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Document number 1628749

Recommendation

THAT the report Review of Nelson’s Resource
Management Plans and its attachmenis
(1628749) be received;

AND THAT a Committee workshop be held to
identify Nelson’s significant resource
management issues;

AND THAT issues and options papers for
Nelson’s significant resource management
issues be brought back to the Committee by
mid 2014,

Recommendation to Council
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THAT Council embarks on a full plan review,
aiming to achieve notification within the term
of the current Council.



6. Council Hearing - Plan Change 16 Inner City Noise
Document number 1627440
Recommendation

THAT the report Council Hearing — Plan Change
16 Inner City Noise (1627440) and its
attachments (1292769 and 1636624) be
received.

Recommendation to Council

THAT the Planning and Regulatory Committee
recommends to Council that an independent
Commissioner chaired Council assisted Hearing
Panel hear and make decisions on submissions
on Proposed Plan Change 16 Inner City Noise;

AND THAT the Planning and Regulatory
Committee recommends to Council the
membership of the Hearing Panel for Plan
Change 16 Inner City Noise consists of an
independent Commissioner as Chair and .....
..... and ..... ..... as Council Commissioners.

REGULATORY

7. Regulatory Report for 1 July to 30 September 2013
Document number 1622238
Recommendation

THAT the Regulatory Report for 1 July to 30
September 2013 (1622238) be received.

8. Environmental Inspections Limited Annual Report
2012/2013

Document number 1573590
Recommendation

THAT the Environmental Inspections Limited
Annual Report 2012/2013 (1573590) and its
attachments (1574763, 1573779, and
1574925) be received;

AND THAT the Planning and Regulatory
Committee adopt the Nelson City Council Dog
Control Activity Report 2012/2013 (1573779);
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AND _THAT the Planning and Regulatory
Committee confirm the report sent to the
Secretary for Local Government, as required
under the Dog Control Act 1996, s.10A(3) and
(4) is the Nelson City Council Dog Control
Activity Report 2012/2013;

AND THAT the Planning and Regulatory
Committee adopt the Nelson District Licensing
Agency Report 2012/2013 (1574925);

AND THAT the Planning and Regulatory
Committee confirm the report sent to the
Alcohol Regulatory and Licensing Authority is
the Nelson District Licensing Agency Report
2012/2013.




Nelson City Council Planning and Regulatory
te kaunihera o whakatd Committee

21 November 2013

REPORT 1628749

Review of Nelson's Resource Management Plans

1.1

Purpose of Report

To consider options regarding the review of Nelson's resource
management plans - The Regional Policy Statement, the Resource
Management Plan, and the Air Quality Plan.

Recommendation

THAT the report Review of Nelson’s Resource
Management Plans and its attachmenis
(1628749) be received;

AND THAT a Committee workshop be held to
identify Nelson’s significant resource
management issues;

AND THAT issues and options papers for Nelson’s
significant resource management Iissues be
brought back to the Committee by mid 2014.

Recommendation to Council

THAT that Council embarks on a full plan review,
aiming to achieve notification within the term of
the current Council,

Background

Nelson City Council, as a unitary authority, has both regional and
territorial council functions to fulfil in achieving the purpose of the
Resource Management Act (RMA) - sections 30 and 31 of the RMA (refer
attachment 1). Council has a responsibility to ensure that our resource
management plans are kept up to date and reviewed every 10 years
(refer Attachment 1 - RMA section 79). Consequently Nelson has a
number of Resource Management Plans at different stages of
development :
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Plan Focus Review date
Nelson Regional Policy Council’s overview of 2007 (overdue for revue)
Statement (NRPS) regional resource

management issues

Nelson Resource District, Regional, and 2014 (apart from coastal
Management Plan Coastal Plan and freshwater provisions

which are due in 2016
and 2017 respectively)

Nelson Air Quality Plan Management of Nelson’s | Due for review in 2018

air resource

3.1

3.2

3.3

3.4

Collectively, these plans seek to achieve the sustainable management
purpose of the RMA by providing an overview of the region's resource
management issues, and by outlining objectives, policies and rules for
the integrated management of Nelson's natural and physical resources.
These plans set the direction for growth and development while
protecting a range of values including our naturai landscape, biodiversity,
heritage, amenity values, and water and air quality. Council also
engages in a number of non-regulatory programmes that support the
objectives of the plans.

Numerous plan changes have been undertaken since these plans became
operative. Changes to the NRMP have focussed on providing new growth
areas around the urban periphery of Nelson, and improving urban
design, subdivision and development, and car parking standards. Recent
changes to the NAQP have focussed on implementing National
Environmental Standards.

A number of other plan changes have also been in development in recent
years (refer Attachment 2 -NRMP programme) with the Inner City Noise
plan change being notified recently. These plan changes have been
undertaken on the basis of a "rolling review" rather than a "full plan
review" and have sought to address issues as they arise. Information
gathered in the development of plan changes that have not yet been
notified can be used to inform future plan development.

A range of resource management issues have recently been
comprehensively considered along with significant national policy
changes. These matters were captured in the NRMP Efficiency and
Effectiveness review in 2012/2013 (refer google drive - 1486178). The
review highlighted the existing plan provisions that are working well and
do not need changing. Key areas identified for improvement included:
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3.5

4.2

4.3

. Managing growth and development - particularly retail location,
land use and infrastructure integration, and residential development
in sensitive environments;

. The need to recognise a wider representative range of Nelson'’s
heritage;

. Better management of natural hazards;

. Improving our water management to address flooding, public
access and water quality issues;

. Coastal management - particularly provision for aquaculture,
management of coastal hazards, and landscape protection;

. Enhanced protection of Nelsons special biodiversity and landscape
values;

. The need to work with iwi on an ongoing basis.

The Chief Executive commissioned an independent review of Council’s
resource management functions in 2013 by the Catalyst Group. This
report recommended that the NRMP should be reviewed and merged with
the NRPS - to become a more integrated Nelson Plan. The report also
suggested that the work done to inform Nelson 2060, the Nelson
Development Strategy, and the NRMP Efficiency and Effectiveness
Review could then be utilised to inform the development of the Nelson
Plan. The review also emphasised the need to comprehensively consider
regulatory and non-regulatory approaches to addressing resource
management issues and align Councils research and policy development
work. An informal briefing on the Catalyst review was presented to, and
supported by, Council in mid 2013.

Discussion

As a unitary authority Nelson is in a relatively unique situation nationally
in that alignment between regional and district plans should be easily
achieved as both these functions are managed by Nelson City Council.
This also provides an opportunity to take more of a strategic approach to
planning in that regional objectives and policies can be considered and
decided at the same time as district and regional rules. The trend with
unitary Councils around New Zealand is to adopt a single plan approach,
which foreshadows anticipated RMA reform.

There are principally two key options in reviewing Nelson’s Resource
Management Plans. These are either, continuing to pursue a “rolling
plan review” or undertaking a “full plan review”. Within these two
principal options there are a further range of options but for the purpose
of this paper the options are defined as follows:

A full plan review would be reviewing the NRPS and NRMP together and
including the Air Plan within the same cover.

pbP &R 3650275 3
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4.4

4.5

4.6

4.7

A rolling review would be considering issues in a staged manner as they
are legally due for review in the following order: NRPS/NRMP objectives
and policies (amalgamating the NRPS/NRMP), NRMP rules with the
coastal and freshwater provisions towards the end, then the Air Plan,
peripheral growth, and urban design.

The process for review is generally the same regardless of which option
is pursued, Initially resource management issues are identified and
confirmed, a draft plan/plan change is prepared and consulted on, and a
final plan change (including a section 32 cost benefit analysis) is notified.
Notification is followed by a submission and further submission period.
Council officers prepare reports making recommendations in relation to
submissions. Hearings are then held to consider submissions and a
decision is released. There is a two year time limit between notification
and decisions. Once decisions are released submitters have an
opportunity to lodge an appeal with the Environment Court. The main
distinction between a full plan review and a rolling review is the timing
and resourcing requirements and the speed at which single issues can be
resolved. The high level costs and benefits of the different options are
outlined below.

Costs and benefits of a Full Plan Review vs Rolling Plan
Review

With current resourcing the broad timelines for a full plan review
compared with a rolling plan review are identified in Attachment 3.
These timelines are only indicative as it is unclear what submissions and
appeals will be received which can have a significant bearing on
timeframes. The main distinction between the options is that there is
the potential to complete a full plan review to decision stage in a shorter
timeframe (five years versus nine years for a rolling review). A full plan
review also has a more definitive end date. With a rolling plan review
Council would continually be reviewing plan provisions 10 years after
those provisions were last reviewed, rather than focussing on
maintaining the plan between review periods.

Apart from timeframes, a broad overview of the costs and benefits is
outlined in Attachment 4. Essentially the main difference is that a rolling
review offers the opportunity to address discrete issues in the short term
while a full plan review provides the ability to address resource
management issues in a comprehensive way in a shorter overall
timeframe. A full plan review is recommended for the following reasons:

o A full plan review offers a greater opportunity for integrated
planning between plans and resource management issues;

° Stakeholder feedback and consultation is more easily coordinated;

. Recent consultation as part of Nelson 2060, NDS, and the NRMP
Efficiency and Effectiveness review is more current and relevant;

£BE§Z§?639275 4
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4.8

4.9

. There is a potential for economies of scale with research,
consultation, hearings, and appeals being grouped;

» Issues and options papers would be comprehensively developed in a
timeframe to inform the development of regulatory and non-
regulatory responses to inform the next LTP;

. Commencing the development of a single resource management
plan for Nelson in 2014 would align with RMA plan review
requirements and RMA reform principles.

Regardless of the approach to plan review it is important that the Council
is briefed on Nelson’s significant resource management issues and the
range of options for addressing those issues. It is proposed that a
workshop is held with the Planning and Regulatory Committee to
consider and confirm Nelson’s significant resource management issues.
A full set of issues and options papers will then be presented to the
Planning and Regulatory Committee by mid 2014. These issues and
options papers will examine both regulatory and non-requlatory
responses and will form the basis for initial community consultation on
the plan review. This will allow Councillors and officers to consider
Nelson’s significant resource management issues in an integrated way
and hear the views of the community before considering amendments to
the resource management plans.

Resource Management Act Reform

A discussion document relating to RMA and freshwater reform was
released by the government in February 2013. This work, in part, built
on the work of the "Principles Technical Advisory Group”. More recently
a summary of RMA reform was released in August 2013 responding to
feedback to inform the content of the Resource Management reform bill.
This document is useful to understand what Council's resource
management obligations may be in the years ahead. The key changes
proposed in terms of plan development include:

. A drive to have a single resource management plan for districts
within three years of enactment based on a national template to be
delivered in two years;

. Alterations to the principles of the RMA with a focus on collaboration
between and among local authorities and with plan making being
targeted to achieve the purpose of the Act;

. The principles of the Act would include natural hazards, land
availability, and provision of infrastructure;

. Councils would have an immediate obligation to provide adequate
land supply;

. Notification test would need to consider whether a proposal is
anticipated by plan objectives and policies;

%%%341839275 5
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4.10

5.1

5.2

° The potential for limited appeal rights if Council followed a
collaborative or joint planning approach;

° Central government would have increased intervention powers
where a process step or national direction is not followed.

This reform package has implications for NCC as we are currently
running a rolling plan review of separate plans rather than working
towards a single resource management plan anticipated by the reforms.
However, the work that has been completed as part of the rolling review
and the efficiency and effectiveness review is focussed in the right
direction. For example the Significant Natural Area, Heritage, landscape,

‘energy, hazards, coastal, and infrastructure projects are aligned with the

RMA principles of the reform package. Furthermore, progressing issues
and options papers in the short term will align with timeframes for
developing national templates to guide plan provisions.

Conclusion

This report recommends commencing a full review of Nelson's resource
management plans as it is considered the most efficient and effective
approach to plan development. Commencing the review in 2014/2015
will ensure that Council more closely meets its statutory obligations
under the Resource Management Act and addresses significant resource
management issues for Nelson. The timing of this review will also allow
alignment with proposed Resource Management Act reform.

It is proposed that a full set of issues and options papers will be
presented to the Planning and Regulatory Committee by mid 2014,

Matt Heale
Principal Planner (Kaiwhakarite tuatahi)

Attachments
Attachment 1: RMA sections 30,31 and 79

Attachment 2: NRMP Programme

Attachment 3: Plan Review Indicative Timeframes

Attachment 4: Cost Benefit Analysis Full Plan Review vs Rolling Review

Supporting information follows,
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Supporting Information

1. Fit with Purpose of Local Government

The development of Resource Management Plans is a core role of Local
Government relevant to ‘performance of regulatory functions’ under the
Local Government Act 2002 and required by the Resource Management
Act 1991. The appropriateness and cost effectiveness of the plan review
approach is considered in this report and plan provisions will be assessed
through a Section 32 RMA report required as part of the plan
development.

2. Fit with Community Outcomes and Council Priorities

The development of Nelson’s resource management plans contributes to
Councils outcomes, particularly Healthy Land, Sea, Air, and Water, People
Friendly Places, A Strong Economy, and Kind and Healthy People.

Nelson’s resource management plans also make a significant contribution
to achieving Councils priorities by making Nelson an outstanding place to
live (A Leading Lifestyle), connecting people to the fabric of the city (A
Rich Diverse Community), enhancing urban design, influencing how the
City is planned and developed(Community Hubs), strengthening links to
the natural environment (Active Lifestyle), protecting the City’s
environment (The Nelson Edge and The Natural Environment) and
heritage (A Creative City).

