MD3 - Acoustic insulation 

9 Daiken [145.25] 
10 KiwiRail [373.74] 
12 RMA Schedule 1 clause 16(2). 
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ii. b. 9:00am-7:00pm 
Sundays and Public 
Holidays 55 dB 
LAeq. 

iii. c. All other 
times 45 dB LAeq. 

iv. d. 1110:00pm-
7:00am on any day 
75 dB LAF(max). 

NOISE-R2 Temporary military training activity  
 

This rule does not apply to:  
1. temporary military training activities that involve weapons firing and/or the use of 

explosives provided for under NOISE-RXX 

2. helicopter movements provided for under NOISE-R4. 

All Zones Activity status: PER 
Where: 

1. Any temporary military 
training activity that does 
not exceed the noise limits 
in Table NOISE-2 by more 
than 5 dB13 

written notice 
shall be provided 
to the District 
Council’s 
Manager, 
Planning and 
Regulation at 
least 10 working 
days prior to the 
commencement 
of the activity; 

2. firing of weapons and 
explosive events shall be 
undertaken no closer than 
1500m to the notional 
boundary of any noise 
sensitive activity during the 
hours of 7:00am-7:00pm, 
nor within 4500m during the 
hours of 7:00pm-7:00am; 

3. firing of weapons and 
explosive events shall not 
exceed a noise level of 65 
dB LAF(max) during the 
hours of 7:00am-7:00pm, 

Activity status when compliance with NOISE-R2 
(1) not achieved: CON  
Matters of control are restricted to: 

NOISE-MC14D1 - Noise  
 

Activity status when compliance with NOISE-R2 
(2) not achieved: RDIS 
Matters of discretion are restricted to: 

NOISE-MD1 - Noise 
Activity status when compliance with NOISE-R2 
(4) not achieved: (Refer to NOISE-R4) 
Activity status when compliance with NOISE-R2 
(5) not achieved: (Refer to NOISE-R19)  

 
11 Daiken [145.26] 
13 New Zealand Defence Force [166.18] 
14 RMA Schedule 1 clause 16(2). 
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nor a level of 50 dB 
LAF(max) during the hours 
of 7:00pm-7:00am; 

4. helicopter movements shall 
comply with NOISE-R4; 

5. noise from all other sources 
other than those specified 
in activity standards (3) to 
(5) shall comply with the 
noise limits in NOISE-R19. 

 Advisory Note  

• See also TEMP-R5 Temporary military training activity.15 

 

NOISE-
RXX 

Temporary Military Training Activity involving weapons firing and/or use of 
explosives16 

 Activity status: CON 
Where: 

1. Any temporary military training 
activity where there is weapons 
firing and/or use of explosives: 

a. where written notice is 
provided to the District 
Council’s Manager, Planning 
and Regulation at least 10 
working days prior to the 
commencement of the 
activity including any details 
of separation distances and 
predicted sound levels; and 

b. where firing of weapons and 
explosive events are 
undertaken no closer than 
500m to the notional 
boundary of any noise 
sensitive activity during the 
hours of 7:00am-7:00pm, 
nor within 1250m during the 
hours of 7:00pm-7:00am; or 

c. where the minimum 
separation distances 
specified in b. above are not 
met, then the activity shall 
comply with the following 
peak sound pressure level 
when measured at the 
notional boundary of any 

Activity status when compliance with 
NOISE-RXX not achieved: RDIS 
Matters of discretion are restricted to: 
NOISE-MCD1 - Noise 

 
15 New Zealand Defence Force [166.17] 
16 New Zealand Defence Force [166.18] 
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building for a noise sensitive 
activity: 
7:00am to 7:00pm: 95 dBC 
7:00pm to 7:00am: 85 
dBC.17 

 

 Advisory Note 
See also TEMP-R5 Temporary military training activity18 

NOISE-R3 Construction work  

All Zones Activity status: PER  
Where: 

1. noise from construction shall comply 
with the following maximum noise 
limits when assessed in accordance 
with NZS 6803:1999 Acoustics - 
Construction Noise:  

a. when received in any Residential 
Zones, or within the notional 
boundary of any Rural zZ19ones:  

i. 7:30am - 6:00pm Monday to 
Saturday: 70 dB LAeq; 

ii. all other times: 45 dB LAeq; 
b. when received in any 

Commercial and Mixed Use 
Zones and Industrial Zones:  

a. at all times: 70 dB LAeq; 
2. vibration from construction shall be 

assessed in accordance with DIN 
4150-3:2016, Vibration in Buildings – 
Part 3: Effects on Structures, and 
shall comply with the relevant limits in 
Tables 1 and 4 of that standard. 

Activity status when compliance not 
achieved: RDIS 
Matters of discretion are restricted to: 

NOISE-MC20D1 - Noise  

NOISE-R4 Helicopter movements 
 

This rule does not apply to helicopter movements at Rangiora Airfield or ,for emergency 
purposes provided for under NOISE-R5, or to intermittent helicopter movements for 
agricultural aviation activities provided for under NOISE-R721. 

All Zones  Activity status: PER 
Where: 

1. helicopter movements shall 
only occur between 8:00am 
and 6:00pm, unless further 
than 450m from any 
residential unit or minor 
residential unit; 

Activity status when compliance not achieved: 
RDIS  
Matters of discretion are restricted to: 

NOISE-MC22D1 - Noise 
NOISE-MD4 - Helicopter noise 

 
17 New Zealand Defence Force [166.18] 
18 New Zealand Defence Force [166.17] 
19 RMA Schedule 1 clause 16(2).  
20 RMA Schedule 1 clause 16(2). 
21 NZ Agricultural Aviation Association [310.1] 
22 RMA Schedule 1 clause 16(2). 
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2. within 25m of any 
residential unit or minor 
residential unit, no 
helicopter movement shall 
take place, unless that 
residential unit or minor 
residential unit is on the site 
on which the landing or 
take-off occurs; 

3. between 25m and 450m 
from a residential unit or 
minor residential unit not 
located on the same site as 
the activity, the number of 
helicopter movements on a 
site shall not exceed 24 in 
any 12 month period within 
which there may be a 
maximum of 10 in any 
month, or six in any week, 
unless that residential unit 
or minor residential unit is 
on the site on which the 
landing or take-off occurs. 

NOISE-R5 Helicopter movements for emergency purposes 

All Zones Activity status: PER Activity status when compliance not 
achieved: N/A 

NOISE-R6 Audible bird scaring devices 

All Zones Activity status: PER  
Where: 

1. audible bird scaring 
devices shall:  

a. only operate 
between 30 
minutes before 
sunrise to 30 
minutes after 
sunset; 

b. not exceed a 
maximum of six 
events per device 
per hour, where 
each event has a 
maximum of three 
clustered shots; 

c. not be used within 
200m of a 
notional boundary 
of any residential 

Activity status when compliance not achieved: 
RDIS  
Matters of discretion are restricted to: 

NOISE-MC24D1 - Noise 

 
24 RMA Schedule 1 clause 16(2). 
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unit or minor 
residential unit on 
any other site of 
different 
ownership; and 

d. not exceed 65 dB 
LAE from any one 
noise 
emissionevent, 
when assessed at 
any point within 
the notional 
boundary of any 
residential unit or 
minor residential 
unit on any site of 
different 
ownership.;and  

e. not exceed one 
device per 1ha of 
land in any single 
land holding.23 

 
Advisory Note 

• Audible bird scaring devices should have a legible notice securely fixed to the 
road frontage of the site in which the device is to operate stating the name, 
address and phone number of the person(s) responsible for the operation of the 
device and identify the site on which the device will operate.25 

NOISE-R7 Temporary, mobile or intermittent agriculture activities emitting noise for 
cultivation, application of fertiliser, planting, harvesting, use of agricultural 
vehicles or equipment including aircraft26, and movement, handling and 
transport of livestock 

Rural Zones 
Special 
Purpose Zone 
(Kāinga 
Nohoanga)  
Special 
Purpose Zone 
(Pines Beach 
and Kairaki 
Regeneration) 

Activity status: PER Activity status when compliance not 
achieved: N/A 

NOISE-R8 Operation of an emergency service facility warning device  

All Zones Activity status: PER Activity status when compliance not 
achieved: N/A 

NOISE-R9 Temporary activities  

 
23 Michael John Baynes [357.1] 
25 HortNZ [295.114] 
26 NZ Agricultural Aviation Association [310.2] 
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 This rule does not apply to: 
(a) recreational jet boating activity.27 
(b) Temporary Military Training Activities28 

All Zones Activity status: PER 
Where: 

1. between 10:00pm and 
8:00am the noise limits in 
NOISE-R19 are met; 

2. sound amplified activities 
shall be restricted to a total 
duration not exceeding four 
hours per day on any site 
on which the temporary 
activity is located, including 
all sound checks; 

3. sound amplified activities 
shall have a maximum total 
amplified power of 500 
Watts RMS; 

4. noise from any temporary 
activity shall not exceed 65 
dB LAeq at the notional 
boundary of any residential 
unit or minor residential 
unit, except fireworks 
displays that are limited to 
the hours between:  

a. 9:00am to 10:00pm on 
any day;  

b. 9:00am to 11:00pm on 
Guy Fawkes Night or 
Matariki; or  

c. 9:00am to 01:00am on 
New Year's Eve/Day. 

Activity status when compliance with NOISE-R9 (1 
to 3) not achieved: CON 
Matters of control are restricted to:  

NOISE-MC29D1 - Noise 
Activity status when compliance with NOISE-R9 
(4) not achieved: RDIS 
Matters of discretion are restricted to: 

NOISE-MC30D1 - Noise 

 
Advisory Note 

• It is recommended that residents adjacent to an event involving amplified sound 
or fireworks, are notified at least 48 hours before the temporary activity 
commences, including:  

o the nature of the activity; 
o proposed dates, start and finish time and the expected times of any sound 

testing or practice; 
o any alternative dates in the event of postponement and; contact details of 

the event organiser. 

NOISE-R10 Wind turbine operation 

All Zones Activity status: PER 
Where: 

Activity status when compliance not 
achieved: DIS 

 
27 Jet Boating New Zealand [358.6] 
28 New Zealand Defence Force [166.22 and 166.7] 
29 RMA Schedule 1 clause 16(2). 
30 RMA Schedule 1 clause 16(2). 
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1. the turbine has a rated generation 
capacity of no greater than 15kW; 

2. the turbine is located no closer than 
500m to the notional boundary of any 
residential unit or minor residential 
unit on any other site of different 
ownership; 

3. where there is more than one wind 
turbine, noise shall be assessed in 
accordance with NZS 6808:2010 
Acoustics - Wind Farm Noise and 
comply with the limits given in that 
standard. 

NOISE-R11 Use of generators for emergency purposes 

All Zones Activity status: PER 
Where: 

1. routine testing is only undertaken 
between the hours of 9:00am and 
5:00pm; 

2. noise from the generator does not 
exceed the NOISE-R19 daytime 
(7:00am-10:00pm) noise limit at any 
site receiving noise. 

