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Specific definitions 
 

GROUND LEVEL – S+SNZ generally supports this definition but would like to see a technical 
amendment to part (c) so that it reads: 

(c)    If , in any case under paragraph (a) or (b), a retaining wall or retaining structure is 

located on the boundary, the level on front the surface of the retaining wall or retaining 

structure where it intersects the boundary. 

In most cases the ground level will be on top of the retaining wall/structure, or on the front face of 
an inclined retaining wall/structure.  When the boundary is on or very close to the front face of a 
vertical retaining wall/structure, the ground level would be at the bottom of the wall. 
 
HEIGHT IN RELATION TO BOUNDARY - S+SNZ generally supports this definition but would like to see 
it refined so that it reads: 

Means the maximum height of a structure, as identified in the relevant rule, relative to its 

distance from the boundary of a site or other specified location. 

This change would allow the local council to identify within the proposed rule, which structures 
would be subject to a height in relation to boundary standard. 
 

NET SITE AREA - S+SNZ generally supports this definition but would like to see it refined so that part 
(b) reads: 

 (b)    any area of land, as identified in the relevant rule, used primarily for legal access to a 

rear site. 

This change would allow the local council to identify within the proposed rule, which part of the site 
(i.e. an access leg / access way up to 6m wide) would be excluded from a rear site. 

“Rear site” is undefined but is an ordinarily understood term. 
 

ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITE was removed from the final definitions list on the ground that it was a 
commonly understood term. It should be included by way of cross-reference to the definition in 
section 6 of Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga Act 2014. 
 
ARTIFICIAL WATERCOURSE is not included in the definitions table but occurs in the definition of 
DRAIN. Artificial watercourse needs to be defined as it is a wider term than DRAIN and, in the 
definition of RIVER in section 2 of the Resource Management Act ARTIFICIAL WATERCOURSE includes 
irrigation canal, water supply race, canal for the supply of water for electricity power generation, 
and farm drainage canal. Artificial Watercourse should be defined and could be by cross-reference to 
the RMA. 
 
MHWS - MEAN HIGH WATER SPRINGS has not been included because it “requires localised 
consideration”. The term can be defined universally, and local variation should not affect the 
definition.  
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DAM is not included in the definitions table on the ground that it is a plainly understood term. DAM 

is defined in section 7 of the Building Act 2004 (extracted below) and should be included by way of 
cross-reference: 

dam— 
(a) means an artificial barrier, and its appurtenant structures, that— 

(i) is constructed to hold back water or other fluid under constant pressure so as to form a reservoir; and 
(ii) is used for the storage, control, or diversion of water or other fluid; and 

        (iii) [Repealed] 
(b) includes— 
        (i)  a flood control dam; and 
        (ii) a natural feature that has been significantly modified to function as a dam; and 
        (iii) a canal; but 
(c) does not include a stopbank designed to control floodwaters. 
 

MANA WHENUA is included in the definitions table, notwithstanding that te reo Māori words were 
to be excluded, suggesting either an error in the table or that te reo Māori words can be included by 
way of cross-reference to legislation. S+SNZ prefers the latter approach and on that basis seeks 
inclusion of the definition of WAHI TAPU by way of cross-reference to section 4 of Te Ture Whenua 
Maori Act 1993 or section 6 of Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga Act 2014. 
 
RIPARIAN ZONE should be included in the definitions by way of cross-reference to clause 3 of the 
Resource Management (National Environmental Standards for Plantation Forestry) Regulations 
2017: 
 riparian zone – 

 means that margin and bank of a water body, including the area where direct interaction occurs between land 
and water systems, that is important for the management of water quality and ecological values. 

 
Definitions to be standardised in future sets of planning standards 
S+SNZ consider that standardised definitions for the following terms be considered in future sets of 
planning standards, notwithstanding that they do not meet two or more of the criteria required to 
be considered in the definitions or are used in variety of ways: 
 
ANNUAL EXCEEDANCE PROBABILITY – with changing global climate and increasing intensity of 
storms, greater consideration is being given to protection of property and this term may provide 
additional clarity when dealing with rainfall intensities. 
 