3. Fit with Strategic Documents

Nelson’s resource management plans are a key implementation tool for
delivering on the Nelson 2060 vision and goals. Plan provisions will help
shape how we live, work and play in a way that sustains the things Nelson
values. Therefore Nelson’s resource management plans are key in
ensuring we meet the Nelson 2060 vision themes:

Theme one - A sustainable city of beauty and connectivity;

Theme two - Outstanding lifestyles immersed in nature and strong
communities;

Theme three — A strong economy built on knowledge and understanding.
How we work with the community to develop resource management plans

will determine whether we achieve theme four - successful partnerships
providing good leadership.

Integrated planning provisions will be essential to achieving Goal 3 of
Nelson 2060: Our natural environment - air, land rivers and sea - are
protected and healthy.

4. Sustainability

The purpose of the Resource Management Act 1991 is to promote the
sustainable management of natural and physical resources. All Plan
Changes must demonstrate that they meet this purpose.

Applying the Nelson 2060 sustainability principles and decision framework
when developing plan provisions will ensure that the purpose of the
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Resource Management Act 1991 is met.

5. Consistency with other Council policies
A plan review is a statutory requirement and will draw on existing policies
in its development.

6. Long Term Plan/Annual Plan reference and financial impact
The costs of the Plan review are included in the Environment activity,

7. Decision-making significance
This is not a significant decision in terms of the Council’s Significance
Policy.

8. Consultation
The plan review will be subject to the First Schedule Resource
Management Act 1991 (RMA) consultation processes. Those people and
agencies with an interest in the review will have an initial opportunity to
provide feedback once issues and options papers have been reported to
Council.

9. Inclusion of Maori in the decision making process
Iwi will be consulted on the Plan review as required under the First
Schedule of the Resource Management Act 1991 and the approach to the
plan review will be reported to Kotahitanga.

10. Delegation register reference
The recommendations in the report reflect the Committee delegations.
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Attachment 1

30 Functions of regional councils under this Act
+ (1) Every regional council shall have the following functions for the
purpose of giving effect to this Act in its region:

« (a) the establishment, implementation, and review of objectives,
policies, and methods to achieve integrated management of the
natural and physical resources of the region:

« (b) the preparation of objectives and policies in relation to any

actual or potential effects of the use, development, or protection of

land which are of regional significance:
» (c) the control of the use of land for the purpose of—

(1) soil conservation:

(11) the maintenance and enhancement of the quality of
water in water bodies and coastal water:

(ii1) the maintenance of the quantity of water in water
bodies and coastal water:

(iiia) the maintenance and enhancement of ecosystems in
water bodies and coastal water:

(1v) the avoidance or mitigation of natural hazards:

(v) the prevention or mitigation of any adverse effects of
the storage, use, disposal, or transportation of hazardous
substances:

» (ca) the investigation of land for the purposes of identifying and
monitoring contaminated land:

» (d)inrespect of any coastal marine area in the region, the control
(in conjunction with the Minister of Conservation) of—

(i) land and associated natural and physical resources:

(ii) the occupation of space in, and the extraction of sand,
shingle, shell, or other natural material from, the coastal
marine area, to the extent that it is within the common
marine and coastal area:

(i11) the taking, use, damming, and diversion of water:

(1v}) discharges of contaminants into or onto land, air, or
water and discharges of water into water:

(iva) the dumping and incineration of waste or other matter
and the dumping of ships, aircraft, and offshore
installations:

(v) any actual or potential effects of the use, development,
or protection of land, including the avoidance or mitigation
of natural hazards and the prevention or mitigation of any
adverse effects of the storage, use, disposal, or
transportation of hazardous substances:

(vi) the emission of noise and the mitigation of the effects
of noise:

(vii) activities in relation to the surface of water:

» (e) the control of the taking, use, damming, and diversion of
water, and the control of the quantity, level, and flow of water in
any water body, including—

RHP &RAB 4839275
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Attachment 1

» (1) the setting of any maximum or minimum levels or flows
of water:

« (i1) the control of the range, or rate of change, of levels or
flows of water:

« (iii) the control of the taking or use of geothermal energy:

» (f) the control of discharges of contaminants into or onto land, air,
or water and discharges of water into water:

» (fa) if appropriate, the establishment of rules in a regional plan to
allocate any of the following:

o (1) the taking or use of water (other than open coastal
water):

o (ii) the taking or use of heat or energy from water (other
than open coastal water):

« (iii) the taking or use of heat or energy from the material
surrounding geothermal water:

« (iv) the capacity of air or water to assimilate a discharge of
a contaminant;

« (fb) if appropriate, and in conjunction with the Minister of
Conservation,—

« (i) the establishment of rules in a regional coastal plan to
allocate the taking or use of heat or energy from open
coastal water:

» (i1) the establishment of a rule in a regional coastal plan to
allocate space in a coastal marine area under Part 7A:

» (g)inrelation to any bed of a water body, the control of the
introduction or planting of any plant in, on, or under that land, for
the purpose of~-

« (1) soil conservation:

« (i) the maintenance and enhancement of the quality of
water in that water body:

o (1ii) the maintenance of the quantity of water in that water
body:

e (iv) the avoidance or mitigation of natural hazards:

» (ga) the establishment, implementation, and review of objectives,
policies, and methods for maintaining indigenous biological
diversity:

» (gb) the strategic integration of infrastructure with land use
through objectives, policies, and methods:

e (h) any other functions specified in this Act.

(2) A regional council and the Minister of Conservation must not perform
the functions specified in subsection (1)(d)(i), (ii), and (vii) to control the
taking, allocation or enhancement of fisheries resources for the purpose
of managing fishing or fisheries resources controlled under the Fisheries
Act 1996.

(3) However, a regional council and the Minister of Conservation may
perform the functions specified in subsection (1)(d) to control
aquaculture activities for the purpose of avoiding, remedying, or

HBPRAG Pe3027s 10
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Attachment 1

mitigating the effects of aquaculture activities on fishing and fisheries
resources.

(4) A rule to allocate a natural resource established by a regional council
in a plan under subsection (1)(fa) or (fv) may allocate the resource in any
way, subject to the following:

» (a) the rule may not, during the term of an existing resource
consent, allocate the amount of a resource that has already been
allocated to the consent; and

» (b) nothing in paragraph (a) affects section 68(7); and

« (c) the rule may allocate the resource in anticipation of the expiry
of existing consents; and

e (d) in allocating the resource in anticipation of the expiry of
existing consents, the rule may—

(i) allocate all of the resource used for an activity to the
same type of activity; or

+ (1) allocate some of the resource used for an activity to the
same type of activity and the rest of the resource to any
other type of activity or no type of activity; and

» (e) the rule may allocate the resource among competing types of
activities; and

o (f) the rule may allocate water, or heat or energy from water, as
long as the allocation does not affect the activities authorised by
section 14(3)(b) to (e).

31 Functions of territorial authorities under this Act
« (1) Every territorial authority shall have the following functions for the
purpose of giving effect to this Act in its district: '

» (a) the establishment, implementation, and review of objectives,
policies, and methods to achieve integrated management of the
effects of the use, development, or protection of land and
associated natural and physical resources of the district:

» (b) the control of any actual or potential effects of the use,
development, or protection of land, including for the purpose of~—

+ (1) the avoidance or mitigation of natural hazards; and

» (i1) the prevention or mitigation of any adverse effects of
the storage, use, disposal, or transportation of hazardous
substances; and

« (i1a) the prevention or mitigation of any adverse effects of
the development, subdivision, or use of contaminated land:

» (ii1) the maintenance of indigenous biological diversity:

s (C) [Repealed]

« (d) the control of the emission of noise and the mitigation of the
effects of noise:

» (e) the control of any actual or potential effects of activities in
relation to the surface of water in rivers and lakes:

» (f) any other functions specified in this Act.

(2) The methods used to carry out any functions under subsection (1)
may include the control of subdivision.
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Attachment 1

79 Review of policy statements and plans

(1) A local authority must commence a review of a provision of any of
the following documents it has, if the provision has not been a subject of
a proposed policy statement or plan, a review, or a change by the local
authority during the previous 10 years:

+ (a) aregional policy statement:

» (b) aregional plan:

« (c) a district plan.
(2) If, after reviewing the provision, the local authority considers that it
requires alteration, the local authority must, in the manner set out in Part
1 of Schedule 1 and this Part, propose to alter the provision.
(3) If, after reviewing the provision, the local authority considers that it
does not require alteration, the local authority must still publicly notify
the provision—

o (a)asif it were a change; and

» (b) in the manner set out in Part 1 of Schedule 1 and this Part.
(4) Without limiting subsection (1), a local authority may, at any time,
commence a full review of any of the following documents it has:

» (a) aregional policy statement:

» (b) aregional plan:

» (c) a district plan.
(5) In carrying out a review under subsection (4), the local authority must
review all the sections of] and all the changes to, the policy statement or
plan regardless of when the sections or changes became operative,
(6) If, after reviewing the statement or plan under subsection (4), the
local authority considers that it requires alteration, the local authority
must alter the statement or plan in the manner set out in Part 1 of
Schedule 1 and this Part.
(7) If, after reviewing the statement or plan under subsection (4), the
local authority considers that it does not require alteration, the local
authority must still publicly notify the statement or plan—

» (a)asifit were a proposed policy statement or plan; and

» (b) in the manner set out in Part 1 of Schedule 1 and this Part.
(8) A provision of a policy statement or plan, or the policy statement or
plan, as the case may be, does not cease to be operative because the
provision, statement, or plan is due for review or is being reviewed under
this section.
(9) The obligations on a local authority under this section are in addition
to its duty to monitor under section 35.
Section 79: replaced, on 1 October 2009, by section 64 of the Resource Management
(Simplifying and Streamlining) Amendment Act 2009 (2009
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NRMP programme

Project Description Driver Status
Plan Change | Inner City Noise Environment Court and Plan change notified following
16 Management plan administration extensive pre-consultation
round — Submissions closed 4
QOctober 2013
Significant Protection of significant | Environment Court Mapping being finalised by
Natural indigenous vegetation directive, Plan Review, NZ December 2013 to be followed
Areas and habitats Coastal Policy Statement, by discussion with landowners
Affects approximately potential loss of Significant | about regulatory and non-
130 (mainly rural) Natural Areas regulatory measures fo
properties protect Significant Natural
Areas in conjunction with
Nelson Plan consultation
Hazards Release of hazard Local Government Official Feedback phase with affected
information relating to information and Meetings landowners has commenced
earthquakes, flooding, Act, Building Act, Nelson for fault hazard overlay.
and contaminated land Plan review, NZ Coastal Release of additional hazard
followed by review of Policy Statement. information planned over the
NRMP provisions. To make Nelson more next month
Affects approximately resilient and reduce the
8000 properties risk to people and
property.
Freshwater Implementing the National Policy Statement National Policy Statement
National Policy on freshwater, addressing progressive implementation
Statement on water quality issues, plan adopted by Council in
freshwater working with Iwi 2012
Catchment information
collated
Plan changes not now
recommended until non-

1628749
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Project Description Driver Status _
regulatory measures
investigated

L.andscape Update Landscape Impact on outstanding and | Landscape character unit

provisions in the Plan significant landscapes and identification and description
definition of Coastal commenced for Champion
environment, Resource road to Hira
Management Act reform,
NZ Coastal Policy
Statement
Coastal Implement New Zealand | NZ Coastal Policy Data gathering phase
Coastal Policy Statement, provision for
Statement aquaculture, hazard
management, biodiversity,
and defining coastal
environment and natural
character areas
Heritage Address the gap in Impact of earthquake Chief Executive review of
Nelsons built and prone building policy on process complete.
cultural heritage heritage buildings, NZ Recommendations of the
protection Coastal Policy Statement, Nelson City Council’s Heritage
Affects approximately and Resource Management | Building Inventory Update will
200 properties Act requirement to protect | not be used.
historic heritage
Plan Change | Plan Change to provide | Growth, Environment Environment Court mediation
18 for residential growth Court, Riparian Values on hold, Stormwater
between Champion {flooding, recreation, assessment sent to
Road and Saxton Field, | ecological) landowners to be considered
Environment Court as part of Saxton Creek
appeal regarding upgrade
esplanade reserve width
for Saxton Creek
PC28 Land Update Land Land Development Manual | Data gathering phase
1628749
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Project Description Driver Status
Develepmen | Development Manual states will be reviewed
& Manual with recent standards every three years due in
Updates and review Council April 2013. Reduce
consents to Council to consenting costs
reduce costs
1628749 15
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Plan Review Indicative Timeframes

Attachment 3

Full Plan Review

Rolling Plan Review

2013/2014 | =

Issues and Options papers to Committee

NRPS/NRMP Objectives and Policies Issues and Options papers

201472015 | «

Feedback on Issues and Options papers
Draft Plan Development

Feedback on Issues and options papers
Draft Plan provisions

Notification

= Report to committee on Draft Plan Notify
2015/2016 | = Feedback on Draft Plan Hearings and decisions
= Final Plan Deveiopment Appeals

Issues and Options for natural area issues (Biodiversity, Hazards,
Landscape, Coastal, Water)

2016/2017 | =

Hearings and decisions

Feedback on Issues and options papers
Draft Plan provisions

Notify
2017/2018 | = Decisions Hearings and decisions

Appeals

Issues and Options papers for Growth Development and Air Plan
2018/2019 | = Appeals Feedback on Issues and options papers

Draft Plan provisions

Notify

2019/2020 Hearings and decisions
Appeals
Issues and Options papers for peripheral growth and urban
design

2020/2021 Feedback on Issues and options papers
Draft Plan provisions
Notify

2021/2022 Hearings and decisions
Appeals

1628749 16

PDF RAD 1639275

SUB[d JUBWIBBRUR 924N0S3Y S,U0S|SN JO MBIADY



Cost Benefit Analysis Full Plan Review vs Rolling Review

Attachment 4

Full Plan Review (combined NRMPS and NRMP) Rolling Review (Minimum Legal requirements)
Benefits Integrated between plans and topics (EG)} NRPS/NRMP and | More dynamic as addresses issues as they arise with
objectives policies and rules aligned such as hazards and individual plan changes decided faster than a full plan
development where specific issues can be seen in a review
broader context Resource and costs can be spread across more years
Co-ordinated consultation (speaking to landowners once
about multiple topics that affect their property)
Consultation undertaken as part of Nelson 2060, NDS and
Efficiency and effectiveness review is recent enough to be
considered (RMA clause 3 Schedule 1)
Potential economies of scale with research, consuitation,
hearings, and appeals grouped
Opportunity to align planning with LTP so funding for
review and non-regulatory programmes coordinated.
Costs May take longer to address specific issues due to May consult with the same landowners over multiple
integrated approach years and topics
Additional resource may be required post notification to May weaken the integrity of the plan as different areas of
ensure two year timeframe for decisions is met the plan become inconsistent via separate changes
Extended timeframes across election cycles may lead to
inconsistent decision making
Less strategic context
May be more costly due to multiple hearings and
consultation
Plan changes may bridge a number of LTP’s so funding
commitments may vary for regulatory and non-regulatory
responses over time
N 1628749 17
[ N

PDF RAD 1639275

Sue|d JUaWRBRUEB 32IN0S3Y S,U0S|SN JO MBIAY



te kaunihera o whakatu Committee

21 November 2013

%Nelson City Council Planning and Regulatory

REPORT 1627440

Council Hearing - Plan Change 16 Inner City Noise

1. Purpose of Report

1.1 To decide on the preferred hearing process for Plan Change 16 - Inner
City Noise.

2. Recommendation

THAT the report Council Hearing - Plan Change
16 Inner City Noise (1627440) and its
attachments (1292769 and 1636624) be
received.