Activity status when compliance not 
achieved: RDIS 
Matters of discretion are restricted to: 

NOISE-MC31D1 - Noise 

NOISE-R12 Speedway Activities - 39 Doubledays Road, Kaiapoi  

Speedway 
Overlay 

Activity status: PER 
Where: 

1. a maximum of 25 events may be held 
in the period from 1 October to 30 
April in any year; 

2. a maximum of three practices may 
occur on the site each calendar year 
(that will not be assessed as an event 
under (1)); 

3. events, except for Speedway New 
Zealand Allocated Championships, 
shall conclude by 10:30pm and have 
a maximum duration of 4.5 hours, not 
including event preparation and clean-
up; 

4. where a medical emergency or similar 
circumstance causes delay to an 
event, the hours of operation may be 
extended by up to one hour; 

5. activities other than the use of the 
track by motor racing vehicles shall 
comply with NOISE-R19. 

Activity status when compliance with 
NOISE-R12 (1) to (4) not achieved: RDIS 
Matters of discretion are restricted to: 

NOISE-MC32D1 - Noise 
Activity status when compliance with 
NOISE-R12 (5) not achieved: as set out 
in NOISE-R19 

NOISE-R13 Aircraft operations at Rangiora Airfield 

 
31 RMA Schedule 1 clause 16(2). 
32 RMA Schedule 1 clause 16(2). 
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Rural 
Lifestyle 
Zone 

Activity status: PER 
Where: 

1. the aircraft operation is for one of 
the following purposes:  

a. emergency medical or for 
national/civil defence 
reasons, air shows, military 
operations; 

b. aircraft using the airfield as 
a necessary alternative to 
an airfield elsewhere; 

c. aircraft taxiing; 
d. engine run-ups for each 50 

hour check.;or33 
2. for all other aircraft operations:  

a. noise from the aircraft 
operations shall not exceed 
65 dBA Ldn outside the 65 
dBA Ldn Airport Noise 
Contour, shown on the 
planning map; 

b. measurement and 
assessment of noise from 
aircraft operations at 
Rangiora Airfield shall be 
carried out in accordance 
with NZS 6805:1992 Airport 
Noise Management and 
Land Use Planning; 

c. when recorded aircraft 
movements at Rangiora 
Airfield exceed 70,000 
movements per year, 
compliance with (1) shall be 
determined by calculations 
of noise from airfield 
operations and shall be 
based on noise data from 
the Rangiora Airfield Noise 
Model. Records of actual 
aircraft operations at 
Rangiora Airfield and the 
results shall be reported to 
the District Council’s 
Manager, Planning and 
Regulation; 

d. measurement of the noise 
levels at the site shall 
commence once aircraft 
operations at Rangiora 
Airfield reach 88,000 
movements per year and 

Activity status when compliance not 
achieved: NC 

 
33 RMA Schedule 1 clause 16(2). 
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shall be calculated over the 
busiest three-month period 
of the year. The 
measurements shall be 
undertaken annually while 
aircraft operations are at 
88,000 movements or 
higher and the results shall 
be reported to the District 
Council’s Manager, 
Planning and Regulation. 

NOISE-R14 Buildings in the 55 dBA Ldn Noise Contour for Christchurch International 
Airport  

55 dBA Ldn 
Noise 
Contour for 
Christchurch 
International 
Airport  

Activity status: PER 
Where: 

1. any new building or any addition to 
an existing building for an activity 
listed in Table NOISE-1 within the 55 
dBA Ldn Noise Contour for 
Christchurch International Airport, 
shown on the planning map, shall be 
insulated from aircraft noise to 
ensure indoor sound levels stated in 
Table NOISE-1 are not exceeded, 
when windows and doors are closed, 
and:  

a. noise insulation calculations 
and verification shall be as 
follows:  

i. building consent 
applications shall be 
accompanied by a report 
detailing calculations that 
show how the required 
sound insulation and 
construction methods have 
been determined; 

b. for the purpose of sound 
insulation calculations, the 
external noise levels for a site 
shall be determined by 
application of the air noise 
contours Ldn and LAE. Where a 
site falls within the contours the 
calculations shall be determined 
by linear interpolation between 
the contours; 

c. if required by the District 
Council, in conjunction with the 
final building inspection the 
sound transmission of the 
façade shall be tested in 

Activity status when compliance not 
achieved: NC 
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accordance with ISO 16283-
3:2016 to demonstrate that the 
required façade sound 
insulation performance has 
been achieved, and a test 
report is to be submitted to the 
District Council’s Manager, 
Planning and Regulation. 
Should the façade fail to 
achieve the required standard 
then it shall be improved to the 
required standard and re-tested 
prior to occupation. 

NOISE-R15 Buildings in the 55 dBA Ldn Noise Contour for Rangiora Airfield 
 

This rule applies to any new residential unit, or minor residential unit addition to an 
existing residential unit, minor residential unit or building, or part of a building, for a noise 
sensitive activity. 

55 dBA 
Ldn Noise 
Contour 
for 
Rangiora 
Airfield 

Activity status: PER 
Where: 

1. the building shall be 
insulated from aircraft noise 
to achieve the indoor sound 
levels in Table NOISE-1.  

Activity status when compliance not achieved: NC 

 

Table NOISE-1: Noise Contour Indoor Design Levels 
 

Indoor Design and Sound Level 

Building Type and Activity dB LAE dB Ldn 

Residential Units or Minor 
Residential units 

  

Bedrooms 65 40 

Other habitable room 75 50 

Visitor Accommodation 

Bedrooms, living rooms 65 40 

Conference meeting rooms 65 40 

Service activities 75 60 

Education Facilities 

Libraries, study areas, teaching areas, 
assembly areas 

65 40 

Workshops, gymnasiums 85 60 

Retail Activities, Retail Services and Offices 

Conference rooms 65 40 

Private offices 70 45 
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Open plan offices, exhibition spaces 75 50 

Data processing 80 55 

Shops, supermarkets, showrooms 85 60 

NOISE-
R16 

Residential units and minor residential units Noise sensitive activities within 80m of 
an arterial road, strategic road or rail designationthe road and rail noise overlays34 

All Zones 
Road and 
rail noise 
overlays 

Activity status: PER 
Where: 

1. any new residential unit or 
minor residential unit building, 
intended for a noise sensitive 
activity, and/or any addition or 
alteration to an existing 
building which creates a new 
habitable room or room that 
will be occupied by a noise 
sensitive activity, 35 shall  

a. be designed, and 
constructed and 
maintained to achieve 
a minimum external 
and internal noise 
reduction of 30 dB 
Dtr,2m,nT,w + Ctr to 
any habitable room; or 
2. not exceed the 
maximum values for 
be designed and 
constructed to meet 
the following 
maximum36 indoor 
design sound levels:  

i.  road traffic noise 
within any habitable 
room – 40 dB 
LAeq(24hr); 
ii. rail noise inside 
bedrooms between 
10:00pm and 
7:00am – 35 dB 
LAeq(1h); and 
iii. rail noise inside 
any habitable room 
excluding bedrooms 
– 40 dB LAeq(1h); 

b. be constructed in 
accordance with the 

Activity status when compliance not achieved: 
RDIS 
Matters of discretion are restricted to: 

NOISE-MC40D1 - Noise 
NOISE-MD2 -Management of noise effects 
NOISE-MD3 - Acoustic insulation  

 
34 KiwiRail [373.74], Waka Kotahi [275.55] 
35 KiwiRail [373.74] 
36 KiwiRail [373.74] 
40 RMA Schedule 1 clause 16(2). 
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Construction Schedule 
NOISE-SCHED1;37 

2. Design report 
Where 1(a) applies, a report 
shall be submitted to the 
council demonstrating 
compliance with clauses (1)(a) 
above prior to the construction 
or addition or alteration of any 
building containing a noise 
sensitive activity. In the 
design:38 

a. the design for road 
traffic noise shall take 
into account future 
permitted use of the 
road, either by the 
addition of 2339 dB to 
predicted sound levels 
or based on forecast 
traffic in 20 years’ 
time;  

b. rail noise shall be 
deemed to be 70 dB 
LAeq(1h) at 12m 
from the edge of the 
track, and shall be 
deemed to reduce at 
a rate of either: 

i. 3 dB per 
doubling of 
distance up 
to 40m and 6 
dB per 
doubling of 
distance 
beyond 40m; 
or 

ii. As modelled 
by a Suitably 
Qualified and 
Experienced 
Acoustic 
Consultant 
using a 
recognised 
computer 
modelling 
method for 
freight trains 

 
37 Bellgrove Rangiora Ltd [408.27] 
38 KiwiRail [373.74] 
39 KiwiRail [373.74] 
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with diesel 
locomotives, 
having 
regard to 
factors such 
as barrier 
attenuation, 
the location 
of the 
building or 
room 
containing 
the noise 
sensitive 
activity 
relative to the 
orientation of 
the track, 
topographical 
features and 
any 
intervening 
structures; 

3. If windows must be closed to 
achieve the maximum indoor 
design sound levels in clause 
1a, or if a building is 
constructed in accordance 
with NOISE-SCHED1, the 
building must be designed, 
constructed and maintained 
with a mechanical ventilation 
system that meets the 
requirements in NOISE-S1. 

5. the indoor design sound 
level shall be achieved at 
the same time as the 
ventilation requirements of 
the New Zealand Building 
Code. If windows are 
required to be closed to 
achieve the indoor design 
sound levels then an 
alternative means of 
ventilation shall be required 
within bedrooms; 

4. the external to internal noise 
reduction shall be assessed in 
accordance with ISO 16283-
3:2016 Acoustics — Field 
measurement of sound 
insulation in buildings and of 
building elements — Part 3: 
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Façade sound insulation and 
ISO 717-1:2020 Acoustics — 
Rating of sound insulation in 
buildings and of building 
elements — Part 1: Airborne 
sound insulation. 

 
Advisory Note 

• Dtr,2m,nT,w+Ctr means the weighted standardised level difference of the external 
building envelope (including windows, walls, roof/ceilings and floors where 
relevant) and is a measure of the reduction in sound level from outside to inside a 
building. Dtr,2m,nT,w+Ctr is also known as the external sound insulation level. 41 

NOISE-R17 Noise sensitive activities 

50dBA Ldn 
Noise 
Contour for 
Christchurch 
International 
Airport 
Limited 

Activity status: PER  
Where:  

1. the activity is located 
within Residential Zones; 
or  

2. any activity meets the 
indoor sound levels stated 
in Table NOISE 1, when 
windows and doors are 
closed. 

Activity status when compliance not achieved: 
RDIS 
Matters of discretion are restricted to: 

NOISE-MD2 - Management of noise effects 
NOISE-MD3 - Acoustic insulation 

Notification 
An application for a restricted discretionary activity 
under this rule where compliance is not achieved 
with NOISE-R17 (1), shall be limited notified only to 
Christchurch International Airport Limited. 

 
Advisory Note 

• Noise insulation calculations and verification shall be as follows:  
o Building consent applications shall be accompanied with a report 

detailing the calculations showing how the required sound insulation and 
construction methods have been determined. 

o For the purpose of sound insulation calculations, the external noise 
levels for a site shall be determined by application of the air noise 
contours Ldn and LAE. Where a site falls within the contours the 
calculations shall be determined by linear interpolation between the 
contours.  