IMPERVIOUS AREA – “impervious surface” did not meet the criteria but should be reconsidered in 
future sets of planning standards. 
 
ACCESS WAY / ACCESS LEG / ENTRANCE STRIP -  it would be good to have a standardised term to be 
used in conjunction with the definition of NET SITE AREA when considering rear sites. 
 

EPHEMERAL STREAM – if, as suggested, this term is used in a variety of ways by Councils, then all the 
more reason to have standardisation. Typically, there are three types of stream: ephemeral, 
intermittent and permanent and standardisation would enable the terms to be used with the same 
meaning/understanding. 
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Please address any enquiries about this submission to the Chief Executive, Survey and Spatial New 
Zealand ( ). 
 
 
Rebecca Strang 
 

 
 
President 
Survey and Spatial New Zealand 















                                                                   Attachment 1-Fulton Hogan Submissions 
 

 
Definition Comment 

cleanfill 
means an area used for the disposal of 
exclusively inert, non-decomposing material. 

This definition seeks to cover both the area used for 
disposal and the content of cleanfill material. As drafted 
this definition could exclude materials such as concrete 
which is commonly used as a cleanfill material but could 
not be described as ‘exclusively inert’. 

NEW cleanfill material Suggest that a new definition be included to specifically 
cover the material deposited as cleanfill, that aligns with 
the MfE definition of cleanfill material. 

earthworks 
means any land disturbance that changes the 
existing ground contour or ground level. 

This definition using the associated definition of ‘land 
disturbance’ is very broad and needs to be amended as 
currently drafted it could include activities such as 
preparing a raised bed vegetable garden. Fulton Hogan 
considers that this definition will  not assist  councils who 
will be forced to further define earthworks through 
objectives, policies and rules. 

functional need 
means the need for a proposal or activity to 
traverse, locate or operate in a particular 
environment because the activity can only 
occur in that environment. 

This definition should be of assistance when describing 
the rationale for locating quarries in environments where 
the rock or aggregate resource is located.  

industrial activity 
means an activity for the primary purpose of—  

(a) manufacturing, fabricating, processing, 
packing, storing, maintaining, or repairing 

This definition may address a key component of 
quarrying activity, namely the processing of rock and 
aggregate into a saleable product.  
However the relationship between quarrying, the 
processing of material and what land use category these 
activities sit in (i.e. rural, industrial etc.) needs to be 
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Definition Comment 

goods;  

or  

(b) research laboratories used for scientific, 
industrial or medical research; or  

(c) yard-based storage, distribution and 
logistics activities; or  

(d) any training facilities for any of the above 
activities 

carefully considered due to the potential unintended 
consequences of these categorisations. 

land disturbance 
means the alteration to land, including by 
moving, cutting, placing, filling or excavation 
of soil, cleanfill, earth or substrate land. 

This definition creates a difficult relationship with the 
definition of ‘cleanfill’.  

mining 
has the same meaning as in section 2of the 
RMA and Crown Minerals Act 1991  

The definition of ‘mining’ would include winning 
aggregate or rock from a quarry. Fulton Hogan considers 
that a further specific definition of ‘quarrying activity’ is 
needed to avoid the  unintended consequences the 
mining definition alone could have on how the range of 
activities that make up quarrying activities are addressed 
in plans. 

quarry 
means an area of land(as defined) where the 
excavation, with or without the processing, of 
minerals and other solid natural substances 
occurs 

This definition focuses on the quarry site. Consideration 
needs to  be given to the relationship with other relevant 
definitions contained in the Planning Standards (e.g. 
‘industrial activity’ and ‘mining’) or that may be included 
in the Planning Standards or in plans (e.g. ‘quarrying 
activity’). 
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Definition Comment 

NEW quarrying activity 
 

Fulton Hogan suggests that a new definition of ‘quarrying 
activity’ be included that specifically incorporates the 
component parts of quarrying including the winning, 
processing, sale and transport of natural sand, gravel, 
clay, silt and rock. Alternatively if such a definition is not 
included, consideration should be given to how quarrying 
activities will be defined within plans in light of the other 
standard definitions (e.g. industrial activity and mining).   
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SUBMISSION - DRAFT FIRST SET OF NATIONAL PLANNING
STANDARDS
 