Recommendation to Council

THAT the Planning and Regulatory Committee
recommends to Council that an independent
Commissioner chaired Council assisted Hearing
Panel hear and make decisions on submissions
on Proposed Plan Change 16 Inner City Noise;

AND THAT the Planning and Regulatory
Committee recommends to Council the
membership of the Hearing Panel for Plan
Change 16 Inner City Noise consists of an
independent Commissioner as Chair and ..... ...
and ..... ..... as Council Commissioners.

Background

3.1 For those Councillors wanting a better understanding of Hearing
protocols a useful reference for hearing protocol has been produced by
the Ministry for the Environment titied *Keeping it Fair - A Guide to the
Conduct of Hearings under the RMA".!

3.2 The focus of this report is on the hearing process rather than the merit of
Proposed Plan Change 16. The appropriate time to consider the merit of

* The Ministry for the Environment paper “Keeping it Fair — A Guide to the Conduct of
Hearings under the RMA” is available from the Councillors Google drive, or at
http://www.mfe.govt.nz/publications/rma/keeping-it-fair-jul01/ tardis 1065243

pbP RAB 4630275 1
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3.3

3.4

3.5

4.1

4.2

the Plan Change is during the hearing. A brief history of the Plan Change
development is outiined below to provide context.

The development of Plan Change 16 commenced due to the ongoing
issue of the production and management of noise in the Inner City. This
issue has been subject to an Environment Court decision (2006) which
found that Council is required to effectively enforce the current rules
within the Nelson Resource Management Plan (NRMP). This has proven
not to be possible due primarily to issues of contamination of noise
readings and the subsequent inability to carry out enforcement relying
on those readings. Consequentially a Plan Change is required to
introduce noise management provisions which are practical and
enforceable and provide a long term solution in the best interests of the
various parties involved.

In doing this the Plan Change takes the opportunity to assist in achieving
the community’s and Council’s vision for the inner city and its
surrounding area as expressed through the Heart of Nelson, Nelson 2060
and the NRMP, This vision can be summarised as Nelson’s City Centre
being a vibrant and vital place which also provides for residential uses at
a standard of amenity appropriate to the location. It recognises that
adverse effects should not be created that significantly diminish the
amenity of neighbouring areas such as the Residential Zone.

A previous report to Council (report 1292769, 9 August 2012) outlines in
more detail the background, consultation and options considered in the
development of this Plan Change (See Attachment 1). In summary the
Plan Change commenced with a public meeting where options ranging
from strict enforcement of existing noise rules, to raising the permitted
noise limits were explored with the public, stakeholders, acoustic
experts, Council officers and Councillors. The scope was subsequently
agreed by Council resolution to focus on NRMP provisions relating
directly to noise, and to exclude consideration of closing times. Further
consultation with the community and consideration of the response has
resulted in a package of plan change methods which are recommended
by the Plan Change 16 Working Group (Crs Fulton, Ward and Rackley)
for notification.

Discussion

Plan Change Hearing Panel Options

The Plan Change was notified on 7 September 2013 with 15 submissions
being received. A summary of decisions requested was prepared and
was notified for further submissions on 26 October 2013, Two further
submissions were received. Attachment 2 includes the summary of
submissions and a list of submitters and further submitters.

There are a number of options available to hear these submissions.
These options are listed below in descending order of Council
involvement in the hearing itself:

. A full Council hearing;
o A Hearings Panel with a Councillor as chair;

PBPAAS Tsa027s 2

asioN A1D Jauug 9T abueyd ue|d - BulesH [1pUNOD



4.3

4.4

4.5

4.6

4.7

. A Hearings Panel with an independent Commissioner as
Chair;

. An Independent Commissioner hearing.

Traditionally a full Council hearing would be used where a matter has a
high level of community interest across a wide area, and where there are
no specialist technical matters to consider. An independent
commissioner hearing is often more appropriate where the plan change
revolves around specialist technical matters, or where Council has a
conflict of interest.

Plan Change 16 Hearing Panel

Plan Change 16 - Inner City Noise and some of the submissions involve
specialist technical matters relating to the management and
measurement of sound and acoustic insulation. However some of the
submissions also represent a community interest in the function of the
inner city and how this relates to residential uses and the neighbouring
Residential Zones.

For the reasons above Council officers recommend that Councillors are
directly involved in the decision making process as commissioners to the
hearing, and are assisted in the specialist technical aspects by an
independent commissioner with acoustic expertise. The recommended
hearing panel consists of the independent commissioner as chair (due to
the extent of specialist technical matters) and two Councillor members of
the panel. This hearings panel makeup will also enable the efficient use
of Councillors’ time.

Regardless of the exact make up of the panel it is critical that a robust
process is followed so that decisions are free from legal challenge.
Consequently it is important that the appropriate level of expertise is
used and Councillors understand where the boundaries of decision
making stand. It is therefore recommended that Councillors on the
Hearing Panel are commissioner accredited. However with an
independent commissioner as chair this may be an opportunity for a
Councillor who has familiarised themselves with the hearing protocols
document, referred to in section 3.1 of this report, to gain experience of
a hearing under the Resource Management Act 1991. All members of
the hearing panel must also declare any actual, or potential, conflicts of
interest in the subject matter of the Plan Change, or with people who
have made submissions, or further submissions.

Hearing Panel Decision Making Powers

An independent commissioner can be appointed to a hearings panel
because of their technical experience through Delegation RMASRE
(Delegations Register 2012). The hearings panel may then be delegated
the power to consider and make decisions on submissions to the Plan
Change through Delegation RMA6 (Delegations Register 2012). The
decisions on the Plan Change would be reported to full Council to make
operative if no appeals are received, or after appeals have been
resolved,

PR RAB4B30275 3
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Conclusion

5.1 Plan Change 16 - Inner City Noise and submissions involve both
specialist technical matters and matters of community interest. This
report therefore recommends that the hearing panel consists of one
independent commissioner with specialist skills in acoustics as chair and
two Council commissioners on the panel. This pane! will be delegated
authority to consider and make decisions on Plan Change 16.

Reuben Peterson
Planning Adviser

Attachments

Attachment 1: Previous Council report ‘Draft Plan Change 16 - Inner City
Noise’ 9 August 2012 1292769

Attachment 2: Summary of Decisions requested (including list of submitters
and further submitters) 1636624

Supporting information follows.

aégz§§9639275 4
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Supporting Information

1. Fit with Purpose of Local Government

The development of plan changes is a core role of Local Government
falling under *performance of regulatory functions’ under the Local
Government Act 2002. The appropriateness and cost effectiveness of the
provisions of Plan Change 16 - Inner City Noise has been assessed
through the Section 32 RMA report which concludes that the provisions
put forward are the most appropriate.

2. Fit with Community Outcomes and Council Priorities

Provisions of this Plan Change specifically help to achieve the following
Community Outcomes:

¢ Goal 2 - People-Friendly Places;
» Goal 5 - A Fun, Creative Culture.

The provisions of this draft Plan Change specifically help to achieve the
following Council Priorities:

o A leading lifestyle;
* Arich diverse community.

This is due to the increasing viability of residential living in the Inner City
Zone and recognising the variety and vitality that entertainment venues
add to the central area.

3. Fit with Strategic Documents

This Plan Change has taken account of the Nelson Tasman Regional
Alcohol Strategy in formulating the scope of work and it does not conflict
with the stated action points of the Strategy. Closing times are being
considered under the Sale and Supply of Alcohol Act 2012 (Local Alcohol
Policies). The Plan Change also fits with the activity objectives of the
Heart of Nelson Strategy. Specifically these are:

'To achieve an engaging, activity filled central city, with activities that
encourage people into the central city and to spend more time once
there’; and ‘To encourage more people to live in, or close to, the central
city to support the vibrancy and economy of the City Centre’.

The Plan Change supports the vision of Nelson 2060. In particular Theme
One: A sustainable city of beauty and connectivity which includes the
statement ‘The central city is a vibrant, attractive place in which people
live, work and play’.

4. Sustainability
The purpose of the Resource Management Act 1991 is to promote the
sustainable management of natural and physical resources. All plan
changes must demonstrate that they meet this purpose.

PP &G HE50275 >
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Consistency with other Council policies
This is a statutory procedural step.

lLong Term Plan/Annual Plan reference and financial impact

The costs of plan change hearings are included in the Environment
activity.

Decision-making significance
This is not a significant decision in terms of the Council’s Significance
Policy.

Consultation

The plan changes have been subject to the First Schedule Resource
Management Act 1991 (RMA) consultation processes. Those people and
agencies with an interest in the plan change have had the opportunity to
make submissions.

Inclusion of Maori in the decision making process

Iwi have been consulted on this Plan Change as required under the First
Schedule of the Resource Management Act 1991.

10.

Delegation register reference
Makeup of the hearing panel is a decision of the Council.

Delegation RMASB (Delegations Register 2012): Appoint Hearing
Commissioner/s.

Delegation RMA6S (Delegations Register 2012): Power to consider and
make decisions on submissions to the Plan Change.
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ATTACHMENT |

Nelson City Council Council — Policy and Planning
te kaunihera o whakat{

9 August 2012

REPORT 1292769

Draft Plan Change 16 - Inner City Noise

1.

1.1

1.2

1.3

1.4

2.2

Purpose of Report

To advise Council of the background to Plan Change 16 v
Noise including issues, options, consultation and proce se:

Change.

To establish a working group of Cou
final versmn of the Plan Change; th|

Plan Change proposes a package of methods to address noise.
: nvolves noise being managed at both the source and the receiver
“the Inner City; a new limit on bass frequencies; retention of the
ge eral noise limit at properties within the Residential Zone; use of noise

; enforcement provisions of the Resource Management Act for excessive
“and unreasonable noise; and continued education, negotiation and

mediation as appropriate.

2.3 The report concludes that this package is the most likely to allow more
effective control of noise, and ensure that the Inner City of Nelson
remains a vital and vibrant place while providing a reasonable level of
amenity for residents both within and around the city centre.

P R A&8R9275 1 Service Request 146411
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4.2

4.3

Recommendation

THAT the Council adopt draft Plan Change 16 -
Inner City Noise and the attached draft Plan
Change provisions in particular (1249008);

AND THAT public feedback is sought on draft Plan
Change 16 ~ Inner City Noise;

AND THAT a Councillor working group comprised of
Councillors ----- y ——  @Nd wme——— . be convened to:

Change for public notification.

Background

/ L ENV C 70/05, 30
3anuary 2006). The Court found that‘ ad not been enforcing its

to the Court that if the, Court:‘ nds Nélson City Council’s approach to be
unfawful it will change |ts‘pract|ce He also said that the Council does

The main rule, of co ern'is ICr.42 Noise where the night time noise limit
is 55dBA L10 at the botindary of the site producing the noise. Council’s
enforcement staff (Enwronmental Inspections Limited) have attempted
to enforce: this provision and advise that it is not able to be practicably
ach:eved [Oor monitored, particularly when bands, amplified music and
patrons in outdoor areas are involved. A group of people talking

At exceeds 55dBA, background noise levels on the street are
/60 ~ 65dBA and other bars nearby cause contamination of the
ise readzngs The result is that it is difficult, if not impossible, to
easure and enforce this noise limit at the boundary of the property

‘producing the noise as is expected by the Environment Court. Currently,
“enforcement is often undertaken by the use of provisions of the Resource

Management Act relating to noise rather than the Nelson Resource
Management Plan rule itself,

The relevant sections of the Resource Management Act are Section 16
Duty to avoid unreasonable noise, Section 326 Meaning of Excessive
Noise, and Section 327 Issue and effect of excessive noise direction.

APRE R 30075 2 Service Request 146411
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4.4 The situation explained in the paragraphs ab

Section 16 states:

‘Every occupier of land (including any premises....) shall
adopt the best practicable option to ensure that the
emission of noise from that land .. does not exceed a
reasonable level’.