 If required by the District Council, in conjunction with the final 
building inspection the sound transmission of the façade shall be 
tested in accordance with ISO 16283-3:2016 to demonstrate that 
the required façade sound insulation performance has been 
achieved, and a test report is to be submitted to the District 
Council’s Manager, Planning and Regulation. Should the façade 
fail to achieve the required standard then it shall be improved to 
the required standard and re-tested prior to occupation. 

NOISE-R18 Bedrooms in Town Centre Zone, Local Centre Zone, Neighbourhood Centre 
Zone or Mixed Use Zone 

Town Centre 
Zone  
Local Centre 
Zone  

Activity status: PER 
Where: 

1. any bedroom that forms 
part of residential activity 
or visitor accommodation 

Activity status when compliance not achieved: 
RDIS 
Matters of discretion are restricted to: 

NOISE-MC42D1 - Noise 
NOISE-MD2 - Management of noise effects 

 
41 KiwiRail [373.74].  
42 RMA Schedule 1 clause 16(2). 
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Neighbourhood 
Centre Zone 
Mixed Use 
Zone  

must achieve an external 
to internal noise 
reduction of not less than 
35 dB D tr,2m,nT,w+Ctr; 

2. the external to internal 
noise reduction shall be 
assessed in accordance 
with ISO 16283-3:2016 
Acoustics — Field 
measurement of sound 
insulation in buildings 
and of building elements 
— Part 3: Façade sound 
insulation and ISO 717-
1:2020 Acoustics — 
Rating of sound 
insulation in buildings 
and of building elements 
— Part 1: Airborne sound 
insulation; 

3. the indoor design sound 
level should be achieved 
at the same time as the 
ventilation requirements 
of the New Zealand 
Building Code. If 
windows are required to 
be closed to achieve the 
indoor design sound 
levels then an alternative 
means of ventilation shall 
be required within 
bedrooms that meets the 
ventilation requirements 
of the New Zealand 
Building Code.  

NOISE-MD3 - Acoustic insulation 
Notification 
An application for a restricted discretionary activity 
under this rule where compliance is not achieved 
with NOISE-R18 (1) to NOISE-R18 (3) is precluded 
from being publicly or limited notified. 

 
Advisory Note 

• Dtr,2m,nT,w+Ctr means the Weighted Standardised Level Difference of the 
external building envelope (including windows, walls, roof/ceilings and floors 
where relevant) and is a measure of the reduction in sound level from 
outside to inside a building. Dtr,2m,nT,w+Ctr is also known as the external 
sound insulation level. 

NOISE-R19  Activities emitting noise not otherwise covered in NOISE-R1 to NOISE-R13 

 This rule does not apply to recreational jet boating activity.43 

All Zones Activity status: PER 
Where: 

1. the noise limits in Table NOISE-2 are 
met. 

Activity status when compliance not 
achieved (where the activity exceeds the 
noise standards given in Table NOISE-2: 
Noise limits by less than 10 dB LAeq): 
RDIS 

 
43 Jet Boating New Zealand [358.6].  
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Matters of discretion are restricted to: 
NOISE-MC44D1 - Noise 

Activity status when compliance not 
achieved (where the activity exceeds the 
noise standards given in Table NOISE-2: 
Noise limits by 10 dB LAeq or more): NC 

NOISE-R20 Operation of frost control fans 

Rural 
Zones 

Activity status: CON 
Where: 

1. noise from frost control fans 
measured at or within the 
notional boundary of any 
residential unit or minor 
residential unit, on a site of 
different ownership, shall 
not exceed 55 dB LAeq 
(10min), where: 

a. the noise level applies 
both to individual and 
cumulative noise from 
all frost control fans 
within 1km of the 
residential unit, and 

b. noise compliance shall 
be demonstrated by 
an acoustic report 
from a suitably 
qualified and 
experienced acoustic 
consultant; 

2. frost control fans shall not 
be located within: 

a. 300m of a residential 
unit or minor 
residential unit on a 
site of different 
ownership; or 

b. 1km of any Residential 
Zones; 

3. frost control fan use is 
limited to the period 
between bud burst and 
harvest; 

4. frost control fans shall only 
be operated in wind speeds 
up to 8km/hr and when the 
local air temperature is 2oC 
or less; 

5. operation for testing shall 
only take place between 

Activity status when compliance not achieved: 
RDIS 
Matters of discretion are restricted to: 

NOISE-MC46D1 - Noise 

 
44 RMA Schedule 1 clause 16(2). 
46 RMA Schedule 1 clause 16(2). 
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7:30am and 6:00pm, 
Monday-Friday. 

Matters of control are 
restricted to: 

NOISE-MC45D1 – Noise 
 

NOISE-RX Noise sensitive activities near frost fans 

General 
Rural Zone 
 
Rural 
Lifestyle 
Zone 
 

Activity status: CON 
 
Where: 
1.Any new noise sensitive 
activity located on a separate 
site of different ownership within 
1000m of any lawfully-
established frost control fan 
must be designed and 
constructed to ensure that the 
noise level inside any bedroom 
of the dwelling will not exceed 30 
dB LAeq with all fans operating 
at normal duty. 
 
2.Compliance with this standard 
must be demonstrated by the 
production of a design certificate 
from an appropriately qualified 
and experienced acoustic 
engineer. The design certificate 
must be based either on actual 
noise measurements with all 
fans operating at normal duty, or 
on an assumed noise level from 
any one frost fan, corrected for 
the number of fans present at 
the time. 
 
Matters of control are 
restricted to: 
NOISE-MC47D1 - Noise 
NOISE-MD3 - Acoustic 
insulation 
 

Activity status when not achieved: RDIS 
 
Matters of discretion are restricted to: 
NOISE-M48C49D1 - Noise 
NOISE-MD3 - Acoustic insulation50 

NOISE-R21 Noise sensitive activities 

Timber 
Processing 

Activity status: RDIS 
 
Where: 

Activity status when compliance not 
achieved: N/A 

 
45 RMA Schedule 1 clause 16(2).  
47 RMA Schedule 1 clause 16(2). 
48 HortNZ [295.115].  
49 RMA Schedule 1 clause 16(2). 
50 HortNZ [295.115].  
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Noise 
Overlay51 
 
HIZ 
52Processing 
Noise 
Contour 

1. The activity is located within the 
Timber Processing Noise Overlay 
or the HIZ Processing Noise 
Contour53 

 
Matters of discretion are restricted to: 

NOISE-MC54D1 - Noise 
NOISE-MD3 - Acoustic insulation 

NOISE-R22 Residential unit or minor residential unit 

Speedway 
Noise 
Contour 

Activity status: NC  
Where: 

1. the activity is located in the Speedway 
Noise Contour. 

Activity status when compliance not 
achieved: N/A 

NOISE-R23 Residential units, minor residential units or noise sensitive activities 

65 dBA 
Ldn Noise 
Contour 
for 
Rangiora 
Airfield 

Activity status: PR 
Where: 

1. the activity is located in the 
65 dBA Ldn Noise Contour 
for Rangiora Airfield. 

Activity status when compliance not achieved: 
N/A 

 

  
Table NOISE-2 Noise limits 

  Maximum noise level at or within the boundary1 of any 
site receiving noise from the activity, where the site 

receiving noise is zoned  
 

Daytime 7:00am-
10:00pm 

Night-time 10:00pm-
7:00am 

 

Residential Zones 50 dB LAeq 40 dB LAeq 70 dB 
LAF(max) 

Special Purpose Zone (Hospital), 
Special Purpose Zone (Pines Beach 
and Kairaki Regeneration), Special 
Purpose Zone (Kāinga Nohoanga) 

50 dB LAeq 40 dB LAeq 70 dB 
LAF(max) 

Local Centre Zone, Neighbourhood 
Centre Zone 

60 dB LAeq 40 dB LAeq 70 dB 
LAF(max) 

Open Space Zone, Sport and Active 
Recreation Zone, Special Purpose 
Zone (Kaiapoi Regeneration), Special 
Purpose Zone (Pegasus Resort) 

55 dB LAeq 45 dB LAeq 75 dB 
LAF(max) 

Town Centre Zone, Mixed Use Zone 60 dB LAeq 50 dB LAeq 80 dB 
LAF(max) 

 
51 McAlpines [226.2] 
52 Daiken [145.66] 
53 McAlpines [226.2] 
54 RMA Schedule 1 clause 16(2). 
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Light Industrial Zone 65 dB LAeq 55 dB LAeq 
 

Large Format Retail Zone, General 
Industrial Zone 

605 dB LAeq 50555 dB LAeq 
 

Heavy Industrial Zone, except as 
provided for in NOISE-R156 

65 dB LAeq 55 dB LAeq 
 

Special Purpose Zone (Museum and 
Conference Centre) 

65 dB LAeq 55 dB LAeq 
 

Rural Zones, Natural Open Space 
Zone 
1 For sites in Rural Zones the boundary 
is the notional boundary 

50 dB LAeq 40 dB LAeq 65 dB 
LAF(max) 

 

  

Noise standards 

 
NOISE-S1 Ventilation 

1. Habitable rooms for a residential activity, achieves 
the following requirements: 

a. provides mechanical ventilation which can 
operate continuously to satisfy clause G4 
of the New Zealand Building Code; and 

b. provides at least 1 air change per hour, but 
no less than 7.5L/s per occupant; and 

c. provides cooling and heating that is 
controllable by the occupant and can 
maintain the inside temperature between 
18°C and 25°C; and 

d. must not generate more than 35 dB 
LAeq(30s) when measured 1 metre away 
from any grille or diffuser. The noise level 
must be measured after the system has 
cooled the rooms to the temperatures in 
(c.), or after a period of 30 minutes from the 
commencement of cooling (whichever is 
the lesser). 

2. Alternatively, in lieu of NOISE-S1(1) above, a 
design verified by a suitably qualified and 
experienced person stating the design proposed 
will provide ventilation and internal space 
temperature controls to meet or exceed the 
outcomes described in NOISES1(1) a-d.57 

Activity status when compliance not 
achieved: N/A 

 
Advice Notes 

 
55 Woolworths [282.142].  
56 Daiken [145.27].  
57 KiwiRail [373.74] 
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NOISE-
AN1 

1. Activities and structures may also be subject to controls outside the District Plan. 
Reference should also be made to any other applicable rules or constraints within 
other legislation or ownership requirements including excessive noise provisions of 
the RMA.  

2. National Environmental Standards operate in parallel to or in conjunction with the 
District Plan, including the NESPF. Section 98 of the NESPF regulates noise and 
vibration for forests greater than 1ha that has been planted specifically for 
commercial purposes and will be harvested. 

 

  
Matters of Control/Discretion  
  NOISE-
MC58D1 

Noise 
1. Noise duration, timing, noise level and characteristics, and potential adverse 

effects in the receiving environment. 
2. Any effects on the health or well-being of persons living or working in the 

receiving environment, including effects on sleep, and the use and enjoyment of 
outdoor living areas. 

3. The location of the noise generating activity and the degree to which the amenity 
values of any residential activity may be adversely affected. 

4. The extent to which noise effects are received at upper levels of multi-level 
buildings.  

5. Any proposals to reduce or modify the characteristics of noise generation, 
including:  

a. reduction of noise at source; 
b. alternative techniques or machinery which may be available; 
c. insulation or enclosure of machinery; 
d. mounding, screen fencing/walls or landscape characteristics; and 
e. hours of operation. 