Name: ​ ​Brian Mahon
 
Address:  

​
​  
​

 
Phone:

 
Email:
 
Submitter type: Individual
 
CM-2: Draft noise and vibration metrics standard
 

1. This is a submission in relation to the CM-2: Draft noise and vibration
metrics standard. 
 
2. The submitters are involved in proceedings with Auckland Council and
others concerning the correct approach to the assessment of impulsive sound
from gunfire. 

 
3. The purpose of the submission is to address apparent confusion in the draft
standard in relation to the measurement and assessment of impulsive sound such
as gunfire and blasting, which are characterised as a peak sound level (with the
descriptor Lpeak). Impulsive sounds are not properly assessed and measured by
applying a rating level expressed in Leq (for a continuous steady sound)
or Lmax in NZS 6802:2008 as implied in paragraph 4 of the draft standard.

 
4. Paragraph 3 of the draft standard states: 

 
Any plan rule to manage an emission of noise must be consistent with
noise measurement methods in the New Zealand Standards listed in table
30: Acoustic New Zealand Standards below. 

 
5. Paragraph 4 of the draft standard states:
 

Any plan rule to manage an emission of noise must be consistent with the
assessment methods in section 6 Rating Level and section 7 LMAX in New
Zealand Standard 6802:2008 Acoustics – Environment Noise.



 
6. At least as it relates to impulsive sound, paragraphs 3 and 4 of the
draft standards appear to be in conflict. This is because for impulsive sound
such as gunfire or blasting (impulsive sound being transient sound having a
peak level a very short duration, typically less than 100 milliseconds) should be
described by the measurement of its peak level as indicated by the
descriptor Lpeak (refer clause 8.6, New Zealand Standard 6801:2008). 

 
7. In comparison, the descriptor for a continuous steady sound is the Leq which
is a time average level i.e. Leq is ‘a different thing’ from the peak level.

 
8. The assessment and determination of the rating level (as expressed in Leq with
adjustments for duration and special audible characteristics) and LMAX in New
Zealand Standard 6802:2008 will only be applicable and relevant if the type of
sound is generally within the scope of NZS 6801:2008 and NZS 6802:2008.

 
9. Impulsive sound (gunfire and blasting) is generally outside the scope of NZS
6802:2008 (refer clause 1.2 NZS 6802:2008).

 
10. An (unintended) implication from the current drafting to the draft New
Zealand standard may be a possible interpretation that gun clubs in New
Zealand are subject to the assessment criteria requiring the calculation of a
rating level (in Leq) and the application of LMAX - when these are not the correct
descriptors for impulsive sound. 

 
11. It is submitted that it would not be logical to have a plan rule or draft
national standard implying that emission of impulsive sound is to be assessed in
a manner consistent (per paragraph 4 of the draft standards) with section 6
Rating Level and section 7 LMAX in New Zealand Standard 6802:2008 Acoustics
– Environment Noise – when Leq and Lmax are not applicable to the assessment
of impulsive sound.

 
It is important to ensure validity of any draft standardthat the draft
standard not “overreach” the application of a rating level to types of
sounds (such as gunfire and blasting) not intended to be addressed by the
descriptors Leq or Lmax .

 
12. In the New Zealand context in Brooks v Western Bay of Plenty District
Council, the Environment Court expressly recognised (based on expert
evidence) that general amenity noise standards in New Zealand Standard
6802:2008 were not applicable to impulsive noise.

 
Outcome sought
 

13. Suggested drafting to resolve the conflict would be to amend clause 4 of the
draft national standard (CM-2: Draft noise and vibration metrics standard) to
read (or to same or similar effect):

 



Any plan rule to manage an emission of noise must be consistent with the
assessment methods in section 6 Rating Level and section 7 LMAX in New
Zealand Standard 6802:2008 Acoustics – Environment Noise, provided the
emission of noise in question is generally within the scope New Zealand
Standard 6802:2008.