Section 326 states:

\..the term excessive noise means any noise that is under human
control and of such a nature as to unreasonably interfere:with the
peace, comfort and convenience of any person ...

It excludes noise from movmg aircraft, vehlcles and, trams and-can

explosion or vibration.

Section 327 allows an enforcement officer S
noise direction if they have received a: omplamt and upon
investigation is of the opinion that the oise is.excessive.

"combined with the

pattern of complaints and enforcement actiohs has resulted in the need
for this Plan Change. The table:below ideptlﬂes the key steps to date:

Date - Step

04/12/2008 Councn reso]ved on 4 December 2008 to deve!op, as

a'priority; a-Plan Change in respect of the Inner City
iiNotse provisions of the Nelson Resource Management

23/02/2009

oS and options report produced and public
meeting held in the Chamber.

. Survey of the Inner City noise environment carried
out by consultants and Environmental Inspections
Limited staff.

19/06/2009

Reports to Council’s Plan Change Subcommittee
outlining the background to the Plan Change, the
issues and options report, the results of the public
meeting, the project scope and presenting options for
moving forward. Outcome was to continue to
develop the Plan Change under a defined scope, and
to undertake consultation.

08/2009 Targeted consultation with representatives of

different affected groups and with individuals.

Pt RADGB0275
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4.5

5.1

5.2

29/04/2010 | Reports to Council’s Plan Change Committee with

and draft Plan Change provisions, consultation outcomes
07/05/2010 | and a recommendation to not include temporary
events in the scope of the Plan Change. A number of
questions were raised at these meetings and staff
were instructed to address these prior to returning to

Council.
05/2010 - Work on Plan Change 16 suspended due to other,
04/2012 higher priority work commitments.

05/04/2012 | Chief Executive’s Report includes advice to Council
that Plan Change 16 - Inner City Noise is
recommencing and general discussion about i
and direction was carried out at the Cour

Throughout the process identified above a number of‘indivi uals and
groups have expressed an interest in the outcomesiand there has been
media coverage through both Nelson City Councif” wn,avenues and
through the Nelson Mail. See further d:scussmn 0 1sultation in
section 5.7 of this report.

Discussion
Scope

The scope of Plan Change 16;; as been considered at various stages in
the project. In relation to« po’ ntial scope the Nelson Tasman Regional
Alcohol Strategy 2006 1dent|f|es a. w;de range of possible actions which
can influence behavuour»and nelse and many of these relate to areas
which are outside of the capaczty of a Plan Change under the Resource
Management Act ?'"_;EThesea,;- her actions, such as improving the amenity of
the Bridge Street environment and improving security in the city are
being, or wﬂ!ub Ftaken separately to this Plan Change process.

: uent Plan Change Committee meeting confirmed that the scope
of the Plan Change was not to include a rule for temporary events (such
as festivals or parades) within the city centre. This was seen to be an
“issue which required a broader approach across the city rather than

being specific to one zone. Noise from temporary events is managed

under the existing rules of the Nelson Resource Management Plan and

the Resource Management Act. It would equally be managed under any
new rules proposed by this Plan Change. The removal of temporary
events from the scope of the Plan Change simply means that these
events will be treated no differently to a permanent activity.

L3P RAE Te30075 4 Service Request 146411
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5.4

5.5

5.6

P
&

Options

An Issues and Options Report (Attachment 1) has been produced which
sets out a number of options to consider in developing the Plan Change,
This has formed the basis of consultation and Plan Change development
to date.

The current preferred package of methods within the scope of this Plan
Change is explained in sections 5.12 with the draft Plan text included in
Attachment 2. This involves noise producers undertaking measures to
reduce the level of noise being emitted from their properties,, and noise
receivers undertaking measures to reduce the level of noise, enternag
their properties. In addition controls are proposed over the level of bass
frequency noise emitted from a property and other controls. ovérithe
total noise level received at any property in the Resi | Zone The
preferred package of options are summarised as:

. Introduce Plan provisions requiring new, a'nd altered residential
units, or short term living accommoda \_‘_ts, in the Inner City
Zone to be acoustically insulated.

. Require new or altered noise generatmg Ctl:V[tIeS (see Attachment
2 for definition) to apply for a resolrce consent to allow for
consideration of noise issues.

. Introduce Plan provisiori «controlling bass frequencies.

. Retain the rule con ollmg oise at properties in the Residential
Zone. : 4

. Use the ex_cess;ve npise provisions of the Resource Management Act
to enforée‘general: hoise at the boundary of properties within the
Inner Clty Z ne rather than the current noise rule ICr.42.

f

= Enforce the current noise provision (rule ICr.42} in the Plan.
Raise the permitted noise limit in the existing rule.

. Reduce operating hours.

ot %68 80075 5 Service Request 146411
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5.7

5.8

Consultation

Consultation has been undertaken throughout the development of this
Plan Change and is summarised below. In addition, further consultation
is planned once Council has approved the draft for release for public
comment.,

.. Date. © [ .. ... Consultation

Various L;ve Nelson artlcles providing mformataon

23/02/2009 | Issues and Options Report produced and pub e,
meeting held in the Chamber. Widely ertised and
well attended :

Post public
meeting

08/2009

Internal
consultation

Consents Busmess\Un

o Future consultatxon pianned

06/2012, Comment soug

rom Commumty Servnces
07/2012 Environmeht_ spections Limited, and Resource
and Consents Busmess Unit.
08/2012

(Internal)

08/2012 4 ;aWtde rangmg comments sought from dlrect[y
(External).* ¢

g(unde the final form of the Plan Change - and
5 includes giving public notice of the proposal to

~ externally reference New Zealand Standards
NZS6801 & 2: 2008 (RMA First Scheduie, Cl 34).

Formal consultation periods under the Resource
Management Act.

4 Draft Plan Change Content

The draft Plan Change has been developed by considering the findings of

the Issues and Options Report, through public and internal consultation,
a survey of the Inner City noise environment, with input from acoustic
engineers and through the Plan Change Committee of the previous
Council. It has also taken into account the methods currently used in the
Nelson Resource Management Plan for the Airport and Port Noise
Overlays, and other examples of noise management nationally.

%292769 6 Service Request 146411
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5.9 As outlined in section 5.5 the draft Plan Change is a package of methods
designed to manage noise production and reception in the Inner City
Zone and surrounding residential areas. This package of methods has
been reviewed by an acoustic engineer (Keith Ballagh - Marshall Day
Acoustics). The review has found the current situation to be ‘clearly
unsustainable’ and that the current Pian is not adequate to resolve
conflicts between entertainment venue activities and residential uses
both in the Inner City and the adjacent residential areas. The review
goes on to say that:

‘The proposed Plan Change 16 will be a signiffce}
improvement and will allow more effective control of nos
..... however a completely satisfactory acoustical control

may not ever be possible’.

5.10 In terms of Part II, Purpose and Principles of the Resour nagement
Act, the draft Plan Change provisions are con5|dered.to achleve the
purpose of the Act. It does this by managing the lise.of the physical
resource of the City Centre in a way which enab!es eople and
communities to provide for their social, economlc«_ d cultural wellbeing,
and for their health and safety while av0|d|ng, remedymg, or mitigating

&
posed Plan Change text is included as Attachment 2 while the

Plan Change methods is explained as follows:

_ Method 1: Introduce Plan provisions requiring new and altered
. residential units, or short term living accommodation units, in the
“Inner City Zone to be acoustically insulated

5.12.1 The proposed new rule ICr.43B Acoustic Insulation is based on a similar
rule relating to the Port Effects Control Overlay. The requirement would
be for new or substantially altered residential units, or short term living
accommodation units, to be acoustically insulated when building occurs.
This would involve a suitably qualified acoustic engineer demonstrating
that the unit would meet a reasonable internal noise level. Existing units
will retain legitimate existing use rights under the Resource Management
Act.

PhE RABGEB0275 7 Service Request 146411
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S Pros 0 U Const _
Ensures that the mternal noise Increased cost on development
environment in residential units / | to be funded by the developer
short term living accommeodation | themselves. The increased cost
units is reasonable for living / for a new build standard inner
sleeping. city apartment of 140m? floor
area is approximately $30 000
(note this is subject to many
variables). Retrofits of existing
units range considerably based
on the conchtlon and cantructlon

Places a portion of the
responsibility for noise
management on the receiver, respon5|b|!|ty for paysng for

acoustic msuiatlon as is the case

over the inclusion of
term Ilvmg accommodation
i ..:-.th_ls insulation

irement due to their short
term nature - this can be
explored through the pre-
notification comment round.

Recognises that the Inner City is
noisier than would be expected
in the Residential Zone.,

Benefit to the city generally as‘ it
allows for the contlnuatlon of ke

which add to |ts wtél:ty n‘d
vabrancy -

. The proposed new rule and associated definition, ICr.42A Noise
“Generating Activities, will seek to have new or extended noise generating
activities acoustically insulated and managed in a way which reduces the
noise being emitted beyond the site to a reasonable level. This will be
achieved through the production and assessment of a noise management
plan specifically designed for a particular activity on a particular site.
Assessment of the suitability of a site and noise mitigation measures will
occur through the resource consent process. Existing noise generating
activities will retain legitimate existing use rights under the Resource
Management Act.

|%292769 8 Service Request 146411
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Pros . | cons

Ensures that noise emission is Increased cost on development
considered ‘up front” when ‘noise and establishment of noise
generating activities’ are generating activities (both for
established or extended. planning, implementing and

possible monitoring of a noise
management plan, and the
consent process).

Places a portion of the The need for increased .«
responsibility for noise guidance and expertise'in,
management on the noise preparing and asses; ng the
producer. Noise Managemen A

requirements.

Benefit to the city generally as it
allows for the continued
operation of ‘noise generating
activities’.

Reduces noise levels experienced
in and around the city thereby
improving amenity.

Method 3: Introduce Plan Provisio

Controlling Bass
Frequencies

5.12.3 Bass frequencies are the cause of the majority of complaints received
about noise from sources in the Inner City so these can be reduced by
setting a specific cont I for S5 frequencies. Bass frequency contains
more energy than. hlg encies and therefore travels further and is
less easily atte uated b intervening structures or vegetation.

. ' Pros O o Cons %
Targets the most mtruswe of the Impact on bars in partlcular to
‘ control the bass frequencies
y noise sources. they produce.

'enef“t to the city generally as it Does not control all frequencies
allows for the continuation of so relies on being part of the
activities within the Inner City package of measures proposed
which add to its vitality and in this Plan Change.

vibrancy.

Less potential for contamination
of noise readings at a lower
frequency.

%%9%%61%39275 9 Service Request 146411
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5.12.4

5.12.5

5.12.6

Method 4: Retain rule ICr.43 controlling noise at properties in
the Residential Zone

This rule (ICr.43) is currently operative in the Nelson Resource
Management Plan and provides protection to properties within the
Residential Zone, from noise produced in the Inner City Zone. The noise
fevel allowable is the same as that for any residential area and
recognises that it is a Residential Zone and as such should have a level
of amenity appropriate to residential use. The retention of this rule gives
residents in these areas certainty that the noise environment they
experience will be controlled in the same way as it is now.

- Pros
The current rule, and permitted
noise limit, is retained which
gives certainty to residents.

Existing enforcement methods
for this rule remain in place.

In combination with other
options proposed the overall
noise levels, in particular bass
frequencies, is expected tg be
reduced over time.

Method 5: Use the_u eas _ able and excessive noise provisions
of the Resource. Management Act to enforce general noise at the
boundary of propertle§ within the Inner City Zone rather than the
existing n0|se=-.rule ICr.42

The rule.wi hm‘ the Nelson Resource Management Plan which is the most
difficult to‘acl "e_ve, monitor or enforce requires measuring a particular
nois¢ l:mlt at, or as close as practicable to, the boundary of the property
produ' ing the noise - this is rule ICr.42. Section 4.2 of this report sets

~out. why the rule is often not able to be enforced. This statement has
eerizconfirmed by Keith Ballagh (Acoustic Engineer) of Marshall Day

coustics who stated that:

‘In short, we consider there are no other reliable methods
for resolving the contamination issues experienced from
entertainment venues when attempting to use the current
rufe.’

In practice Nelson City Council has been carrying out enforcement using
the unreasonable and excessive noise provisions in sections 16 and 327
of the Resource Management Act over the last few years. This is instead
of using the existing rule ICr.42. In cases where a noise source is
isolated and free of background noise issues or contamination then the
existing noise rule is still currently used.

1292769 10 Service Request 146411
PDF RAD 1639275

BSION AuD Jauul ~ 9T abueyD ueld yeaqg



5.12.7 The current approach described above does not meet the Environment
Court’s comment that we are required to effectively enforce the rules
(ICr.42) within the Nelson Resource Management Plan.

5.12.8 The proposal under this draft Plan Change is to remove existing rule
ICr.42 requiring noise to be measured at, or as close as practicable to,
the boundary of the property producing the noise. In its place the
introduction of a bass frequency control, and enforcement under the
Resource Management Act, is proposed to be utilised to control noise
production in the Inner City. The retention of the existing rule ICr 43
(see section 5.12.4) controlling noise received at properties in the
Residential Zone will ensure that noise received in that zone W!H be
managed to the current limits. The proposals for acoustic msulat:on at
source and at receiver will further manage noise over timg

Pros . 'Cons
Recognises the difficulties in y: for:
enforcing the existing rule as n0|se pro icers in not having a
expected by the Environment stated. nmse limit across the

Court.

:Limited control of cumuiative
effects as assessment is carried
out on a case by case basis.