6. The adequacy of measures to address the adverse effects of noise on the natural 
character values of the coastal environment. 

7. Any adverse effects of noise on ecological values. 
8. The characteristics of the existing noise environment, and the character the 

objectives and policies of the zone are seeking to achieve. 
9. Any relevant standards, codes of practice or assessment methods based on 

recognised acoustic principles, including those which address the 
reasonableness of the noise in terms of community health and amenity values 
and/or sleep protection. 

10. For temporary military training activities, the extent to which compliance with 
noise standards has been demonstrated by a report prepared by a suitably 
qualified and experienced acoustic consultant.59 

NOISE-
MD2 

Management of noise effects 
1. The extent to which effects, as a result of the sensitivity of activities to current and 

future noise generation from aircraft, are proposed to be managed, including 
avoidance of any effect that may limit the operation, maintenance or upgrade of 
Christchurch International Airport. 

2. The extent and effectiveness of any indoor noise insulation. 
3. The extent to which a reduced level of acoustic insulation may be acceptable due to 

mitigation of adverse noise effects through other means, e.g. screening by other 
structures, or distance from noise sources. 

 
58 RMA Schedule 1 clause 16(2). 
59 New Zealand Defence Force [166.21].  
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4. The ability to meet acoustic insulation requirements through alternative 
technologies or materials. 

5. The extent to which the provision of a report from an acoustic specialist provides 
evidence that the level of acoustic insulation ensures the amenity values, health 
and safety of present and future residents or occupiers. 

6. The reasonableness and effectiveness of any legal instrument to be registered 
against the title that is binding on the owner and the owner’s successors in title, 
containing a ‘no complaint’ clause relating to the noise of aircraft using Christchurch 
International Airport.60 

NOISE-
MD3 

Acoustic insulation and ventilation 
1. The extent to which a reduced level of acoustic insulation and ventilation may 

be acceptable due to mitigation of adverse noise effects through other means. 
2. The ability to provide effective acoustic insulation and ventilation through 

alternative technologies or materials. 
3. The extent to which the provision of a report from an acoustic or ventilation 

specialist which61 provides evidence that the level of acoustic or ventilation 
insulation ensures the amenity values, health and safety of present and future 
occupants or residents of the site. 

4. Any potential reverse sensitivity effects on other activities that may arise from 
residential accommodation or other noise sensitive activities that do not meet 
acoustic or ventilation62 insulation requirements necessary to mitigate any 
adverse effects of noise. 

5. The location of any nearby business or infrastructure activities and the degree 
to which any sensitive activities may be adversely affected. 

6. The outcome of any consultation with Waka Kotahi NZ Transport Agency (for 
state highways) or KiwiRail (for rail).63 

NOISE-
MD4 

Helicopter noise 
1. Assessment of noise in accordance with NZS 6807:1994 Noise Management and 

Land Use Planning for Helicopter Landing Areas and the findings of that 
assessment. 

 

 
Schedules 

NOISE-SCHED1 – Construction Schedule64 
Applicability  

 
Construction requirements detailed in this appendix are only applicable 
where:  

1. The road(s) passing the building containing the noise sensitive activity 
has/have a posted speed limit of less than or equal to 60 km/hr, 

2. The building is a single level construction, 
3. The floor of the building is a reinforced concrete slab, 
4. No habitable room of the building is located less than 4.5 metres from 

the road boundary, 

 
60 Christchurch International Airport Ltd [254.63]. 
61 Christchurch International Airport Ltd [254.64] 
62 Kāinga Ora [325.149] 
63 Waka Kotahi [274.55], KiwiRail [373.74] 
64 Bellgrove Rangiora Ltd [408.27] 
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5. The total area of glazing in any habitable room is no greater than 20% 
of the total area of external walls of that room. 

6. The roof of the building is a standard timber truss design, with a pitch 
of not less than 15 degrees and horizontal ceiling. Ventilation of the 
roof space must only be via casual ventilation typical of the jointing, 
capping and guttering detail used in normal construction. 

In all other situations, a design report from a suitably qualified acoustics 
specialist is required. 

Construction 
Options 

 

Exterior Walls 
Option 1 

Exterior cladding of brick, Aerated Concrete or similar, with a surface 
mass not less than 27 kg/m2. 

• Timber or steel framing of not less than 90 mm, with studs at 600 mm 
centres. A ventilated cavity is not required for noise control purposes 
under this option but is permissible, with or without a rigid air barrier, 

• Fibrous insulation of minimum R2.6. This includes fibreglass, 
polyester and wool, but does not include polystyrene or other foam 
sheet insulation products, 

• 1 layer of 10 mm thick Standard Gib board or alternative gypsum 
board having a surface mass not less than 6 kg/m2

, 
Exterior Walls 
Option 2 

Exterior cladding of Profiled sheet steel not less than 0.4 mm thick, or 
profiled aluminium not less than 1.3 mm thick, or treated pine 
weatherboards not less than 19mm thick. 

• Battens forming a ventilated cavity not less than 18mm deep, 
• Rigid air barrier consisting of Plywood not less than 9 mm thick or 

Fibre Cement not less than 4 mm thick, or alternative sheet product 
having a surface mass not less than 5 kg/m2.  

• Timber or steel framing of not less than 90 mm, with studs at 600 mm 
centres, 

• Fibrous insulation of minimum R2.6. This includes fibreglass, 
polyester and wool, but does not include polystyrene or other foam 
sheet insulation products, 

• 2 layers of 10 mm thick Standard Gib board or alternative gypsum 
board, each layer having a surface mass not less than 6 kg/m2

, 
Exterior Walls 
Option 3 

Exterior cladding of Fibre Cement weatherboards, with a surface mass 
not less than 18 kg/m2. 

• Battens forming a ventilated cavity not less than 18 mm deep, 
• Rigid air barrier consisting of Plywood not less than 7 mm thick or 

Fibre Cement not less than 4 mm thick, or alternative sheet product 
having a surface mass not less than 3.8 kg/m2.  

• Timber or steel framing of not less than 90 mm, with studs at 600 mm 
centres, 

• Fibrous insulation of minimum R2.6. This includes fibreglass, 
polyester and wool, but does not include polystyrene or other foam 
sheet insulation products, 

• 2 layers of 10 mm thick Standard Gib board or alternative gypsum 
board, each layer having a surface mass not less than 6 kg/m2

, 
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Glazing and 
Exterior doors - 
All options 

• Windows to consist of double glazing consisting of 2 layers of glass 
not less than 4 mm thick, separated by an airgap of not less than 
12 mm, with full perimeter seals, 

• External doors to be either double glazed to the same standard as 
windows, or be a solid panel construction with a surface mass not less 
than 24 kg/m2 and incorporating full perimeter seals. 

Roof – All Options • Profiled metal roofing not less than 0.4 mm thick, in either sheet or tile 
form, 

• Fibrous insulation of minimum R6 within the ceiling cavity. This 
includes fibreglass, polyester and wool, but does not include 
polystyrene or other foam sheet insulation products, 

• 2 layers of 13 mm Standard Gib board or alternative gypsum board, 
with each layer having a surface mass not less than 8 kg/m2. 

 
Relevant planning map amendments 
Rename the Timber Processing Noise Contour as the ‘HIZ Processing Noise Contour’.65 
 
Insert the Timber Processing Noise Overlay, and apply to the McAlpine’s sawmill, to the red line extent 
of 55 on RLZ sites (detailed updated) in the following map 
 

66 
 

 
65 Daiken [145.66] 
66 McAlpines Ltd [226.2] 
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Add a Road and Rail Noise Overlay to include: 
• GIS data supplied by Waka Kotahi NZ Transport Agency 

• For all other strategic and arterial roads: 

a. 100-metre distance from “edge of seal” for roads with speed limits of greater than or 
equal to 70km/hr; and 
b. 50 metres distance from “edge of seal” for roads with a posted speed limit of less 
than 70km/hr.67 

• 100m from the centre of any rail line. 
 
Add a rail vibration alert layer as follows: 

• Insert mapping overlay which identifies a 60m buffer on each side of the railway 
designation boundary.68 

 
Relevant definition amendments 

• Amend the definition of 'construction work' to add: 

"... 

for the avoidance of doubt, installation of a building includes the relocation and resitting of a building.” 

 
• The definition of noise sensitive activity be amended to read: 

Noise sensitive activity 
a. residential activities other than those in conjunction with rural activities that comply with the rules 

in the relevant district plan as at 23 August 2008; 
• educational activitiesfacilities including pre-school places69 or premises excluding training, trade 

training or other industry related training facilities; 
• visitor accommodation except that which is designed, constructed and operated to a standard that 

mitigates the effects of noise on occupants; 
• hospitals, healthcare facilities and any elderly persons housing or complex. 
• marae and places of worship.70 

 
• Add a definition of: Agricultural aviation activities: 

“means the intermittent operation of an aircraft from a rural airstrip or helicopter landing area for primary 

production activities, and; conservation activities for biosecurity, or biodiversity purposes; including 

stock management, and the application of fertiliser, agrichemicals, or vertebrate toxic agents (VTA’s). 

For clarity, aircraft includes fixed-wing aeroplanes, helicopters, and unmanned aerial vehicles 

(UAV’s).”71 

 

 
67 Kainga Ora [325.149], KiwiRail [373.74], Waka Kotahi [275.55] 
68 KiwiRail [373.74] 
69 Ministry of Education [277.60] 
70 KiwiRail [373.6] 
71 NZ Agricultural Aviation Association [310.1] consequential amendment 
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Attention: Andrew Ross 

andrew@planzconsultants.co.nz 

99 Ken Fletcher kfletcher.mediator@xtra.co.nz 

100 James Stephens viewhilldeer@gmail.com 

101 
Borcoskie M J & R M 
C/- Charlie Brown 

charlie@rhodes.co.nz 

102 
M J Borcoskie Family Trust 
C/- Charlie Brown 

charlie@rhodes.co.nz 

103 Margaret and John Cotter jennychrisrose@hotmail.com 

104 Jeremy Elvidge cheskinorchard@gmail.com 

105 Marie Jarvis and David O'Neill-Kerr oneillkerrfamily@xtra.co.nz 

106 
Northern A and P Association 
Attention: Graeme Green 

graeme@activerefrig.co.nz 

107 Cory and Philippa Jarman jarmancp@gmail.com 

108 Stephen Davison tony.davison@babbage.co.nz 

109 Nick Thorp nick.thorp@yahoo.com 

110 Ross, Anna, Jared and Kate Williams silverstreamlifestyle@gmail.com 

111 CA and GJ McKeever candg.mckeever@gmail.com 

112 Kristen Reid and Jason Patterson jspbuilders7717@gmail.com 

113 
Te Kohaka o Tuhaitara Trust 
Attention: J Hullen 

tkot@farmside.co.nz 

114 Jonathon Renwick jonorenwick@hotmail.com 

115 Lynda Karen Vernel info@alpinejetthrills.co.nz 

mailto:grant.johnston@trulinecivil.com
mailto:nickyjameswatherston@hotmail.com
mailto:donna.lamont@outlook.com
mailto:dawndrev@gmail.com
mailto:allangcharles@gmail.com
mailto:amrahoward@xtra.co.nz
mailto:neihana.kuru@xtra.co.nz
mailto:glennch80@yahoo.co.nz
mailto:douglasguthrie64@gmail.com
mailto:shirleymgeorge@gmail.com
mailto:woolleyr39@gmail.com
mailto:maxxi20@hotmail.com
mailto:johnwaller@scorch.co.nz
mailto:w_ashbyfamily@slingshot.co.nz
mailto:jdelange@icloud.com
mailto:damonhurley@hotmail.com
mailto:george.welch.builder@xtra.co.nz
mailto:rfmpegasus2011@gmail.com
mailto:david.whitfield@terracat.co.nz
mailto:bevo.fane@xtra.co.nz
mailto:andrew@planzconsultants.co.nz
mailto:kfletcher.mediator@xtra.co.nz
mailto:viewhilldeer@gmail.com
mailto:charlie@rhodes.co.nz
mailto:charlie@rhodes.co.nz
mailto:jennychrisrose@hotmail.com
mailto:cheskinorchard@gmail.com
mailto:oneillkerrfamily@xtra.co.nz
mailto:graeme@activerefrig.co.nz
mailto:jarmancp@gmail.com
mailto:tony.davison@babbage.co.nz
mailto:nick.thorp@yahoo.com
mailto:silverstreamlifestyle@gmail.com
mailto:candg.mckeever@gmail.com
mailto:jspbuilders7717@gmail.com
mailto:tkot@farmside.co.nz
mailto:jonorenwick@hotmail.com
mailto:info@alpinejetthrills.co.nz
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116 Peter Manson peter.karen166@outlook.com 