 
14. The submitter requests to be heard in relation to this submission.

 
 
Date: ​17 August 2018
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INTRODUCTION 

1 This submission is made by the Tūwharetoa Māori Trust Board (the Trust Board) on the National Planning 
Standards prepared by the Ministry for the Environment. 

2 The Trust Board was established pursuant to the Māori Land Amendment Act 1924 and Māori Land Claims 
Adjustment Act 1926. The Trust Board later became a Māori Trust Board under the Māori Trust Boards Act 
1955.1 

3 By Deeds with the Crown dated 28 August 1992 and 10 September 2007 the Trust Board is the legal owner 
of Taupō Waters.  The term Taupō Waters refer to property including the bed, water column and air space 
of Lake Taupō and the Waihora, Waihaha, Whanganui, Whareroa, Kuratau, Poutu, Waimarino, Tauranga-
Taupō, Tongariro, Waipehi, Waiotaka, Hinemaiaia and Waitahanui Rivers and the Waikato River, from the 
outlet of Lake Taupō to a place known as Te Toka a Tia, downstream and inclusive of the Huka Falls. 

4 The Trust Board is also a party to the Waikato River Deed with the Crown dated 31 May 2010 (the Waikato 
River Deed).  The Waikato River Deed was given legal effect through the Ngāti Tūwharetoa, Raukawa, and 
Te Arawa River Iwi Waikato River Act 2010 (the Upper Waikato River Act).  The Waikato River Deed provides 
that the Crown and the Trust Board agreed to enter into the Waikato River Deed in recognition of “the 
interests of Ngāti Tūwharetoa in the Waikato River and its catchment and in Taupō Waters and to provide 
for the participation of Ngāti Tūwharetoa in the co-governace and co-management arrangements in respect 
of the Waikato River”.2 

5 The Trust Board’s relationship to Taupō Waters is unique; it holds legal title as trustee and acts as kaitiaki for 
Taupō Waters. These fiduciary responsibilities over Taupō Waters to present and future generations 
underpins all the activities and aspirations of the Trust Board. 

6 Please direct all communications in relation to this submission to the Trust Board to Maria Nepia, Natural 
Resources Manager at ). 

  

SUBMISSION ON NATIONAL PLANNING STANDARDS 

7 The Trust Board supports the purpose of the planning standards to provide greater consistency of Resource 
Management Act 1991 plans and policy statements.  However, the Trust Board offers the following 
recommendations on specific matters: 

Upper Waikato River Act 

8 The Planning Standards must specifically provide for existing treaty legislation and regional or local statutory 
documents.  For example, the Upper Waikato River Act and the Waikato River Vision and Strategy.  This is 
particularly important in the Waikato Region where there are multiple natural resource settlements that 
apply to one regional council, one city council and 10 district councils.   

9 Representation of the each of the treaty settlements is best provided from the iwi themselves. This would 
ensure consistency in description, application and expectation within the relevant council plans.  However, 
special and explicit provision in the National Planning Standards should be provided for (distinct from the 
tangata whenua values section). 

Special Topics Chapter 

10 Sections 12 to 16 of the Upper Waikato River Act have effect to the extent to which the content of the vision 
and strategy relates to matters covered by the Resource Management Act 1991. Also, that Sections 11 to 15 
prevail over sections 59 to 77 of the Resource Management Act 1991. Sections as significant as this should 
be clearly noted in all planning documents to which they apply. This is required to clarify where there is 
inconsistency or conflict between national planning standards, national direction and regional direction (e.g. 
the Vision and Strategy).     

                                                           
1   Māori Trust Boards Act 1955, section 10. 
2  Waikato River Deed, 31 May 2010, clause 8. 
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11 The Waikato River Settlement provides for any amendments to the Vision & Strategy to be included directly 
into the Regional Policy Statement, and consequently amended to ensure that the RPS is not inconsistent 
with the Vision & Strategy. The Waikato Regional Council is not required to undertake a Schedule 1 process 
to give effect to the amended, or reviewed, Vision & Strategy. The Trust Board recommends that the Planning 
Standards confirm this process as it applies to the Waikato Regional Council (which could be done through 
the suggested separate section).  