Provides for existing proven

enforcement methodology under
the Resource Management Act to,
be utilised. %

Integrates with the full package? | Relies on judgement of
of provisions under t g__‘draft individual staff or contractors.
Plan Change to.m anage‘ngise -
particularly theibass frequency
rule contro.lllng the most

lntruswe a pect f Inner City

g Mefi;od 6: Ongoing Education, Negotiation and Mediation

5.12.9 Council has the opportunity to continue to be proactive in providing
information to owners and operators of premises in assisting them to
identify practical ways to manage and reduce noise. This non-regulatory
approach is already undertaken by Council’s enforcement team when
dealing with owners and operators of these premises. Information can
also be developed to assist residents of neighbouring zones and within
the city centre itself. This could take the form of planning brochures with
advice for residents of the potential for noise and provide simple
methods for reducing it. Potentially, and dependant on the
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circumstances, Council could facilitate meetings between complainants
and noise producers or initiate a mediation process.

; PTOS SRR L . :. C : ':.: COI"IS

Proactwe adwce can he!p raise Educatlon negotlatlon and
early awareness of noise issues mediation alone will not always
and potential solutions. resolve any issue and can be

time consuming and uncertain.

Advice and assistance with
production of noise
management plans can improve
the uptake of any new rules /
requirements.

Next Steps

5.13 The draft Plan Change prowsmns are attachedﬁo this report (Attachment
\k public feedback on

Zealand Standards NZ56801 & 2: 2008
feedback is for the purpose of refnlng
overall approach to the issue.,

5.14

group is to allow more: detaaled cons:deratlon of this complex issue. The
mtentlon is to then present the fndlngs to a Council meeting for a

6.1 The, manage :ent of Inner City Noise is a contentious issue which has
been thé subject of numerous complaints and enforcement action over

,,_,;the year. _/»._:-The package of options presented in this draft Pian Change

re considered by staff and Council’s noise expert to form a practical

olu ion and a sound basis for seeking public comment prior to finalising

‘the ¢ontent of the Plan Change for notification. The options presented as

.. a package are considered suitable because:

. The draft Plan Change provisions more clearly recognise the
requirements of the Resource Management Act.

o The provisions controlling noise are enforceable and provide a more
consistent ability to control excessive and unreasonable noise.

. Bass frequency control will allow direct control of the more intrusive
aspect of noise produced from entertainment venues in particular.

%%?%ZSQ 12 Service Request 146411
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. The controls over new or extended noise generating activities
ensure that noise reduction and management is considered early in
the design process.

° The requirement for acoustic insulation of new noise receivers in the
Inner City Zone recognises that living in a busy commercial
environment will involve more noise than a purely residential
environment.

Contact officer: Reuben Peterson, Planning Adviser.

Richard Johnson
Acting Chief Executive

Attachments
Attachment 1: Issues and Options Report 742785
Attachment 2: Draft Plan Text 1249008

Supporting information follows.
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Supporting Information

1) Fit with Community Outcomes and Council Priorities

Provisions of this draft Plan Change specifically help to achieve the following
Community Outcomes:

s Goal 2 - People-Friendly Places;
s Goal 5 - A Fun, Creative Culture.

The provisions of this draft Plan Change specifically help to achieve the
following Council Priorities: ‘

¢ A leading lifestyle;

s A rich diverse community.

This is due to the increasing viability of residential living in the__,_ nner’Clty Zone
and recognising the variety and vitality that entertainment ¥ ues_’:‘add to the
central area.

2) Fit with Strategic Documents

This draft Plan Change has taken account of the Netson, asman Regional
Alcohol Strategy in formulating the scope of work ‘and it doés not conflict with
the stated action points of the Strategy. The:ddraft Pian Change also fits with
the Activity Objectives of the Heart of Nelson;. Cer

Specifically these are:

'To achieve an engagmg, _act/wty fflled central city, with
activities that encourage p ple into the central city and
to spend more time orice there’; and 'To encourage more
people to live in, or. close to, the central city to support
the wbrancy and econom v of the City Centre”,

3) Sustainability .

By managing noise from both the producer and receiver in the Inner City, land
uses (such as bars and re5|dentlai units) can both contribute to, and be the
beneficiaries of, an: pg_roprlate level of urban amenity and thereby make better
and more sustamable"ﬁse of the land resource. The proposal also improves the

Peflcaes;of the Nelson Resource Management Plan. Specifically these are:

. D016 1.1 2 Inner City Zone: A City Centre which provides a strong and
vibrant focus to the city, together with a City Fringe which supports and
complements the City Centre.

» Objective IC4 Activities and Adverse Effects: A diversity of activities which
do not adversely affect the environment sought for the City Centre and City
Fringe.
~ Policy IC4.1 Range of Activities: Activities which enhance the vitality and

vibrancy of the City Centre shall be encouraged.

- Policy 1C4.2 Adverse Effect: Activities should not give rise to levels of
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Supporting Information

noise, smell, dust, and smoke, or traffic, landscape, aesthetic or other
adverse effects which will detract from the character being sought for the
City Centre and City Fringe areas.

— Policy IC4.3 Residential Amenity: The Inner City, and sites used for
residential activity, should provide a reasonable standard of residential
amenity, but recognising that the fundamental character of the area is
non-residential.

» Policy IC5.2 Residential Zones: Special regard shall be had to preventing
any deterioration of the amenity of the Residential Zone as a result'
expansion of activities from the Inner City Zone, or as a result of adverse
effects across the zone boundary. ;

5) Long Term Plan/Annual Plan reference and fmanc:al mpact

The Plan Change work is funded from existing budgets and?"there |s no
anticipated further financial impact on Council. .

6) Decision-making significance

This is not a significant decision in terms of the Ci _cili"s Si'i'gniﬁcance Policy.

7) Consultation

Initial consultation has been carried out through'a public meeting (23 February
2009) and through other avenues as outlined in'section 5.7 of this report.
Further consultation will be carried out with relevant Ministers, local authorities
and tangata whenua (as per RMA- FII’St Schedu!e, Clause 3 (1)), and the public
(as per RMA First Schedule, Clause 3. (2)).fellowing Council adoption of this
draft Plan Change. Consultataon also includes giving public notice of the
proposal to externally referénce New.Zealand Standards NZS6801 & 2: 2008
(RMA First Schedule, Cl 34) in the Plan Change. If a future decision is made to
notify the Plan Change the subrmssmns further submissions, hearing and
appeal processes of the RMA rst Schedule will commence.

8) Inclusion of Maori in the decision making process
Iwi have not_ "*een spec'iﬂcally consulted on this draft Plan Change to date.

9) Delegation register reference
Full Colncil decision.

PERA0 830275 15 Service Request 146411
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Introduction

This document contains a Summary of Decisions Requested by persons making
submissions on the Nelson Resource Management Plan, Proposed Plan Change 16
(Inner City Noise). In total 15 submissions were received. The summary is in
accordance with the requirements of Schedule 1, Clause 7, Public notice of
submissions, Resource Management Act 1991 (RMA).

Format
The decisions sought by each party in their submissions are listed by topic.
Where possible the words are those of the submitter. The original submissions

should be referred to for a full understanding of the particular points raised by
each submitter.

Further Submissions

Further submissions are invited and may be made in accordance with Schedule 1,
Clause 8, Clause 8A and Form 6, RMA. A guide to making a further submission is
included on the following page. A further submission form is available to ensure
that your further submission meets these requirements.

Closing Date

The closing date for further submissions is 5pm, Monday 11 November 2013.

Contact Person

Reuben Peterson
Planning Adviser
Nelson City Council
PO Box 645

Nelson 7040

03 546 0295

reuben,Qeterson@ncc.govt.nz

Nelson Resource Management Plan
Proposed Plan Change 16 Summary of Decisions Requested
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Attachment 2

Guide to Making a Further Submission

Important Information:

e Any person representing a relevant aspect of the public interest, or who
has a greater interest than the general public, can make a further
submission.

+ A further submission may only be made in support of, or in opposition to
an original submission to Plan Change 16,

o A further submission must state whether you support or oppose an original
submission {or part thereof) and whether or not you wish to be heard on
your further submission.

o A copy of your further submission must be served on the original
submitter to which your further submission relates, within five working
days of making your further submission to the Nelson City Council.

¢ Further submissions must be received by Nelson City Council prior to 5pm,
Monday 11 November.

The Summary of Decisions Requested summarises the decisions that have been
requested in the original submissions received. If you intend to make a further
submission, it is recommended that you read the full original submission.

Full copies of the original submissions are available by contacting Reuben
Peterson at the details below.

Copies of this Summary of Decisions Requested document are available for
viewing at Civic House and at Nelson, Tahunanui and Stoke Libraries, by
contacting Reuben Peterson on 03 546 0295 or reuben.peterson@ncc.govt.nz, or
online at www.nelsoncitycouncil.co.nz (search phrase = Plan Change 16). Further
submission forms are also available at these locations.

When preparing your further submission, please use the Submitter Number and
Statement Number in the tables below to indicate what submission point you
are referring to.

Clearly state whether you support or oppose the decision requested you are
making a further submission on,

Give the reasons for your support or opposition.

Use the Further Submission Form to help set out your further submission. It is
in your best interests to make your further submission as clear as possible. If
you have any questions regarding how to prepare a further submission, please
contact Reuben Peterson.

One copy of the further submission must be sent to Council and a second copy
sent to the original submitter within 5 working days of providing Council with the
further submission.

The postal addresses of submitters for the purpose of service of further
submissions, as per Schedule 1, Clause 8A, Service of further submissions, RMA,
is provided at the end of this document,

4 of 11 Nelson Resource Management Plan
Proposed Plan Change 16 Summary of Decisions Requested
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Summary of Decisions Requested
Plan Change 16 (Inner City Noise)
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Topic / Submitter Name Submission | Statement Decision Requested
Number Number

Amendment 1 Acoustic Insulation

Kent Thomas Inglis 1 1 Delete acoustic insulation of inner city residential units

James Mackay Purves 4 i Delete. Deal with the polluter/pqllutant at the source, not the rfasults of the prol:flem. ThiS_
creates work and fees for Council. Let developers/accommodation providers decide what is
appropriate in the inner city and if they get it wrong the market will punish them

Port Nelson Noise Liaison Committee 5 1 Retain section AP19.2.iii

Port Nelson Limited 7 1 Retain section AP19.2.iii

Graeme Downing and Stephanie Trevena 8 1 Retain rule ICr.43.A acoustic insulation of accommodation in Inner City Zone

Nelson Marlborough District Health Board 11 1 Retain ICr.43A.1 permitted column with consequential addition.
Add to Chapter 2 Definitions, a definition for the acoustical descriptor "DZm,"T+ Cy" which is
undefined in the Proposed Plan, or the Operative Plan or NZS6801:2008 or NZ$6802:2008
and will otherwise be incomprehensible to readers of the Plan. See Amendment 2,
submitter 2, Statement 8.

Nelson Marlborough District Health Board 11 2 Amend 1Cr.43A.4 as follows:
Add new items e} The effectiveness of any noise barriers” and d) Any balconies” and in b)
delete the words "of exposure",

Nelson Marlborough District Health Board i1 Retain ICr.43A.4 Explanation

Nelson Marlborough District Health Board 11 4 Amend AP19.2 clauses AP19.2.i and AP19.2.ii as follows:
Replace bullet points with numeration. In six places delete the terms "dBA Leq {(15min)"” and
substitute "dB LA.q(15min)". Replace "design noise level" with "design sound level".
In 19.2.ii b) last sentence delete the word "evels".

Nelson Marlborough District Health Board 11 5 Amend AP19.3 and AP19.3.i as follows:
In the second line replace "Insulations” with "Insulation”. Replace "design noise level” with
"design sound level",

Nelson Marthorough District Health Board 11 6 Amend AP19.3 and AP19.3.ii as follows:
In sub clauses a} and b) in two places delete the terms "dBA Leq(15min)" and substitute
"dB LAnq(15min)". Replace "design noise level" with "design sound level". In 19.3.ii a) and
in 19.3.71 b} in the |ast sentence of each sub clause, replace "noise levels® with "sound
leveis”,

Nelson Resource Management Plan 50f11

Proposed Plan Change 16 Summary of Decisions Requested

1636624




17

Attachment 2
Topic / Submitter Name Submission | Statement Decision Reqguested
Number Number

Nelson Marlborough District Health Board 11 7 Retain AP19.3.iv and table 3 and notes

Hospitality NZ 12 1 Retain acoustic insulation of inner city residential units and short term living
accommodation

Amendment 2 Noise Generating Activity

Graeme Downing and Stephanie Trevena 8 2 Amend Noise Generating Activity definition as follows:
First bullet point, delete the words "from a sound system with greater than 100w output”.

Graeme Downing and Stephanie Trevena 8 3 Amend Noise Generating Activity definition as follows:
First and second bullet points replace "11.00pm" and "1.00am" respectively with 10.00pm.

Graeme Downing and Stephanie Trevena 8 4 Amend ICr.424.1 as follows:
Add new sub clause "or d) Results in any increase in the hours amplified music is played or
any increase in the volume the amplified music is played at”

Graeme Downing and Stephanie Trevena 8 5 Amend AP13.1.2 as follows:
Add new sub clause “and c) The provision of a Monitoring Report to the Council at least
once a year."

Graeme Downing and Stephanie Trevena 8 6 Delete AP13.2

McDonalds Restaurant (NZ} Ltd 10 1 ICr.42A insert the following exclusion "subpoint (a) above does not apply to internal
(unlicensed) restaurant or dining space that would otherwise not fall to be considered a
noise generating activity."