117 Karen Ann Manson karen3135@hotmail.com 

118 Elisabeth and Alphons Sanders ellis.sanders@xtra.co.nz 

119 Steve Higgs tskv@xtra.co.nz 

120 Judith Roper-Lindsay judith@roperlindsay.com 

121 

Fusion Homes 

C/- Fletcher Consulting and Planning 

Attention: Stewart Fletcher 

stewart@fletcherconsulting.co.nz 

122 
Canterbury Botanical Society 
Attention: Tom Ferguson 

tom@wai-ora.nz 

123 

Alan & Margaret Fraser 

C/- Fletcher Consulting and Planning 

Attention: Stewart Fletcher 

stewart@fletcherconsulting.co.nz 

124 Debby Duke debbyduke.nz@gmail.com 

125 

Mr & Mrs C Sharp - 109 Chinnerys Road, 

Mr & Mrs M Ogle - 95 Chinnerys Road, Mr 

& Mrs H Tocker - 85 Chinnerys Road, Mr & 

Mrs G Fechney – 14 Grange View, Mr K & 

Ms Lucy Magill - 13 Grange View, Mr & 

Mrs K Robinson - 8 Grange View, Mr & 

Mrs G Barclay - 73 Chinnerys Road, Mr & 

Mrs K Harrison - 69 Chinnerys Road, Ms 

M Silverlock - 61 Chinnerys Road, Mr & 

Mrs P Simpson - 55 Chinnerys Road, Mr & 

Mrs D Forge - 33 Chinnerys Road, Mr & 

Mrs Nick - 29 Chinnerys Road, Mrs Lois - 

25 Chinnerys Road, Mr & Mrs E Bell - 19 

Chinnerys Road 

Attention: Annie Fechney 

annie_p@xtra.co.nz 

126 Jez Partridge jez.partridge@yahoo.co.nz 

127 

Aggregate and Quarry Association 

Attention: Jeremy Harding jeremy@straterra.co.nz 

128 Karl Lutterman karl.pukeko@gmail.com 

129 
Scottville Farm 
Attention: Rick Larsen 

rick@scottvillefarm.co.nz 

130 Emily Arthur-Moore kiwiekm@gmail.com 

131 

Southern Capital Limited 

C/- Eliot Sinclair and Partners Ltd 

Attention: Claire McKeever 

claire.mckeever@eliotsinclair.co.nz 

132 Kim Joanne Manson kimmanson88@hotmail.com 

133 
Sarbaz Estates Limited 
Attention: Andrew Feierabend 

feierabend@slingshot.co.nz 

134 Timothy and Kimberley Broad t.j.broad1@gmail.com

mailto:peter.karen166@outlook.com
mailto:karen3135@hotmail.com
mailto:ellis.sanders@xtra.co.nz
mailto:tskv@xtra.co.nz
mailto:judith@roperlindsay.com
mailto:stewart@fletcherconsulting.co.nz
mailto:tom@wai-ora.nz
mailto:stewart@fletcherconsulting.co.nz
mailto:debbyduke.nz@gmail.com
mailto:annie_p@xtra.co.nz
mailto:jez.partridge@yahoo.co.nz
mailto:jeremy@straterra.co.nz
mailto:karl.pukeko@gmail.com
mailto:rick@scottvillefarm.co.nz
mailto:kiwiekm@gmail.com
mailto:claire.mckeever@eliotsinclair.co.nz
mailto:kimmanson88@hotmail.com
mailto:feierabend@slingshot.co.nz
mailto:t.j.broad1@gmail.com
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135 

Alison and Peter Batchelor 

C/- Fletcher Consulting and Planning 

Attention: Stewart Fletcher 

stewart@fletcherconsulting.co.nz 

136 Renee Marie Morrow rm.morrow@xtra.co.nz 

137 

Anton and Eana Musson 

C/- Fletcher Consulting and Planning 

Attention: Stewart Fletcher 

stewart@fletcherconsulting.co.nz 

138 

Ron and Tracey Taylor 

Fletcher Consulting and Planning 

Attention: Stewart Fletcher 

stewart@fletcherconsulting.co.nz 

139 

Leanne & Paul Strathern 

Fletcher Consulting and Planning 

Attention: Stewart Fletcher 

stewart@fletcherconsulting.co.nz 

140 

Dianne & Geoff Grundy 

C/- Fletcher Consulting and Planning 

Attention: Stewart Fletcher 

stewart@fletcherconsulting.co.nz 

141 

Graeme and Lynne Wellington 

Fletcher Consulting and Planning 

Attention: Stewart Fletcher 

stewart@fletcherconsulting.co.nz 

142 

Te Ngai Tūāhuriri Runanga (Ngai 

Tūāhuriri) 
Attention: Tania Wati 

Tuahiwi.Marae@ngaitahu.iwi.nz 

143 Mark and Debbie Ogle debbie.ogle@xtra.co.nz 

144 Ken and Carey Howat redbarn6@xtra.co.nz 

145 

Daiken New Zealand Limited 

C/- Boffa Miskell 
Attention: Stephanie Styles 

stephanie.styles@boffamiskell.co.nz 

146 
Oxford A & P Association 
Attention: Secretary C Roberts 

secretary@oxfordapshow.co.nz 

147 
Kaiapoi-Tuahiwi Community Board 
Attention: Kaye Rabe 

com.board@wmk.govt.nz 

148 
Rangiora-Ashley Community Board 
Attention: Kaye Rabe 

com.board@wmk.govt.nz 

149 

The Board of Trustees of Rangiora High 

School 
Attention: David Lowe 

lwd@rangiorahigh.school.nz 

150 

Lennard Pope 

C/- Survus Consultants 

Attention: Hamish Frizzell 

subdivisions@survus.co.nz 

151 Blair Williamson mrblairwilliamson@gmail.com 

152 Madison Tait mgt44@uclive.ac.nz 

153 Ruth and Ron Ellis shirlene.davis@fmg.co.nz 

154 Denise Lochhead denise.kelvin.lochhead@gmail.com 

155 

Woodend-Sefton Community Board 

Attention: Kaye Rabe com.board@wmk.govt.nz 

mailto:stewart@fletcherconsulting.co.nz
mailto:rm.morrow@xtra.co.nz
mailto:stewart@fletcherconsulting.co.nz
mailto:stewart@fletcherconsulting.co.nz
mailto:stewart@fletcherconsulting.co.nz
mailto:stewart@fletcherconsulting.co.nz
mailto:stewart@fletcherconsulting.co.nz
mailto:Tuahiwi.Marae@ngaitahu.iwi.nz
mailto:debbie.ogle@xtra.co.nz
mailto:redbarn6@xtra.co.nz
mailto:stephanie.styles@boffamiskell.co.nz
mailto:secretary@oxfordapshow.co.nz
mailto:com.board@wmk.govt.nz
mailto:com.board@wmk.govt.nz
mailto:lwd@rangiorahigh.school.nz
mailto:subdivisions@survus.co.nz
mailto:mrblairwilliamson@gmail.com
mailto:mgt44@uclive.ac.nz
mailto:shirlene.davis@fmg.co.nz
mailto:denise.kelvin.lochhead@gmail.com
mailto:com.board@wmk.govt.nz
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156 Ulrike van Nek uvn@xtra.co.nz 

 
 

157 

New Zealand Association of Radio 

Transmitters, Inc. (NZART); North 

Canterbury Amateur Radio Club (Inc) 

(Branch 68 of NZART) 
Attention: Owen Pimm 

 
 

owen.pimm@gmail.com 

 

158 

A Carr 

C/- Town Planning Group 

Attention: Brett Giddens 

 

brett@townplanning.co.nz 

159 Dean and Victoria Caseley d.vcaseley@scorch.co.nz 

161 James Brett Weir the.weirs2@gmail.com  

162 John Stevenson jorostev@gmail.com  

 

163 

Lamb & Hayward Ltd 

Planz Consultants 

Attention: Andrew Ross 

 

andrew@planzconsultants.co.nz 

164 Sarah Clenshaw sarahschatline@hotmail.com  

165 Edward and Justine Hamilton ohokagas@xtra.co.nz 

 

166 

New Zealand Defence Force 

C/- Tonkin + Taylor 
Attention: Wendy Macdonald 

 

wmacdonald@tonkintaylor.co.nz 

 

167 

Beach Road Estates Limited 

C/- Resource management Group 

Attention: Teresa Walton 

 

teresa@rmgroup.co.nz 

 

168 

Mandeville Village Limited Partnership 

C/- Urbis Group 
Attention: Callum Ross 

 

callum@urbisgroup.co.nz 

 

169 

NZPork 

Attention: Penny Cairns 

 

penny.cairns@pork.co.nz 

170 Todd Kirk and Anna Denise Halliday annahalliday150@gmail.com  

171 
Rayonier Matariki Forests 
Attention: Andy Fleming 

andy.fleming@rayonier.com  

172 
Oxford-Ohoka Community Board 
Attention: Thea Kunkel 

com.board@wmk.govt.nz 

mailto:uvn@xtra.co.nz
mailto:owen.pimm@gmail.com
mailto:brett@townplanning.co.nz
mailto:d.vcaseley@scorch.co.nz
mailto:the.weirs2@gmail.com
mailto:jorostev@gmail.com
mailto:andrew@planzconsultants.co.nz
mailto:sarahschatline@hotmail.com
mailto:ohokagas@xtra.co.nz
mailto:wmacdonald@tonkintaylor.co.nz
mailto:teresa@rmgroup.co.nz
mailto:callum@urbisgroup.co.nz
mailto:penny.cairns@pork.co.nz
mailto:annahalliday150@gmail.com
mailto:andy.fleming@rayonier.com
mailto:com.board@wmk.govt.nz
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173 