12 The Trust Board supports the inclusion of catchments chapters as this would allow for better representation 
of catchment values. Achieving the objectives of the Vision & Strategy at a small scale would be better 
support catchment-based integration at a regional level.     

13 The Trust Board recommends including a new chapter under part 1 (introduction) for Regional Policy 
Statements, Regional Plans and District Plans, to include regional direction that is specific or unique to a 
region (e.g. the Vision & Strategy).  National direction that applies to specific regions is currently not provided 
for. The Trust Board further recommends that statutory objectives, policies and methods from other 
documents (e.g. the Vision and Strategy) are referenced in the national planning standards to then be 
included in all planning documents to which it applies.   

Tangata Whenua chapter 

14 The Tangata Whenua section (part two) should also provide for references or links to regionally specific 
legislation and statutory documents (e.g. treaty settlements, Vision and Strategy for the Waikato River).  

15 The Trust Board is recognised as an iwi authority.  The Trust Board supports the standardisation of the 
location of tangata whenua values within planning documents but the articulation of those values needs to 
be undertaken between the tangata whenua and local authorities.  This process needs to be collaborative 
and tangata whenua need to have the final say on how those values, and the practical implications of those 
values, are reflected in the planning standards. 

 

CONCLUSION 

16 The Trust Board welcomes the National Planning Standards in the context of the feedback provided. 

 

Nāku iti nei, nā 

 
Topia Rameka 

Chief Executive 

17 August 2018 



 

Draft first set of National 
Planning Standards 
SUBMISSION FORM 
The Government is seeking views on the draft first set of National Planning Standards. 

For more information about the Government’s proposals read our National planning standards 
consultation document available at http://www.mfe.govt.nz/consultation/draft-national-planning-
standards. 

Submissions close at 5:00 pm on Friday 17 August 2018. 

Making a submission 
You can provide feedback in three ways: 

1. Use the online submission form available at http://www.mfe.govt.nz/consultation/draft-
national-planning-standards.  This is our preferred way to receive submissions. 

2. Complete this submission form and send it to us by email or post. 

3. Write your own submission and send it to us by email or post.  

Publishing and releasing submissions 
All or part of any written submission (including names of submitters) will be published on the 
Ministry for the Environment’s website www.mfe.govt.nz. Unless you clearly specify otherwise in 
your submission, we will consider that you have consented both your submission and your name 
being posted to the Ministry’s website. 

Contents of submissions may be released to the public under the Official Information Act 1982 
following requests to the Ministry for the Environment. Please advise if you have any objection to the 
release of any information contained in a submission and, in particular, which part(s) you consider 
should be withheld, together with the reason(s) for withholding the information. We will take into 
account all such objections when responding to requests for copies of, and information on, 
submissions under the Official Information Act.  

The Privacy Act 1993 applies certain principles about the collection, use and disclosure of information 
about individuals by various agencies, including the Ministry for the Environment. It governs access 
by individuals to information about themselves held by agencies. Any personal information you 
supply to the Ministry in the course of making a submission will be used by the Ministry only in 
relation to the matters covered by this consultation. Please clearly indicate in your submission if you 
do not wish your name to be included in any summary of submissions that the Ministry may publish.  

  



 

Submission form 
The questions below are a guide only and all comments are welcome. You do not have to answer all 
of the questions. To ensure your point of view is clearly understood, please explain your rationale 
and provide supporting evidence where appropriate. The structure of this form is in line with the 
draft first set of national planning standards as shown in the overview section tables 1 and 2.  

Contact information 

Name* Marion Thomson 

Organisation  
(if applicable) 

Soil and Health Association of New Zealand 

Address   
  

  
 

Phone  

Email*  

Submitter 
type* 

Individual   

NGO   

Business / Industry   

Local government   

Central government   

Iwi   

Other (please specify)  Click here to enter text. 