Nelson Marlborough District Health Board 1 8 Amend Noise Generating Activity definition as follows:
Replace Chapter 2 definition for term "Lmay" With “Lnay includes LAF,, and is the
maximum A frequency weighted, F-time-weighted sound pressure level during a time
period as defined in NZS6801:2008."
Add new definition - "Dy, q1+Ch, (enlarged for clarity) is a standardised single number in
decibel as a measure of facade performance. It is the difference between the cutdoor sound
level measured 2 metres from the facade (including the effects of reflection from the
facade) and the spatial average sound level inside the receiving room. It includes a
spectrum adaption term to take into account lower frequency sound. See ISO 140-5 (1998)
Acoustics - Measurement of sound insulation in buildings and of building elements - Part 5:
Field measurements of airborne sound insutation of facade elements and facades. The
single number is evaluated according to the method given in 1SO 717-1:2013 Acoustics -
Rating of sound insulation in buildings and building elements - Part 1; Airborne sound
insulation”.

Nelson Marlborough District Health Board 11 9

Retain rule ICr.42A

6 of 11
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Topic / Submitter Name Submission | Statement Decision Requested
Number Number

Nelson Marlborough District Health Board 11 10 Retain Appendix 13

Nelson Marlborough Bistrict Health Board 11 11 Amend AP13.1 as follows:
a) Replace "design noise level" with "design sound level".
b) After "acoustic insulation" add, "or noise barrier"
b) Replace "noise levels and meet the design noise level" with "noise and comply with the
design sound level"
9) Replace "govern the maximum noise output” with "limit sound emissions”

Nelson Marlborough District Health Board 11 12 Retain AP13.2

Nelson Marlborough District Health Board 11 13 Amend AP13.1.3 as follows:
Amend title to "Measurement and assessment of Noise" After the word "and" insert
"assessed in accordance with"

Nelson Marlborough District Health Board 11 14 Amend AP13.2.1 as follows:
Delete "or in forming an opinion under 327(1)"
Delete the last two words in sub-clause AP13.2.1.ii e "or excessive"

Nelson Marlborough District Health Board 11 15 Amend AP13.2.1.ii as follows:
In b) Replace "noise level” with "sound level" and Replace b) "noise meter to determine
actual noise level” with "sound level meter".

Nelson Marlborough District Health Board i1 16 Retaln AP13.2.2

Hospitality NZ 12 2 Delete. The new Sale and Supply of Alcohol Act together with noise control provisions of
the Resource Management Act a robust and sufficient way to address noise generating
activities without the need to require noise generating activities to apply for a resource
consent to allow for consideration of noise issues.

Barbara Riddell 14 1 Decrease noise levels

Amendment 3 Maximum Noise Level (LAF.;5,)

Nelson Marlborough District Health Board 11 17 Amend ICr.42 and ICr.42.1 as follows:
Amend heading to "Night time noise limits". Replace "noise measured" with "The sound
level assessed". Replace "facade” with "side”.
Replace "maximum noise levels" with "noise limit". Replace Chapter 2 definition for Lpax
with "Linay includes LAF, .. and is the maximum A frequency weighted, F-time-weighted

Nelson Resource Management Plan 70of 11
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Attachment 2
Topic / Submitter Name Submission | Statement Decision Requested
Number Number
sound pressure level during a time period, and is defined in NZS6801:2008".
Nelson Marlborough District Health Board 11 18 Retain ICr.42.4 and ICr.42.5
Nelson Marlborough District Health Board 11 19 Amend heading in contents page to "Night time noise limits"
Barbara Riddell 14 2

Enforce drum limits. Music, singing are fine. Throbbing from drums is over the top

Amendment 4 ICr.43 Noise received at sites

in the Residential Zone

Graeme Downing and Stephanie Trevena 3 9 Amend ICr.43 as follows:
Add a night time low frequency noise limit

Nelson Marlborough District Health Board i1 20 Amend ICr.43 as follows:
Replace two occurrences of EAgg with LA.,{(15min)

Netson Marlborough District Health Board 1i 21 Amend ICr.43 as follows:
Reptace "ambient noise levels" with "ambient sound level".

Hospitality NZ 12 3 Retain ICr.43

Gaile Noonan 13 1 Properties within say 150 metres of any proposed new development emitting noise on a
regular basis should have thelr properties noise protected at the caost of the applicant not
the home owner

Amendment 5 Enforce noise using provisions of the RMA

Graeme Downing and Stephanie Trevena 8 7 Oppose deletion of ICr.42, Amend by updating the noise measures to equivalent 2008 NZS
Standards as per the parallel proposed amendments to rule ICr.43 and add to the noise
levels in rule ICr.42 to deal with bass frequencies at night time "63Hz Octave Band:
70dBL10"

Graeme Downing and Stephanie Trevena 8 8 Delete ICr.428

Nelson Martborough District Health Board 11 22 Delete ICr.42B and ICr.42B.5

Hospitality NZ 12 4 Council should develop and implement guidelines to control officers to help with anomalies

Amendment 6 Ongeing education

Hospitality NZ 12 S Retain, support non regulatory approaches

Changes to Policy

Graeme Downing and Stephanie Trevena 8 10 Retaln I€5.1

Nefson Marlborough District Health Board 1i 23 Retain 1C4.2. 1C4.2.ii and IC4.2.iv

Nelson Marlborough District Health Board 11 24

Amend as follows - 1C4.2.v use of sections 316, 320 and 322 of the Resource Management

8of 11
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Topic / Submitter Name Submission | Statement Decision Requested
Number Number
Act 1991 for enforcement of unreasonable noise, and section 327 of the Act to control
excessive noise.

Nelson Marlborough District Health Board 11 25 Amend IC4.3.v by replacing "or" with "and".

Nelson Marlborough District Health Board 11 26 Amend IC5.1.ii by replacing "or" with "and"

General Submission

Dan McGuire 2 1 Retain the proposal as a whole

Peter Mayes 3 1 Consider a device that is connected to the electricity supply to amplifiers, at a set noise
level it trips the power and cannct be reset for a set time. This is mandatory for use in
clubs, pubs in the UK.

Charles and Rosemary Shaw 6 1 Retain the proposal as a whole. It will go some way to improving the enjoyment of people
who have chosen to live permanently close to the centre and those who are staying for a
short time.

Michelle McLean 9 1 Would like inner city noise to be prevented from intruding into residential areas, after Spm
at the latest during the week.

Nelson Marlborough District Health Board 11 27 Retain the proposal as a whole as it incorporates amendments to rules to avoid, mitigate
and reduce adverse effects of noise on environmental health, and to promote the health of
the people and communities in the District in a sustainable manner.

Hospitality NZ 12 6 Retain, broadly supportive of the proposed plan change,

C Sharp Family Trust 15 1

LATE SUBMISSION

Retain. Excellent proposal to enhance inner city living. Higher density residential is
essential if the city is to become a better place to live.
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Address for Service of Submitters
Plan Change 16 (Inner City Noise)

Attachment 2

Sub #

Submitter Name

Submitter Address

1

Kent Thomas Inglis

9 Ajax Avenue
Nelson 7010

2

Dan McGuire

PO Box 582
Nelson 7040

3

Peter Mayes

2/8 Norwich Street
Stoke
Nelson 7011

James Purves

1% Floor, 121 Trafalgar Street
Nelson 7010

Port Nelson Noise Liaison Committee

C/- Port Neison Ltd
PO Box 844
Nelson 7010

Attention: Thomas Marchant

Charles and Rosemary Shaw

15 Erin Street
Nelson 7010

Port Nelson [td

PO Box 844
Nelson 7010

Attention: Thomas Marchant

McFadden McMeeken Phillips

PO Box 656
Nelson 7040

Attention: Graeme Downing

Michelle McLean

6 Harper Street
Nelson 7010

10

McDonalds Restaurant Ltd

Barker & Associates Ltd
PO Box 1986

Shortland Street
Auckland 1140

Attention: Kay Panther Knight

11

Nelson Marlborough District Health

Board

Public Health Service
PO Box 647
Nelson 7040

Attention: G E Cameron

12

Hospitality NZ

PO Box 3263
Richmond
Nelson 7050

Attention: Jeanette Swift & Ron Taylor

i3

Gaile Noonan

9 Hathaway Terrace
Nelson 7010

14

Barbara Riddell

15 Riverside
Nelson 7010

15

LATE SUBMISSION
C Sharp Family Trust

319 Hardy Street
Nelson 7010

Attention: Chris Sharp
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Further Submitters

Attachment 2

Further Sub #

Further Submitter Name

Further Submitter Address

1

Dan McGuire

PO Box 582
Nelson
7040

Nelson Grey Power

PO Box 2190
Stoke

Nelson

7041

Attention: Neville Male
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Nelson City Council Planning and Regulatory
te kaunihera o whakatii Committee

1

21 November 2013

REPORT 1622238

Regulatory Report for 1 July to 30 September 2013

1. Purpose of Report

1.1 To provide a quarterly update on activity and performance for the
Council’s regulatory functions.

2. Recommendation

THAT the Regulatory Report for 1 July to
30 September 2013 (1622238) be received.

3. Building Unit Performance

Recovery

3.1 The Building Unit continues to actively monitor the remaining 28
properties with s.124 Building Act 2004 notices (these are notices issued
for dangerous, earthquake prone or insanitary buildings), due to slips
and damage occurring during the December 2011 Rainfall Event. The last
quarter saw one property have its s.124 lifted.

Earthquake Prone Buildings Policy

3.2 The original policy worked on the priority types 1 to 4. Below outlines
how many properties have been identified in each priority, this is also
shown as a percentage of the total estimated number of properties which
exist in that priority;

Priority 1 Post Disaster Buildings - 25 identified to date,
(95%)Priority 2 Crowds, High Value - 31 identified to date, (48%)

. Priority 3 Heritage A & B (NRMP Appendix 1) - 98 identified -
(100%) .

. Priority 4 Other Buildings, including residential with two
storey and more than three units - 349 identified to date. It is
estimated that there could be up to 1500 buildings in this category.

. Remainder of Buildings on EQB Register (not included
above) - 171 excluded from scope of policy or fall outside
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screening criteria of Initial Evaluation Procedure. 46 Buildings vet
to be prioritised.

3.3 The Earthquake Prone Building Register has a total of 720 entries to
date.

3.4 There are 23 buildings with s.124 Building Act 2004 Earthquake Prone
Building Notices currently issued. Six are for Council owned buildings and
17 for privately owned. There has been no change in the number of
notices lifted in the last quarter and two new notices have been issued.
Building Consents

3.5 The total number of building consent applications received over the July
2013 -~ September 2013 gquarter has reduced by 3% from the same
period in 2012 (191 to 185).

3.6 The total value of work for applications received for ali building activity
over the quarter has increased by 4% over the previous year's quarter.
However, there are trending increases in alterations work for both
commercial and residential but a reduction in new build across both
sectors.

3.7 The total number of building consents granted over the July 2013 -
September 2013 quarter has increased 4% from the same period in 2012
(199 to 208).

3.8 The last quarter has maintained the increased level (52%) of building
consents granted for alterations to commercial buildings. As for last year,
the driver is believed to be building owner response to the Council
Earthquake Prone Buildings Policy.

3.9 The total value of work for granted building consents across all building
activity over the quarter has increased by 3% over the same period last
year. However, commercial new build numbers have reduced from the
peak in March-June 2013 and are at a similar level to the March-June
2012 figures.

3.10 Residential activity value of work for granted consents has increased by
18% from the same quarter last year.

Building Consent applications received 1 July - 30
September
New House
54 42
Altered Dwelling
52 66
Minor works
58 40
153223830275 2
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New Commercial

9 6
Altered Commercial
18 31
Total
191 185

Building Consent applications received works value 1 July -

30 September

New Houses

19,168,375 16,158,507
Aitered Dwelling and
Minor works 3,549,488 4,058,285
New Commercial

4,030,000 2,167,000
Altered Commercial

1,471,100 3,281,000
Total Value works

28,218,963 25,664,792
Note: previous
quarter comparison 28,605,625 29,981,521

Building Consent applications granted 1 July - 30

September

PREBAD #139275

New House

53 42
Altered Dwelling

04 74
Minor works

47 54
New Commercial

10 0
Altered Commercial

25 29
Total

199 208

3
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3.11

Building Consent applications granted, works value 1 July -

30 September

New Houses

15,747,399 14,774,639
Altered Dwelling and
Minor works 3,005,628 7,364,529
New Commaercial

3,336,982 3,315,220
Altered Commercial

4,817,895 2,308,365
Total Value works

26,907,904 27,762,753
Note: previous
guarter comparison 28,859,729 42,312,051

Processing timeframes for building consents are 11 days average

compared to a statutory time limit of 20 working days. Please also note
that the current turnaround on Code Compliance Certificates is 3 days

from final inspection.

Building Consent Authority Processing Time Statistics

Total number of
consents granted 206 208 739 697
Total value of works §

29,112,341 | 27,610,289 | 91,970,709 | 106,209,436
Completed within 20
working days % 02.23 01.63 39.31 90.10
Average process time
(days) 14 12 13 11

Earnings projection and monitoring table as at September
2013:

3.12 The following table has been provided to indicate where the Building Unit
is tracking currently with earnings to budget projection. Current tracking
is indicating a similar trend to last year. The budget projection is felt to
be at risk after the first quarter of the new financial year.

5 7 pHE RS 3830275 4
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Building Unit Highlights
IANZ Accreditation

All information to support clearance of Corrective Action Requests (CARs)
was submitted to IANZ on the 6 September, prior to the 15 September
deadline. Four of the five CARs were cleared on 12 September, however,
further information was requested on CAR #3 this was produced and
received by IANZ on 16 October 2013. IANZ notified NCC that CAR#3
was cleared on 31 October 2013.

IANZ has offered Council the opportunity to also gain accreditation for
Regulation 18 (due to come in on 1 December). If officers can supply
evidence of implementation of the procedure this will be submitted on 7
November for review by IANZ and officers are confident Council will
achieve accreditation on this regulation.