David Colin, Fergus Ansel Moore, 

Momentum Land Limited 

C/- Resource Management Group Limited 

Attention: Joanne Pacey 

joanne@rmgroup.co.nz 

174 

DHE Holdings Limited 

C/- Davis Ogilvie & Partners Ltd 

Attention: Russell Benge 

russell@do.nz 

175 

Geoff Mehrtens 

C/- Eliot Sinclair & Partners 

Attention: Laura Dance 

geoff@geoffthevet.co.nz 

176 Grant Edge grant@edgelandscapes.co.nz 

177 Allan and Melissa Mabey onthefarm@xtra.co.nz 

178 
Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga 

Attention: Arlene Baird 
infosouthern@heritage.org.nz 

179 Rachel Claire Hobson and Bernard Whimp btw518@gmail.com 

180 

Alistair John Dougal Cameron 

C/- Davis Ogilvie and Partners Limited 

Attention: Fred Coughlan 

fred@do.nz 

181 

Northwest Rangiora Owners Group 

C/- Davis Ogilvie and Partners 

Attention: Fred Coughlan 

fred@do.nz 

182 
Christchurch Motor Group Ltd 
Attention: Matt Barr 

matt.barr@christchurchmitsubishi.co.nz 

183 

Richard and Geoff Spark 

C/- Aston Consultants Ltd 
Attention: Fiona Aston 

fiona@astonconsultants.co.nz 

186 

Land Subcommittee - Pines and Kairaki 

Beaches Association 
Attention: Tim Stephenson 

tim@timstephenson.co.nz 

191 Howard Stone neil.cox@woods.co.nz 

192 

Royal Forest and Bird protection Society of 

New Zealand Inc. (Forest and Bird) 

Attention: Nicky Snoyink 

n.snoyink@forestandbird.org.nz

194 Lara Richards lara.b.richards@gmail.com 

195 

Transpower New Zealand Limited 

C/- AM Consulting 
Attention: Ainsley McLeod 

ainsley@amconsulting.co.nz 

196 Paul Martin and Julie Anne Wyatt paul-julie.wyatt@xtra.co.nz 

197 Belinda van der Monde and Allan Smith belinda2903@outlook.com 

200 
Clifford Sinclair Bishop and Hope 
Elizabeth Hanna 

cliff54wopwops@gmail.com 

mailto:joanne@rmgroup.co.nz
mailto:russell@do.nz
mailto:aura.dance@eliotsinclair.co.nz
mailto:grant@edgelandscapes.co.nz
mailto:onthefarm@xtra.co.nz
mailto:infosouthern@heritage.org.nz
mailto:btw518@gmail.com
mailto:fred@do.nz
mailto:fred@do.nz
mailto:matt.barr@christchurchmitsubishi.co.nz
mailto:fiona@astonconsultants.co.nz
mailto:tim@timstephenson.co.nz
mailto:neil.cox@woods.co.nz
mailto:n.snoyink@forestandbird.org.nz
mailto:lara.b.richards@gmail.com
mailto:ainsley@amconsulting.co.nz
mailto:paul-julie.wyatt@xtra.co.nz
mailto:belinda2903@outlook.com
mailto:cliff54wopwops@gmail.com
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201 
Rainer and Ursula Hack 
C/- Stefan Hack 

samandbee@gmail.com 

202 Ohoka Meadows Ltd 
C/- Nicholas Hoogeveen 

nick@netherfield.co.nz 

203 

Evans Corporate Trustee Limited as 

trustee for the Evans No 4 Trust 
Attention: R Evans - Director 

rse@evanscorp.net.nz 

204 Georgina Alice and Richard John Hancox richie.georgina@gmail.com 

205 
Survus Consultants 
Attention: Hamish Frizzell 

subdivisions@survus.co.nz 

206 

Kainga Maha 

C/- Urbis Group 
Attention: Callum Ross 

callum@urbisgroup.co.nz 

207 

Summerset Retirement Villages (Rangiora) 

Ltd 

C/- Boffa Miskell 
Attention: Stephanie Styles 

stephanie.styles@boffamiskell.co.nz 

208 

Suburban Estates Limited, Chris Wilson, 

Nick Auld, John Wakeman, Jane & Mary 

Wakeman, Ann Deans, WK Wakeman 

Estate, Air Charter Queenstown 

Attention: Kim Sanders 

office@rgmc.co.nz 

prebble@suburbanestates.co.nz 

209 Robert Adolf and Fiona Mary Buhler buhler.south@gmail.com

210 

Waimakariri Irrigation Limited 

C/- Chapman Tripp 

Attention: Ben Williams or Kirsty Jacomb 

Ben.Williams@chapmantripp.com 

212 

CSI Property 

C/- Chapman Tripp 

Attention: Ben Williams or Kirsty Jacomb 

Ben.Williams@chapmantripp.com 

213 Ruth and Bruno Zahner brzahner@gmail.com 

215 

Woodwater Limited 

C/- Anthony Harper Lawyers 

Attention: Gerard Cleary 

Gerard.cleary@ah.co.nz 

217 Cheryl Anne Judson judsonschu@gmail.com 

219 
Ngai Tahu Forestry 
Attention: Tanya Stevens 

Tanya.Stevens@ngaitahu.iwi.nz 

220 Stuart and Claire Morris stuart.morris@raywhite.com 

221 

House Movers Section of New Zealand 

Heavy Haulage Association 

Attention: Stuart Ryan and Jonathan 
Bhana-Thomson 

stuart@stuartryan.co.nz 

222 
Lifestyle Irrigation 
Attention: Andrew 

andrew@lifestyleirrigation.nz 

mailto:samandbee@gmail.com
mailto:nick@netherfield.co.nz
mailto:rse@evanscorp.net.nz
mailto:richie.georgina@gmail.com
mailto:subdivisions@survus.co.nz
mailto:callum@urbisgroup.co.nz
mailto:stephanie.styles@boffamiskell.co.nz
mailto:office@rgmc.co.nz
mailto:prebble@suburbanestates.co.nz
mailto:buhler.south@xtra.co.nz
mailto:Ben.Williams@chapmantripp.com
mailto:Ben.Williams@chapmantripp.com
mailto:brzahner@gmail.com
mailto:Gerard.cleary@ah.co.nz
mailto:judsonschu@gmail.com
mailto:Tanya.Stevens@ngaitahu.iwi.nz
mailto:stuart.morris@raywhite.com
mailto:stuart@stuartryan.co.nz
mailto:andrew@lifestyleirrigation.nz
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223 

John and Coral Broughton 

C/- Aston Consultants Ltd 
Attention: Fiona Aston 

 

fiona@astonconsultants.co.nz 

 

224 

Mark and Melissa Prosser 

C/- Doncaster Development 
Attention: Kim McCracken 

 

office@rgmc.co.nz  

225 Darrell O'Brien darrellobrien@outlook.com  

 

226 

McAlpines Ltd 

C/- Saunders and Co Lawyers 

Attention: Chris Fowler 

 

chris.fowler@saunders.co.nz 

227 
Canterbury Education Trust 
Attention: John Larsden 

john.larsen@nz.oneschoolglobal.com  

228 Grace Cameron and Nathan Wilson grace.e.m.cameron@hotmail.com  

229 Andrea Martin guy.martin@xtra.co.nz 

 

230 

Concept Services 

C/- JWest Limited 
Attention: Jane West 

 

jane@jwest.co.nz 

 

231 

Roger Reeves & Karen De Lautour 

C/- Saunders and Co Lawyers 

Attention: Chris Fowler 

 

chris.fowler@saunders.co.nz 

232 Adrian Selwyn Meredith adrian.meredith@ecan.govt.nz 

233 
Eliot Sinclair 
Attention: Claire McKeever 

claire.mckeever@eliotsinclair.co.nz 

 

234 

Go Media Limited 

C/- Resource Management Group 

Attention: Graham Taylor 

 

graham@rmgroup.co.nz 

235 Joanne Lapthorne and Robert Hanna kowai91@xtra.co.nz 

 

236 

Rick Allaway and Lionel Larsen 

C/- Aston Consultants Ltd 

Attention: Fiona Aston 

 

fiona@astonconsultants.co.nz 

 

237 

Carter Group Property Limited 

C/- Chapman Tripp 
Attention: Jo Appleyard / Lucy Forrester 

 

Jo.Appleyard@chapmantripp.com  

238 
Rangiora Gospel Trust 
Attention: Malcolm Dartnell 

malcolm@survus.co.nz 

 

239 

Williams Waimak Ltd 

C/- Invovo Group 
Attention: Max Stevenson 

 

max@inovo.nz 

 

242 

Dalkeith Holdings Ltd 

C/- Aston Consultants Ltd 

Attention: Fiona Aston 

 

fiona@astonconsultants.co.nz 

243 Drew and Sarah Harpur drew.sarahrose@gmail.com  

 

244 

David Cowley 

C/- Aston Consultants Ltd 

Attention: Fiona Aston 

 

fiona@astonconsultants.co.nz 

245 Murray Peter Gemmell murray@gemmellcontracting.co.nz 

mailto:fiona@astonconsultants.co.nz
mailto:office@rgmc.co.nz
mailto:darrellobrien@outlook.com
mailto:chris.fowler@saunders.co.nz
mailto:john.larsen@nz.oneschoolglobal.com
mailto:grace.e.m.cameron@hotmail.com
mailto:guy.martin@xtra.co.nz
mailto:jane@jwest.co.nz
mailto:chris.fowler@saunders.co.nz
mailto:adrian.meredith@ecan.govt.nz
mailto:claire.mckeever@eliotsinclair.co.nz
mailto:graham@rmgroup.co.nz
mailto:kowai91@xtra.co.nz
mailto:fiona@astonconsultants.co.nz
mailto:Jo.Appleyard@chapmantripp.com
mailto:malcolm@survus.co.nz
mailto:max@inovo.nz
mailto:fiona@astonconsultants.co.nz
mailto:drew.sarahrose@gmail.com
mailto:fiona@astonconsultants.co.nz
mailto:murray@gemmellcontracting.co.nz
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246 

Miranda Hales 

C/- Aston Consultants Ltd 

Attention: Fiona Aston 

 

fiona@astonconsultants.co.nz 

 

247 

Richard Black 

C/- Aston Consultants Ltd 

Attention: Fiona Aston 

 

fiona@astonconsultants.co.nz 

 
249 

MainPower New Zealand Limited 

C/- Resource management Group Limited 

Attention: Melanie Foote 

 
melanie@rmgroup.co.nz 

 

250 

Survus Consultants Ltd 

C/- Aston Consultants Ltd 

Attention: Fiona Aston 

 

fiona@astonconsultants.co.nz 

251 M and J Kerr vaughanantiques@xtra.co.nz 

252 Murray John Aitken iaj@xtra.co.nz 

253 Lyonne Van-Robinson lyonnevr@xtra.co.nz 

 
254 

Christchurch International Airport Limited 

C/- Chapman Trip 

Attention: Amy Hill 

 
Amy.Hill@chapmantripp.com  

 