* Questions marked with an asterisk are mandatory. 

Draft first set of National Planning Standards 
1. Do you support the draft first set of National Planning Standards?

 Yes  

 No  

Click here to enter text. 

2. S-RPS: Regional policy statement structure standard 



 

a. Parts 3 and 4 – Core policy statement provisions 

S&H are interested in Part 4 – Themes – Environmental Risk. It is noted that this section does 
not provide any guidance on content. It is suggested that this be amended to clarify that this 
section covers: 
• Hazardous substances and contaminated sites 
• Natural hazards 
• Genetically modified organisms 
The reasons for this request are explained more fully in the attached letter on behalf of S&H 
dated 17 August 2018. 

b. Part 5 – Evaluation and Monitoring 

Click here to enter text. 

3. S-RP: Regional plan structure standard  

Click here to enter text. 

a. Parts 3, 4 and 5 – Core plan provisions 

S&H are interested in Part 4 – Themes – Environmental Risk. It is noted that this section does 
not provide any guidance on content. It is suggested that this be amended to clarify that this 
section covers: 
• Hazardous substances and contaminated sites 
• Natural hazards 
• Genetically modified organisms 
The reasons for this request are explained more fully in the attached letter on behalf of S&H 
dated 17 August 2018. 

b. Part 6 – Evaluation and Monitoring 

Click here to enter text. 

4. S-DP: District plan structure standard   

S&H are interested in Part 4 – District Wide Matters – Environmental Risk. It is requested that ‘Genetically 
modified organisms’ is added in as a sub heading in this section. The reasons for this request are explained 
more fully in the attached letter on behalf of S&H dated 17 August 2018.  

5. S-CP: Combined plan structure standard 

S&H are interested in Part 4 – Region Wide Matters (also includes some district matters) – Environmental 
Risk. It is requested that ‘Genetically modified organisms’ is added in as a sub heading in this section. The 
reasons for this request are explained more fully in the attached letter on behalf of S&H dated 17 August 
2018. 

6. S-IGP: Introduction and general provisions standard – Part 1 of all plans and policy statements 

Click here to enter text. 

a. Introduction chapter 

Click here to enter text. 

b. How plan works chapter 

Click here to enter text. 

c. Interpretation 
Click here to enter text. 

d. Plan integration 

Click here to enter text. 

e. Formation of standards with tangata whenua 



 

Click here to enter text. 

f. National direction 

Click here to enter text. 

7. S-TW: Tangata whenua structure standard – Part 2 of all plans and policy statements 

a. Recognition of iwi/hapū chapter 

Click here to enter text. 

b. Tangata whenua local-authority relationships chapter 

Click here to enter text. 

c. Iwi and hapū planning documents chapter 

Click here to enter text. 

d. Consultation chapter 

Click here to enter text. 

e. Use of te reo Māori 

Click here to enter text. 

8. S-SD: Strategic direction structure standard – Part 3 of District plans  

Click here to enter text. 

9. S-DWM: District wide matters standard – Part 4 of District plans 

Click here to enter text. 

a. Natural Environment Values Chapter 

Click here to enter text. 

b. Environmental Risks Chapter 

S&H are interested in the Environmental Risks Chapter S-ER. They request that a new section 
is inserted below Section 13 as follows: 
 
“If the following matters are to be addressed in the plan, they should be located in the 
Genetically Modified Organisms section: 
a. any provision required to manage environmental impacts of genetically modified 
organism use where this is not covered by other legislation or regulation.” 
 
  The reasons for this request are explained more fully in the attached letter on behalf of S&H 
dated 17 August 2018 

c. Community Values Chapter 

Click here to enter text. 

d. Infrastructure and Energy Chapter 

Click here to enter text. 

e. Subdivisions Chapter 

Click here to enter text. 

f. General District Wide Matters Chapter 

Click here to enter text. 

10. S-ASM: Draft area specific matters standard – Part 5 of District plans, Part 6 – Combined plans 

Click here to enter text. 