IANZ Strong Recommendations, notified to Council in the audit report,
are now the next priority and will be formed into a discrete project for
action over the next two years before the next accreditation review in
2015,

Due to procedure and other changes in the Building Unit in the last
quarter the Building Consent Authority (BCA) has achieved 100% of
Building Consents Granted within the 20 day statutory time limit for the
month of September. This is the first time the BCA has achieved this
and was as a result of significant changes to procedure implemented in
August.

Looking Ahead: Building Unit

The Building Unit will complete a full review of ‘cost and time for
consents over the next three months. It is important for the BCA to get a
full understanding of the real costs and time required for consent

PRERAD BEB9275 5
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processing and other functions. This will target core function (what is
undertaken in a consent process), staff productivity and chargeable time.
It will involve more staff (eventually all staff) undertaking timesheets
electronically. To ascertain this base information is essential to allow the
BCA to fully understand cost to time and output. This will determine
future fees and charges structure and expectation of staff productivity
and other strategic information.

3.18 Developments from the Ministry of Business, Innovation and
Employment (MBIE) have resulted in a phasing in of the Regulation 18
requirement. This requires technical staff being either suitably qualified
(MBIE has listed suitable qualifications) or enrolled for training by 1
December 2013.

4. Parking Unit Performance 1 July - 30 September 2013

4.1 There was a significant drop off in enforcement activity in this period.
The factors which led to this (vacancies, training, sick leave) have been
addressed.

4.2 The free parking on Tuesdays campaign over winter also reduces some
infringements.

Activity July August September
Enforcement
Safety 67 31 16
Licence labels /WOF 432 277 259
Central Business District meters 328 243 162
Time Restrictions 106 79 50
Total Infringement notices 933 630 487

issued

Challenges to tickets issued

Explanations not accepted 73 39 38
Explanations accepted 115 125 58
Total explanations actioned 188 164 926
Service Requests

Abandoned Vehicles 27 17 9
Requests for Enforcement 63 49 29
Information /advice 3 0 6
Total service requests 93 66 44
Courts

::\ilr?éices lodged for collection of 334 90 0

59 5383w 6
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4.3

Looking Ahead: Parking Unit

Environmental Inspections Ltd took over the Parking Function as at 1
October 2013, It has already recruited two new parking wardens and as

they become fully trained there will be an increased enforcement
capability compared with recent months.

4.4 Figures for October 2013 show an increase with 1236 tickets issued
(average for previous 6 months being 838 per month).

5. Resource Consents Performance 1 July - 30 September
2013

5.1 The limited notified consent decisions were for an extension of a

childcare centre in Dodson Valley (granted) and a dairy/convenience
store in Vanguard Street (granted). The Quest Hotel development in
Collingwood Street/Buxton Square was granted non-notified in July.

5.2 One discount for a consent processed outside the statutory timeframe
was given during this period. This represents 1% of all decisions
processed incorporated a discount for being late. The total discounted
was $418.20.

.3 The non-notified processing times for the quarter ranged from 1 day to

67 days.

Resource Consents Processing Times

July 2013 93 15 13 27 0
August 2013 100 14 16 35 160 54

September 100 14 15 31 100 70 1
2013

Average 98 14 15 31 100 62 1
from 1 July

2013

‘Fotal from 93 2
1 July 2013

2012/13 86 23 16 32 67 69 1
average

2012/13 totals 381 9

Resource Consents Highlights

5.4 A steady quarter with a total of 115 applications received, over half for
land use consents with the next highest category being subdivision
applications.

PRBRAD 389275 7
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5.5

5.6

5.7

A simple consent process was introduced in this quarter to fast-track the
simpler applications. Four consents were issued ranging from 1 to 4
processing days with costs ranging from $257 to $625. Not surprisingly
feedback from these applicants has been very positive.

The average charges (excluding GST) were as follows:
o Limited notified consents - $9,719

° Non-notified consents -

land use $1253
subdivision $1182
coastal $408
discharge $1837
regional land $2286
water $949
other $1073

Looking Ahead: Resource Consents

Proposed changes to the Resource Management Act are likely to have
some impact on the team’s work particularly around the calculation of
processing timeframes.

Environmental Health and Dog Control Activities 1 July - 30
September 2013

The level of activity is similar to previous years.

Summary of Activities

Deg Control 120 151 162 433
Resource gonse”t 183 213 174 570
Noise nitisance 57 75 72 204
Egir"]‘;r{gsu”dmg / 46 75 66 187
Liquor applications 53 44 53 150
Pollution 12 29 22 63
Liquor inspections 11 42 11 64
Stock 4 6 9 19
Total 482 635 569 1686

9[9;2%331%39275 8
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7. Harbour Safety Activities

7.1 The longest ship to ever come to Nelson, the FPSO Raroa, arrived in Port
Nelson on Labour Day. The vessel is 243m long with an additional 10m
of Helideck over the stern. The ship will be repaired in Port Nelson over
the coming weeks.

7.2 Council has received 12 applications for commercial vessel licenses and
is working through the applications with the Harbour Master and Deputy
Harbour Master.

7.3 The Navigation Safety Bylaw 218 includes infringement provisions for
non-compliance with the Bylaw. The Parliamentary Counsel provide a
legal basis for the infringement regime. The final draft of the regulations
has just been approved by the Department of Internal Affairs and officers
are hopeful that the regulations will come into force before summer.

7.4 Harbourmaster Patrol Hours

July 112.25
August 82.25
September 76
8. Summary of Hearing Panel Activities
Legislation [ Matter & date of Hearing - | Status
Fencing of Swimming | Exemption under section 6, 100 Arapiki | Granted
Pools Act 1987 Road, Hearing 31 July subject to
conditions
Exemption under section 6, 9 Andrew
Street, Hearing 31 July Granted
RMA 1991 RM135029 Application for a dairy/ | Granted
convenience store
Hearing 5 September 2013
PDERAD 3¢89275 9
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9. Land Information Memorandum Applications

July 2013 100 4 56
August 2013 100 4 51
September 2013 100 4 51
Average from 1 July 100 4 53
TOTAL from 1 Juiy 2013 158
2012/13 Average 100 4 45
2012/13 Total 545

10. Official Information Act Requests
1 July - 30 44 41 3
September 2013
11. Summary of Legal Proceedings
Gibbons RMA 1991 Plan Change 17 Consent order authorised by
Holding Ltd | (ENV-2012- | Appeal - the Environment court 28
and Fulton WLG-86) 10 August 2012 August 2103 - Plan change
Hogan Ltd 17 was made operative on 9
September 2013
McFadden RMA 1991 Plan Change 18 Environment Court mediation
Family (ENV-2012- | Appeal - deferred pending Saxton
Trust WIi.G-83) 9 August 2012 Creek upgrade design.
Hamilton RMA 1991 Plan Change 18 Environment Court mediation
and (ENV-2012- | Appeal - deferred pending Saxton
Hardyman WLG-84) 9 August 2012 Creek upgrade design.
Raine RMA 1991 Plan Change 18 Environment Court mediation
(ENV-2012- | Appeal - deferred pending Saxton
WLG-85) 10 August 2012 Creek upgrade design.
RG Griffin RMA 1991 Plan Change 18 Environment Court mediation
Children's (ENV-2012- | Appeal - deferred pending Saxton
Trust WLG-87) 10 August 2012 Creek upgrade design,
King RMA 1991 Prosecution for Council agreed to suspend
uniawful discharge the prosecutions as long as
24 January 2013 agreed actions to remedy the
. . situation were undertaken by
Prosecution for failure 15 December.
to comply -
1 March 2013
6 3 PefERAD 38390275 10
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Party Legislatio | Matter & date of Status
i initial action
G&R RMA 1991 Appeal against Environment Court mediation
Williams (ENV-2013- | abatement notice 13 November 2013
WLG-58) about a solid fuel
wood burner -
25 July 2013
Gibbons LGA 2002 Failure to pay Statement of claim and
Holdings development information capsules lodged
Ltd contributions for with District Court
BC081189 - 5 August
2013
Jatco WHRS Building defects, claim | Statement of Defence was
Holdings . for negligence in NCC | lodged by FVM on the 25
Regulations | iseiing building October 2013. Await further
2007 consent and Code contact from Lawyers.
Compliance Certificate
in 2004/2005

12. Summary of Insurance Claims

There are no current insurance claims lodged with our insurers.

Nicky McDonald

Acting Group Manager Strategy and Environment

Attachments

None.

No supporting information follows.

PDERRD 3639275
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Nelson City Council
te kaunihera o whakatl

21 November 2013

Planning and Regulatory
Commiittee

REPORT 1573590

Environmental Inspections Limited Annual Report
2012/2013

1. Purpose of Report

1.1 To receive a report summarising the activities undertaken by

Environmental Inspections Limited for the 12 months ending 30 June

2013.

1.2 To adopt the Nelson City Council Dog Control Activity Report and the
Nelson District Licensing Agency Report for the year 2012/2013 to meet

statutory requirements.

2. Recommendation

1573590
PDF RAD 1639275

THAT the Environmental Inspections Limited
Annual Report 2012/2013 (1573590) and its
attachments (1574763, 1573779, and 1574925)
be received;

AND THAT the Planning and Regulatory
Committee adopt the Nelson City Council Dog
Control Activity Report 2012/2013 (1573779);

AND THAT the Planning and Regulatory
Committee confirm the report sent to the
Secretary for Local Government, as required
under the Dog Control Act 1996, s.10A(3) and
(4) is the Nelson City Council Dog Control
Activity Report 2012/2013;

AND THAT the Planning and Regulatory
Committee adopt the Nelson District Licensing
Agency Report 2012/2013 (1574925);

AND THAT the Planning and Regulatory
Committee confirm the report sent to the Alcohol
Regulatory and Licensing Authority is the Nelson
District Licensing Agency Report 2012/2013.
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3.1

3.2

4.1

Mandy

Background

The Dog Control Activity report and the Nelson District Licensing Agency
report were sent to the relevant authorities as required by statute with
advice that the reports were yet to be formally adopted by the Council.

The Council is required to adopt these reports as this function is not
delegated to staff.

Conclusion
This information is a summary of statutorily required duties performed

by Environmental Inspections Limited for 2012/2013. The Council has

the option of receiving and adopting the reports or seeking further
information.

Bishop

Manager Resource Consents

Attachments

Attachment 1: Environmental Inspections Limited Annual Report 2012/2013

1574763

Attachment 2: Nelson City Council Dog Control Activity Report 2012/2013

1573779

Attachment 3: Nelson District Licensing Agency Report 2012/2013 1574925

No supporting information follows.

1573590

PDF RAD 1639275
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Attachment 1

ANNUAL REPORT TO NELSON CITY COUNCIL
ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS LTD
FOR YEAR ENDING JUNE 30, 2013

GENERAL

This report provides a general overview of the key functions with particular
reference on workload levels and trends for the period 1 July 2012 to 30 June
2013.

In the past year we responded to a total of 4039 Requests for Service (RFS).
These Requests for Service were where investigation/response was required
and does not include Requests for Service requiring information etc,

2003 2004 2005 2008 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013
NOISE 1064 1249 1264 1350 1368 1328 1318 1287 1232 1164 1156
DOGS 158¢ 1310 1310 1130 1127 1388 1433 1409 1964 1736 1816
POLLUTION 165 347 259 203 188 203 228 215 287 270 327
BYLAWS 411 547 569 496 465 582 653 495 a79 635 863
STOCK 44 69 47 49 48 48 53 57 94 70 87
TOTAL 3264 3522 3449 3228 3196 3551 3680 3463 4156 3875 4038

During the year we [ost the Services of Neil Green who resigned to take a
similar position with TDC,

It is considered that Environmental Inspections Limited has met the key
performance criteria of the contract and we consider that we have maintained
a good working relationship with the Council.

POLLUTION RESPONSE

Two oil spill exercises were carried in conjunction with Tasman District
Council.

Responses this year have resulted in a successful prosecution of Fuel
Installations, for the discharge from the Caltex Bishopdale site of hydrocarbon
contaminated water to the York Stream ($24,000 fine)., Unfortunately
hydrocarbon contamination continues to infiltrate the York Steam in this
vicinity, and is the subject of an on-going investigation.

Complaints regarding the discharge of dairy farm effluent led to the
preparation of an enforcement order and prosecution against Warwick King
Farm (The Glen). In this instance the prosecution has not proceeded, but
significant changes in farm practice and infrastructure upgrades have been
instigated as a result of the enforcement order. This situation will continue to
be closely monitored over the next 12 months to ensure on-going compliance.

Ajr quality complaints continue at high level with the majority relating to
residential discharges. There is a high awareness by the public on the air
quality rules.

RAD_n1574763_v1_eil_report_2013.docx Page 1 of 10
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POLLUTION RFS 2012/2013
JULY| AUG |SEPT| OCT | NOV [ DEC | JAN | EEB { MAR |APRIL| MAY [JUNE| Total
Quidoor Burning 1 0 1 2 4 1 5 0 2 Q 0 0 16
Air Quality General 26 15 8 7 12 10 4 10 14 15 18 14 163
Odour 1 1 1 3 1 2 3 1 6 0 0 0 19
Spray Drift 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 4] 1 0 4
Discharge to Land 4 4 4] 2 2 4 3 4 1 2 1 1 28
Marine Gil Spills 0 0 0 1 1 3 [¢] 1 2 0 0 0 8
Water pollution 2 5 3 8 8 4 9 7 10 i 4 3 64
Dangerous Goods 2 6 0 4 4 2 5 5 3 1 1 2 35
Total 36 31 13 27 32 27 29 29 39 19 25 20 327
POLLUTICN - YEARLY RFS TOTALS
02/03 |03/04 |04/05 [05/06 |06/07 [07/08 |08/09 |69/10 [10M1 |11/42 [1213
Qutdoor Burning 104 47 21 34 a8 35 36 31 13 16
Air Quality General 129 88 73 59 70 92 991 139 138] 153
Odour 15 18 23 22 17 21 13 39 17 19
Spray Driit 2 2 2 2 2 1 4 6 2 4
Air Poliution Total 88| 250| 155| 119] 117! 127| 1449{ 150 215| 170| 192
Discharge fo Land 15 18 22 32 16 21 14 21 32 29 28
Marine Qil Spills 11 16 12 7 13 13 10 6 6 11 g
Water pollution 44 55 67 43 41 42 52 34 30 54 64
Dangerous Goods 7 7 3 2 1 0 1 4 4 6 35
TOTAL COMPLAINTS 165| 347| 259| 203| 88| 203| 228f 215| 287| 270| 327

POLLUTION RFSYEARLY TOTALS

02103 03/04 04/05 05/08 06/07 0708 08109 0910 10/1% Nz 1213

NUISANCE NOISE

The number of noise Request for Service was consistent with last year.