255 

Rangiora and Districts Early Records 

Society 
Attention: Mr David Ayers 

 

rangioramuseum@xtra.co.nz 

256 Chloe Chai and Mark McKitterick mckitterick.mark@gmail.com  

257 
W J Winter and Sons Ltd 
Attention: Des and Dave Winter 

winterd@xtra.co.nz 

258 Malcolm Grant and Wendy Joyce Rowse malcolmrowse@xtra.co.nz 

259 Kathryn Alice Houghton Cawte mikekathryn@xtra.co.nz 

260 Andrea and William 'Rob' Thomson andreamk@xtra.co.nz 

261 Michael Alexander de Hamel michael@akaroamail.co.nz 

262 Nik Butler nik.butler@telferyoung.com  

263 Paul Marambos pmarambos@hotmail.com  

264 Daniel and Penelope Abel dan@fitandabel.com  

265 Richard and Simone Black black.nz@gmail.com  

 

 
266 

199 Johns Road Ltd, Carolina Homes Ltd, 

Carolina Rental Homes Ltd, Allan Downs 

Ltd 

C/- Eliot Sinclair 

Attention: Claire McKeever 

 

 
Claire.mckeever@eliotsinclair.co.nz 

mailto:fiona@astonconsultants.co.nz
mailto:fiona@astonconsultants.co.nz
mailto:melanie@rmgroup.co.nz
mailto:fiona@astonconsultants.co.nz
mailto:vaughanantiques@xtra.co.nz
mailto:iaj@xtra.co.nz
mailto:lyonnevr@xtra.co.nz
mailto:Amy.Hill@chapmantripp.com
mailto:rangioramuseum@xtra.co.nz
mailto:mckitterick.mark@gmail.com
mailto:winterd@xtra.co.nz
mailto:malcolmrowse@xtra.co.nz
mailto:mikekathryn@xtra.co.nz
mailto:andreamk@xtra.co.nz
mailto:michael@akaroamail.co.nz
mailto:nik.butler@telferyoung.com
mailto:pmarambos@hotmail.com
mailto:dan@fitandabel.com
mailto:black.nz@gmail.com
mailto:Claire.mckeever@eliotsinclair.co.nz
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267 

Foodstuffs South Island Limited and 

Foodstuffs (South Island) Properties 

Limited 

C/- Aurecon NZ Ltd 

Attention: Mark Allan 

 

 
mark.allan@aurecongroup.com  

268 Paul Lupi adderleigh@live.com  

269 Mark Lupi mark@wolfdevelopments.co.nz 

270 George JasonSmith mt.house@xtra.co.nz 

273 Sarah Gale sgale@hotmail.co.nz 

 
274 

Waghorn Builders Ltd – Luke and Jake 

Waghorn 

C/- Devcorp 
Attention: Matt McLachlan 

 
matt.mclachlan@devcorp.co.nz 

275 Gemma Kean gemma.kean@nzta.govt.nz 

 
276 

Z Energy Limited, BP Oil New Zealand 

Limited, Mobil Oil New Zealand 

Limited C/- 4Sight Consulting Limited 
Attention: Jarrod Dixon 

 
jarrod.dixon@4sight.co.nz 

 
277 

Ministry of Education Te Tāhuhu o Te 

Mātauranga 

C/- Beca 
Attention: Louisa Armstrong 

 
louisa.armstrong@beca.com  

 

278 

Oranga Tamariki – Ministry for Children 

C/- Beca 
Attention: Adriene Grafia 

 

Adriene.Grafia@beca.com  

 

279 

Queen Elizabeth the Second National 

Trust (QEII) 
Attention: Malcolm Lucas 

 

mlucas@qeii.org.nz 

280 Robin and Yvonne Marshall-Lee marshalllee@xtra.co.nz 

281 Maurice Newell wansden@gmail.com  

 

282 

Woolworths New Zealand Ltd 

C/- Forme Planning Ltd 

Attention: Kay Panther Knight 

 

kay@formeplanning.co.nz 

 

284 

Clampett Investments Limited (CIL) 

C/- Novo Group 
Attention: Jeremy Phillips 

 

jeremy@novogroup.co.nz 

285 Linda Melhuish & Andrew Radburnd linda.melhuish@hotmail.co.nz 

 

286 

Z Energy Limited 

C/- 4Sight Consulting Limited 

Attention: Joy Morse 

 

joym@4sight.co.nz 

287 Remi Leblanc remy@i4c.co.nz 

288 Albert David Jobson amiablenz@gmail.com  

 

289 

Laurie and Pamela Richards 

C/- Saunders and Co Lawyers 
Attention: Chris Fowler 

 

chris.fowler@saunders.co.nz 

mailto:mark.allan@aurecongroup.com
mailto:adderleigh@live.com
mailto:mark@wolfdevelopments.co.nz
mailto:mt.house@xtra.co.nz
mailto:sgale@hotmail.co.nz
mailto:matt.mclachlan@devcorp.co.nz
mailto:gemma.kean@nzta.govt.nz
mailto:jarrod.dixon@4sight.co.nz
mailto:louisa.armstrong@beca.com
mailto:Adriene.Grafia@beca.com
mailto:mlucas@qeii.org.nz
mailto:marshalllee@xtra.co.nz
mailto:wansden@gmail.com
mailto:kay@formeplanning.co.nz
mailto:jeremy@novogroup.co.nz
mailto:linda.melhuish@hotmail.co.nz
mailto:joym@4sight.co.nz
mailto:remy@i4c.co.nz
mailto:amiablenz@gmail.com
mailto:chris.fowler@saunders.co.nz


Submission 

numbers 
Submitters Email 

290 
Doncaster Development Ltd 
Attention: Kim McCracken 

office@rgmc.co.nz 
prebble@suburbanestates.co.nz 

291 

Mandeville Residents' Association 

Committee 
Attention: Louise Douglas 

louise.frogs@gmail.com 

292 Daniel Hamish Patrick Cosgrove hamish@treetopping.co.nz 

295 
Horticulture New Zealand 
Attention: Leanne Roberts Sarah.Cameron@hortnz.co.nz

296 

Malcolm Taylor 

C/- Urbis Group 
Attention: Callum Ross 

callum@urbisgroup.co.nz 

297 Michael Culmer Skelley 4mikeskelley@gmail.com 

298 Nick and Cilla Taylor n.taylor@tba.co.nz

299 
C/- Inovo Projects Ltd 
Attention: Max Stevenson 

max@inovo.nz 

300 

Eyrewell Dairy Ltd 

C/- Novo Group 
Attention: Clare Dale 

clare@novogroup.co.nz 

301 

Survus - Oxford 

C/- Aston Consultants Ltd 

Attention: Fiona Aston 

fiona@astonconsultants.co.nz 

302 Gary Robert Marshall gary@champions.co.nz 

303 

Fire and Emergency New Zealand 

C/- Beca 
Attention: Louisa Armstrong 

louisa.armstrong@beca.com 

304 C/- Development Planning Unit developmentplanning@wmk.govt.nz 

306 Robert Kimber robertlkimber@gmail.com 

307 Malcolm Hanrahan malcolm@misura.nz 

308 Reece Stuart MacDonald rsmacd09@gmail.com 

309 

Hellers Limited 

C/- Novo Group 
Attention: Helen Pickles 

helen@novogroup.co.nz 

310 
NZ Agricultural Aviation Association 
Attention: Tony Michelle eonzaaa@aviationnz.co.nz

311 

Domett Properties Limited 

C/- Novo Group 
Attention: Helen Pickles 

helen@novogroup.co.nz 

312 
Jeremy Charles and Catherine Margaret 
Cradwick 

ktbrownnz@gmail.com 

313 James Lennox jimjlennox@gmail.com 

314 Carolyn Hamlin mizcali@hotmail.co.nz 

315 Clare Price and Patrick Pfeifer clare.price@xtra.co.nz 

316 
Environment Canterbury Regional Council 

Attention: Jeff Smith 
regional.planning@ecan.govt.nz 

mailto:office@rgmc.co.nz
mailto:prebble@suburbanestates.co.nz
mailto:louise.frogs@gmail.com
mailto:hamish@treetopping.co.nz
mailto:ailsa.robertson@hortnz.co.nz
mailto:callum@urbisgroup.co.nz
mailto:4mikeskelley@gmail.com
mailto:n.taylor@tba.co.nz
mailto:max@inovo.nz
mailto:clare@novogroup.co.nz
mailto:fiona@astonconsultants.co.nz
mailto:gary@champions.co.nz
mailto:louisa.armstrong@beca.com
mailto:jjalford@xtra.co.nz
mailto:robertlkimber@gmail.com
mailto:malcolm@misura.nz
mailto:rsmacd09@gmail.com
mailto:helen@novogroup.co.nz
mailto:Bill.MacGregor@aviationnz.co.nz
mailto:helen@novogroup.co.nz
mailto:ktbrownnz@gmail.com
mailto:jimjlennox@gmail.com
mailto:mizcali@hotmail.co.nz
mailto:clare.price@xtra.co.nz
mailto:regional.planning@ecan.govt.nz


Submission 

numbers 
Submitters Email 

317 
Kevin Augustine and Diann Elizabeth 
Jones 

kadejones@xtra.co.nz 

318 Kat Winter 531cashel@gmail.com 

319 Kenneth Murray Blakemore manaburnfarm@gmail.com 

320 Stephanie Jane Waterfield brettw@xtra.co.nz 

321 Fiona Pamela Roberts fiona1@xtra.co.nz 

322 Roger James Willett Ensor jamesandbevensor@xtra.co.nz 

323 Christopher Norman Knowles vivchris@xtra.co.nz 

325 
Kainga Ora - Homes and Communities 
Attention: Mel Rountree 

developmentplanning@kaingaora.govt.nz 

327 Matt Pidgeon matt@pidgeoncontracting.co.nz 

329 Margaret Boyd Pierson margbpierson@gmail.com 

330 Russell Price Clifford russellpclifford@gmail.com 

331 David and Robyn Burrows davidrobynburrows@xtra.co.nz 

332 

Mike Greer Homes Ltd 

Davie Lovell-Smith Ltd 

Attention: Patricia Harte 

patricia.harte@dls.co.nz 

333 Geoffrey Sperry geoff2go@msn.com 

334 Janice Elaine Giles jgiles074@gmail.com 

335 
A and M Giles Ltd Giles 
Attention: Maree 

maree@mareethom.com 

336 Maree Katrina Thom maree@mareethon.com 

337 
Youni Ltd 
Attention: Maree 

mareethom@gmail.com 

340 Robert Jack Paterson paterson-currie@xtra.co.nz 

341 Jack David Patterson eljack@xtra.co.nz 

342 Humphry Guy Palmer hguypalmer@hotmail.com 

344 
Rural Holdings Ltd 
Attention: Andrew 

andrew@mandevilleservices.co.nz 

345 
464 Developments Ltd 
Attention: Andrew 

andrew@mandevilleservices.co.nz 

347 

Ravenswood Developments Limited (RDL) 