 

a. Zone framework (individual and range) 
Click here to enter text. 

b. Purpose statements 

Click here to enter text. 

c. Additional special purpose zones and criteria 

Click here to enter text. 

d. Precincts chapter 

Click here to enter text. 

e. Development areas chapter 

Click here to enter text. 

f. Designations chapter 

Click here to enter text. 

11. S-SAM: Schedules, appendices and maps standard – Part 6 – Regional policy statements, Part 7 – 
Regional plans, Part 6 – District plans, Part 8 – Combined plans 

Click here to enter text. 

12. F-1: Electronic accessibility and functionality standard  

Click here to enter text. 

a. Standard baseline requirements 

Click here to enter text. 

b. Level 5 requirements 

Click here to enter text. 

13. F-2: Mapping standard 

Click here to enter text. 

a. Zone colour palette 

Click here to enter text. 

b. Symbology   

Click here to enter text. 

14. F-3: Spatial planning tools (Regional) standard  

Click here to enter text. 

a. Range of tools 

Click here to enter text. 

b. Zone 

Click here to enter text. 

c. Overlay 

Click here to enter text. 

d. Specific control 



 

Click here to enter text. 

e. FMU 

Click here to enter text. 

f. Airshed 

Click here to enter text. 

g. Area 

Click here to enter text. 

15. F-4: Spatial planning tools (District) standard 

Click here to enter text. 

a. Range of tools 

Click here to enter text.  

b. Zone 

Click here to enter text. 

c. Overlay 

Click here to enter text. 

d. Precinct 

Click here to enter text. 

e. Specific control 

Click here to enter text. 

f. Development areas 

Click here to enter text. 

g. Designation 

16. F-5: Chapter Form standard 

Click here to enter text. 

a. Chapter form 

Click here to enter text. 

b. Rules 

Click here to enter text. 

c. Rule tables 

Click here to enter text. 

17. F-6: Status of rules and other text and numbering form standard 

Click here to enter text. 

a. Status of rules and other text 

Click here to enter text. 

b. Numbering 

Click here to enter text. 

18. CM-1: Definitions standard 



 

S&H have some suggested additional definitions that relate to Genetically Modified Organisms (GMOs). 
The requested definitions and the reasons for this request are explained more fully in the attached letter 
on behalf of S&H dated 17 August 2018. 

a. Individual definition 

Click here to enter text. 

b. Additional definitions 

Click here to enter text. 

19. CM-2: Draft noise and vibration metrics standard 

Click here to enter text. 

a. Technical support 

Click here to enter text. 

20. Implementation 

Click here to enter text. 

a. ePlanning implementation 

Click here to enter text. 

b. Timing 

Click here to enter text. 

c. Support 

Click here to enter text. 

d. District plan structure guidance 

Click here to enter text. 

e. Regional policy statement and regional plan structure guidance 

Click here to enter text. 

f. District plan spatial planning tools and zone framework guidance 

Click here to enter text. 

g. Regional plan and policy statement spatial tools guidance 

Click here to enter text. 

h. Chapter form and status of rule and other text numbering guidance 

Click here to enter text. 

i. Additional guidance materials required 

Click here to enter text. 

21. Future content for standards 

 

a. Utilities provisions 

Click here to enter text. 



 

Other comments 
22. Do you have any further comments you wish to make about the Government’s proposal? 

Click here to enter text. 

Releasing submissions 
Your submission may be released under the Official Information Act 1982 and will be published on 
the Ministry’s website. Unless you clearly specify otherwise in your submission, we will consider that 
you have consented to both your submission and your name being posted on the Ministry’s website. 
 

Please check this box if you would like your name, address, and any personal details withheld.  

Note that the name, email, and submitter type fields are mandatory for you to make your 
submission. 

When your submission is complete 
If you are emailing your submission, send it to PlanningStandards@mfe.govt.nz as a: 

• PDF 

• Microsoft Word document. 

If you are posting your submission, send it to National Planning Standards, Ministry for the 
Environment, PO Box 10362, Wellington 6143. 
Submissions close at 5:00 pm on Friday 17 August 2018. 
















































































