C/- Anderson Lloyd 

Attention: Sarah Eveleigh 

sarah.eveleigh@al.nz 

348 Morris Edward Harris harrism@xtra.co.nz 

349 Ian Nevis Bird nevis@xtra.co.nz 

350 James Redmond james@plumbingandgashq.co.nz 

351 

Egg Producers Federation of New Zealand 

and the Poultry Industry Association of 

New Zealand 

C/- Harrison Grierson Consultants Limited 

Attention: Mary McConnell 

m.mcconnell@harrisongrierson.com

352 Michael and Barbara Liddicoat michael.barbara@hotmail.co.nz 

353 Gina Louise Manson ginamanson452@gmail.com 

mailto:kadejones@xtra.co.nz
mailto:531cashel@gmail.com
mailto:manaburnfarm@gmail.com
mailto:brettw@xtra.co.nz
mailto:fiona1@xtra.co.nz
mailto:jamesandbevensor@xtra.co.nz
mailto:vivchris@xtra.co.nz
mailto:developmentplanning@kaingaora.govt.nz
mailto:matt@pidgeoncontracting.co.nz
mailto:margbpierson@gmail.com
mailto:russellpclifford@gmail.com
mailto:davidrobynburrows@xtra.co.nz
mailto:patricia.harte@dls.co.nz
mailto:geoff2go@msn.com
mailto:jgiles074@gmail.com
mailto:maree@mareethom.com
mailto:maree@mareethon.com
mailto:mareethom@gmail.com
mailto:paterson-currie@xtra.co.nz
mailto:eljack@xtra.co.nz
mailto:hguypalmer@hotmail.com
mailto:andrew@mandevilleservices.co.nz
mailto:andrew@mandevilleservices.co.nz
mailto:sarah.eveleigh@al.nz
mailto:harrism@xtra.co.nz
mailto:nevis@xtra.co.nz
mailto:james@plumbingandgashq.co.nz
mailto:m.mcconnell@harrisongrierson.com
mailto:michael.barbara@hotmail.co.nz
mailto:ginamanson452@gmail.com
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354 Linda Melhuish linda.melhuish@hotmail.co.nz 

355 Dennis James Powell oxfordpowell@gmail.com 

356 Julia and Anthony Holcroft juliaholcroft1@gmail.com 

357 Michael John Baynes info@northbridgefinance.co.nz 

358 
Jet Boating New Zealand 
Attention: Hamilton Marine 

info@jbnz.co.nz 

359 DC and DA Bartram deanebartram@gmail.com 

360 
Christchurch City Council 
Attention: Policy Planner Kirk.Lightbody@ccc.govt.nz 

361 Duncan John Lundy blackbullokuku@farmside.co.nz 

362 
North Canterbury Fish and Game Council 

Attention: Lyndon Slater 
lslater@fishandgame.org.nz 

363 Boyd Chamberlain boydkerry@xtra.co.nz 

364 Philip Davison marilyn.davison@xtra.co.nz 

367 
Waimakariri District Council 
Attention: Jeff Millward 

andrew.schulte@wmk.govt.nz 

368 Ross and Bronwyn Minehan ross.bron.minehan@gmail.com 

369 Mark Kingston bluebottlemk@gmail.com 

370 Peter Robert & Raleigh Mulligan 
19 Jacksons Road 
Kaiapoi 7692 

371 
Peter Anthony and Marie Elizabeth Ann 
Norgate 

bethnorgate@gmail.com 

372 Allan Charles MacDonald pacificseaproducts@outlook.co.nz 

373 
KiwiRail Holdings Limited 
Attention: Sheena McGuire 

sheena.mcguire@kiwirail.co.nz 

374 Robert Derek Jose 1947djose@gmail.com 

375 Steven and Leisa Williams steve@inrange.co.nz 

376 Allan Wilkinson linalda@xtra.co.nz 

377 

DEXIN Investment Limited 

C/- 4Sight Consulting Limited emmas@4sight.co.nz 

378 John Victor Mudgway john@bowerjoinery.co.nz 

379 Stan and Sue McGaffin prettychina@outlook.co.nz 

380 
Lachlan James and Gloria Grace 
MacKintosh 

pbrnewzealand@gmail.com 

381 Michael and Jo Tyree miketyree52@hotmail.com 

382 Dylan and Karen Sumers dylan-karen@xtra.co.nz 

383 Martin Bennett oakridgealpacas@gmail.com 

384 Alan Cuthbertson kiwihorsejumps@gmail.com 

385 Lois Anne Skerten skertz@xtra.co.nz 

386 Michael John King mjking@xtra.co.nz 

387 Steve Belworthy stebex@xtra.co.nz 

388 Ray and Karen Harpur ray.harpur@xtra.co.nz 

390 Nicola Jackson icegrl@outlook.com 

391 Gregory E Kelley grkelley@gmail.com 

mailto:linda.melhuish@hotmail.co.nz
mailto:oxfordpowell@gmail.com
mailto:juliaholcroft1@gmail.com
mailto:info@northbridgefinance.co.nz
mailto:info@jbnz.co.nz
mailto:deanebartram@gmail.com
mailto:planchange@ccc.govt.nz
mailto:blackbullokuku@farmside.co.nz
mailto:lslater@fishandgame.org.nz
mailto:boydkerry@xtra.co.nz
mailto:marilyn.davison@xtra.co.nz
mailto:jeff.millward@wmk.govt.nz
mailto:ross.bron.minehan@gmail.com
mailto:bluebottlemk@gmail.com
mailto:bethnorgate@gmail.com
mailto:pacificseaproducts@outlook.co.nz
mailto:sheena.mcguire@kiwirail.co.nz
mailto:1947djose@gmail.com
mailto:steve@inrange.co.nz
mailto:linalda@xtra.co.nz
mailto:emmas@4sight.co.nz
mailto:john@bowerjoinery.co.nz
mailto:prettychina@outlook.co.nz
mailto:pbrnewzealand@gmail.com
mailto:miketyree52@hotmail.com
mailto:dylan-karen@xtra.co.nz
mailto:oakridgealpacas@gmail.com
mailto:kiwihorsejumps@gmail.com
mailto:skertz@xtra.co.nz
mailto:mjking@xtra.co.nz
mailto:stebex@xtra.co.nz
mailto:ray.harpur@xtra.co.nz
mailto:icegrl@outlook.com
mailto:grkelley@gmail.com
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392 Jackie Breen jumbletop@outlook.com 

394 David Butt d.c.butt@xtra.co.nz

395 John Adair john.adair@xtra.co.nz 

396 Bonghee and Moonok Cho paulcho58@gmail.com 

398 
John, Raelene, Darron and Rachelle 
Reekers 

jreekers@xtra.co.nz 

399 Ronnie Dawe dawecontracting@xtra.co.nz 

400 Helen and Peter Maxwell Walker pmh.walker81@gmail.com 

401 Patrick Shepherd and Jeanette Colman shepherdcolman@gmail.com 

402 Heather Ann Cheetham heatherch33@hotmail.com 

403 Neil Eades neil_eades1958@hotmail.com 

404 
Malcolm Stewart and Pauline Janet 
Robertshaw 

robertshaw.malcolm@xtra.co.nz 

405 
Graeme Stevenson Sharp and Diane 
Lindsay Brandish 

sharpish@supermail.co.nz 

406 Karen Ronda Scott karenrscott@hotmail.co.nz 

407 

Michael Patrick & Jean Margaret Shirley 

Schluter 

C/- Anderson Lloyd 
Attention: Sarah Eveleigh 

sarah.eveleigh@al.nz 

408 

Bellgrove Rangiora Ltd 

C/- Aurecon NZ Ltd 

Attention: Mark Allan 

mark.allan@aurecongroup.com 

409 

Macrae Land Company Limited (MLC) 

C/- Anderson Lloyd 

Attention: Sarah Schulte Sarah.schulte@al.nz 

411 

Ngai Tahu Property 

Te Runanga o Ngai Tahu 

Attention: Tanya Stevens 

tanya.stevens@ngaitahu.iwi.nz 

412 
Templeton Group 
Attention: Paul Gunn 

paul.gunn@templetongroup.co.nz 

413 

Bellgrove Rangiora Limited 

C/- Saunders and Co Lawyers 

Attention: Chris Fowler 

chris.fowler@saunders.co.nz 

414 
Federated Farmers of New Zealand Inc. 

Attention: Eleanor Scott 
elinscott@fedfarm.org.nz 

416 

Sports and Education Corporation 

C/- 4Sight Consulting Limited 
Attention: Melissa Pearson 

melissap@4sight.co.nz 

418 Keith Godwin admin@christchurchrefrigeration.co.nz 

419 
Department of Conservation 
Attention: Amy Young 

ayoung@doc.govt.nz 

mailto:jumbletop@outlook.com
mailto:d.c.butt@xtra.co.nz
mailto:john.adair@xtra.co.nz
mailto:paulcho58@gmail.com
mailto:jreekers@xtra.co.nz
mailto:dawecontracting@xtra.co.nz
mailto:pmh.walker81@gmail.com
mailto:shepherdcolman@gmail.com
mailto:heatherch33@hotmail.com
mailto:neil_eades1958@hotmail.com
mailto:robertshaw.malcolm@xtra.co.nz
mailto:sharpish@supermail.co.nz
mailto:karenrscott@hotmail.co.nz
mailto:sarah.eveleigh@al.nz
mailto:mark.allan@aurecongroup.com
mailto:Sarah.schulte@al.nz
mailto:tanya.stevens@ngaitahu.iwi.nz
mailto:paul.gunn@templetongroup.co.nz
mailto:chris.fowler@saunders.co.nz
mailto:elinscott@fedfarm.org.nz
mailto:melissap@4sight.co.nz
mailto:admin@christchurchrefrigeration.co.nz
mailto:ayoung@doc.govt.nz
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420 

Dairy Holdings Limited (DHL) 

C/- Chapman Tripp 
Attention: Ben Williams / Kirsty Jacomb 

 

kirsty.jacomb@chapmantripp.com  

421 Alistair and Noeline Odgers nsnmaodgers@gmail.com  

1, 76 Nathan Schaffer nathan.schaffer@mbie.govt.nz 

10, 25 Daniel Smith daniel@danielsmith.co.nz 

 
160, 326 

Rolleston Industrial Developments Limited 

C/- Chapman Tripp 

Attention: Jo Appleyard / Lucy Forrester 

 
Jo.Appleyard@chapmantripp.com  

184, 185, 187, 

188, 189, 190, 
193, 199 

 

Martin Pinkham 
 

martin@pinkham.co.nz 

 

214, 211 

B & A Stokes 

C/- Doncaster Development 

Attention: Kim McCracken 

 

office@rgmc.co.nz 

216, 305 Marie Bax mn.bax@xtra.co.nz 

240, 241 Malcolm Dartnell malcolm@survus.co.nz 

271, 272 Michael John McCormick mike@mightymgt.co.nz 

328, 410 Beth Suzanne Warman corsairs@xtra.co.nz 

339, 338 Wayne and Emma Taylor gwagenwayne@gmail.com  

343, 346 Andrew Giles andrew@mandevilleservices.co.nz 

366, 365 
Patrick Thomas Campbell and Elvere Nina 
Mooney 

elviemooney@me.com  

389, 393 Lisa Anne Reidie lreidie@me.com  

397 Catherine Butt d.c.butt@xtra.co.nz 

49, 50 Russell Price Clifford russellpclifford@gmail.com  

55, 56, 415, 417 
The Broken River Trust 
Attention: Murray McDowell 

buildbest@gmail.com  
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