91% of Requests for Service were responded to within 30 minutes which
exceeded the contract requirement of 80%. This response level is the same
as last year.

RAD_ni574763_v1_eil_report 2013.doex Page 2 of 10
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NOISE RFS RECEIVED 2002 - 2013
JULY] AUG |SEPT| OCT | NOV [ DEC | JAN | FEB | MAR |APRIL| MAY |JUNE| Total

2002/2003 1064
2003/2004 75 66 71 85 [ 128 | 137 [ 171 | 98 94 98 [ 108 79 | 1222
2004/2005 102 [ 72 94 82 [ 128 § 130 | 173 | 162 | 125 | 87 63 65 | 1295
2005/2006 71 67 86 | 114 | 101 | 179 [ 156 | 141 | 103 | 116 | 102 [ 80 | 1326
2006/2007 95 o1 94 | 1389|1128 [ 139 ) 143 | 167 | 116 [ 123 ¢ 75 79 [1389
2007/2008 74 g2 75 | 125 | 130 [ 177 | 178 | 165 | 138 | 67 76 50 11356
200812009 47 71 100 | 131 | 149 | 160 | 184 ] 118 | 118 1 118 [ 42 51 [1289
200972010 73 1 101 | 78 | 129 [ 126 | 145 | 170 | 137 | 113 | 108 [ 65 42 1287
201072011 42 72 82 | 131 [ 136 | 149 | 185 [ 125 | 90 86 62 62 | 1232
201172012 82 66 81 111 [ 118 | 127 | 141 | 141 { 130 | 89 49 59 | 1164
201212013 55 74 92 | 105 ] 115 ]| 151 | 100 | 1913 | 130 [ 74 76 71 | 1156

TABLE OF ACTIONS AND RESPONSES 2012 - 2013
JULY] AUG [SEPT| OCT | NOV | DEC | JAN | FEB | MAR JAPRIL| MAY |JUNE| Total

RFS 55 74 92 | 105 | 115 | 151 | 100 | 113 | 130 | 74 76 71 | 1156
Action Taken .

no noise 14 27 38 44 36 49 32 43 44 20 28 25 | 400
not excessive 9 8 9 15 13 20 13 22 19 12 9 g 157
No action reguired 23 35 47 59 49 69 45 65 63 32 37 33 557
verbal warning 10 16 19 14 26 35 17 i4 21 12 18 22 | 224
excessive noise direction 17 22 25 25 32 40 33 27 42 28 5 16 | 322
seizure 3 3 5 2 1 3 2 0 1 5 21
other 2 1 1 4 2 4 4 4 2 2 5 0 31
Action required 32 38 45 46 66 81 55 48 67 42 39 38 | 598
Priority and Response

High priority 55 74 92 {105 | 115 | 151 | 100 | 113 | 130 | 74 76 71 | 1156
Respond within 30 min 50 65 83 98 [ 104 [ 136 | 92 98 | 122 | 72 62 67 | 1049
Respond within 60 min 52 73 92 1106 ) 113 | 147 | 99 | 100 | 128 | 74 72 70 | 1134
% within 30 Minutes H 88 an 93 90 a0 92 87 94 97 82 94 91
Sowithins 60 minutes 85 99 100 | 120 98 a7 99 96 98 100 95 99 98

CONTAMINATED SITES

Continue to administer the Contaminated Sites Register and provide
information during LIM, PIM and Building Consent Processes.

Since January 2012 a National Environmental Standard (NES) for Assessing

and Managing Contamination in Soil to Protect Human Health has come into
effect which has resulted in additional work in conjunction with the Resource
Consents team in managing the NES process.

EIL has given advice/assisted where requested with the project on identifying
the HAIL sites.

BYLAW/PLANNING/BUILDING

The increased extreme weather events over the past two years have resuited
in an increase in drainage/stormwater complaints.

Planning complaints relate mainly to signs, earthworks, additionatl living units
on a residential site and resource consent compliance.

Fire hazards are investigated on a complaint only basis.

RAD_n1574763_v1_eil_report_2013.docx Page 3 of 10
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BYLAW/PLANNING/BUILDING RES 2012/2013

JULY| AUG |SEPTIOCT| NOV { DEC | JAN | FEB : MAR [APRILI MAY |JUNE|Total
Fire Hazards 1 3 3 3 8 10 21 g 8 0 1 1 68
Nuisances - General 4 8 7 9 10 5 9 8 12 7 5 8 88
Litler 5 1 1 5 3 0 3 3 3 1 2 1 28
Planning {Investigation Required)] 16 16 16 20 17 16 16 20 11 14 8 8 178
Drainage/Starmwater 8 25 4 6 3 2 15 3 2 17 7 12 | 104
Building Act Compiiance 3 7 2 4 5 2 g 4 10 5 10 5 66
Noise Plan Rule 4 4 8 13 15 2] 19 12 5 10 7 6 112
Port Noise 0 0 0 2 1 0 o] 0 2 1 1 0 7
Airport Noise 1 D 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1} 2
Total A2 62 41 62 : 63 44 92 59 53 55 41 39 | 653

BYLAW/PLANNING/BUILDING YEARLY RFS TOTALS
02/03 | 03/04 : 04/05 |05/06| 06/07 | 07/08 | 08/09 | 09110 {1011 [1112 [ 12113

Fire Hazards 74 69 50 85 57 72 73 64 49 75 68
Nuisances - General 125 | 139 | 151 | 124 | 97 152 | 123 [ 94 | 235 | 101 88
Litter 17 22 20 33 20 14 22 36 31 18 28
Planning (Investigation Required)] 108 | 138 | 128 {138 | 102 [ 139 [ 100 | 115 | 80 | 176 1 178
Drainage/Stormwater 68 80 96 29 51 49 74 53 79 104 | 04
Building Act Compliance 18 61 87 77 66 75 108 | 44 24 37 66
Noise Plan Rule 21 29 33 57 63 137 | 64 72 103 | 112
Port Noise 12 7 7 9 13 11 8 4 17 7
Airport Noise 5 1 Q 6 5 4 17 5 4 2
TOTAL COMPLAINTS 411 | 547 | 569 | 496 | 465 | 582 | 653 | 495 | 579 | 635 | 653

STOCK

Issues with wild stock (mainly pigs and goats) continue to cause problems on
the rural fringe of the city especially along the Atawhai Hills and Matai Valley,

STOCK RFS 20012/2013

JULY] AUG [SEPT| OCT | NOV | DEC | JAN | FEB | MAR JAPRIL| MAY [JUNE] Total
Total 2012/2013 6 7 5 8 11 14 10 4 1 g & 6 a7
Total 2011/2012 7 9 7 4 4 3 § 12 10 3 3 3 70
Tetal 2010/2011 9 6 7 7 7 § 5 3 13 13 11 8 g4
Total 2009/2010 7 8 7 2 5 1 3 2 4 2 11 12 55
Total 2008/2009 5 5 5 2 3 8 3 4 7 1 5 7 53
Toia) 2007/2008 4 7 4 3 3 3 10 2 4 2 0 8 48
Total 2006/2007 4 8 0 3 4 8 1 1 10 1 4 4 48
Total 2005/2006 3 8 3 5 4 11 5 3 27 2 2 1 49
Total 2004/2005 8 12 2 6 1 4 4 3 i 4 4 2 47
Total 2003/2004 69
Total 2002/2003 44

DOG CONTROL

The review of the policy and bylaw was completed in March 2013 and a start
has been made in implementation of some of the changes. The $5 discount
for neutered dogs took effect from this year’s registration period. The Good
Dog Owner Scheme is operating under the new criteria but a further report to
Council is still to be made on the operating criteria for the scheme.

One prosecution was commenced (still before the court) and 285

Infringement Notices were served. Environmental Inspections Limited

maintained an excellent working partnership with the Nelson Society of
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals.

RAD_n15747563_vl1_eil_report_2013.docx
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DOG RFS 2012/2013

JULY| AUG [SEPT| OCT [ NOV [ DEC | JAN | FEB | MAR [APRIL| MAY [JUNE| Total
Person Attacked by Dog 1 2 1 3 7 2 2 3 2 3 3 3 32
Animal Attacked by Dog 3 5 6 10 6 5 5 4 3 2 5 2 56
Dog Aggression 5 13 7 14 6 5 7 10 <] 9 7 7 96
Barking 33 48 38 58 36 41 50 57 a7 72 47 34 | 609
Fail Comply Classificatian 0 0 2 4 4 1 2 1 0 1 0 1 168
Fouling 8 g 2 2 1 1 1 3 4 1 1 1 32
Wandering 27 36 27 26 33 30 38 34 33 33 48 34 | 399
Unregistered 2 10 4 12 3 5 2 2 4 0 2 1 47
Welfare 2 1 4 4 6 4 1 2 4 2 2 0 32
In restricted Area 0 4 0 0 i 0 0 0 1 1 2 1 10
Neton Lead 1 4 0 2 2 0 0 i 0 0 1 0 11
Net under Control 4 14 6 8 5 2 7 3] 7 5 10 3 77
Impounded 25 32 36 36 35 34 34 34 37 30 40 27 | 400
Total 109 | 176 3 133 [ 179 | 145 | 128 | 447 | 154 [ 196 | 156 | 168 | 114 ! 1817

IMPOUNDING STATISTICS 2012/2013

JULY| AUG |SEPT{ OCT | NOV | DEC | JAN | FEB | MAR |APRIL! MAY |JUNE| Total
Returned to owner 23 28 31 28 29 29 34 29 29 26 36 22 | 342
Euthanased i 4 3 9 5 4 0 4 4 4 4 4 46
Rehomed 1 0 2 1 1 1 0 1 4 0 0 1 12
Total 25 32 36 36 35 34 34 34 37 30 40 27 | 400

DOGS-YEARLY RFS TOTALS

02/03 |03/04 [04/05 [05/06 |06/07 {07/08 [08/09 |09/M10 [10/11 {11112 [12113

Perscn Attacked by Dog 84 34 32 24 18 21 25 22 25 24 32

Animal Attacked by Dog 106 | 48 69 41 45 39 67 46 29 78 56

Dog Aggression 76 56 65 46 71 77 68 83 70 96
Barking 441 | 370 | 378 | 328 | 390 | 472 | 405 | 465 | 514 | 522 | 608
Fail Comply Classification | NR | NR | NR | NR | NR NR | NR | NR NR NR 16
Fouling 35 31 33 21 22 36 24 32 26 37 32
Wandering 460 | 315 | 280 | 249 | 233 | 286 | 307 | 266 734 424 | 399
Unregistered 11 11 19 21 32 30 17 14 26 48 47
Welfare 59 27 21 21 14 17 28 27 32 33 32
Inrestricted Area 3 4 10 10 9 8 4 11 22 10
Not on Lead 4 3 0 1 0] 2 5 7 5 11
Not under Control 14 9 35 25 30 | 33 33 39 51 77
Impounded 375 | 368 | 406 | 315 [ 202 | 378 | 440 | 427 | 448 | 422 | 400
TOTAL 1580 | 1310 | 1310 [ 1130 | 1128 [ 1389 | 1433 | 1409 | 1964 | 1736 | 1817

DOGS-YEARLY IMPOUNDING TOTALS

02/03 |103/64 [04/05 |05/06 [06/07 |07/08 [08/09 |09/10 |10M1  |11/42 [12/13

Impounded 375 | 368 | 406 | 315 | 292 | 378 | 440 | 427 448 422 | 400
Returned to owner 288 | 303 | 317 [ 253 | 247 | 315 | 369 | 366 373 345 | 342
Euthanased 53 46 69 46 26 51 41 44 56 54 46
Rehomed 32 19 17 16 19 12 30 17 19 23 12

LIQUOR LICENSING

EIL continue to be involved in the already established (2006) Nelson Tasman
Local Alcohol Accord which meets regularly to look at new and innovative
ways of dealing with alcohol problems in the community. It involves Police,
District Licensing Agencies Nelson and Tasman) Public Health, ACC,
Ambulance and representatives of the liquor industry.

363 monitoring inspections were made during the year with those inspections
being a combination of after hours, day visits and controlled purchase
operations.

There have been five Controlled Purchase Operations. There have been a
total of 102 visits to premises made with two premises caught selling liquor to

RAD_n1574763_vi_ell_report, 2013.docx Page 5 of 10

PDF RAD 1639275

71



72

under age buyers. One off licence is waiting on a hearing from the Authority,
one off licence suspended for 6 days and one General Managers’ certificate
was suspended for three weeks. We continue to see Controlled Purchase
Operations as a very effective enforcement and monitoring tool. The local
Police are promoting an increased number of Controlled Purchase Operations.

Liquor Licensing Inspectors have maintained good liaison with Police, Public
Health, HANZ and Tasman District Council Licensing Inspectors including
attendance at the local Liquor Liaison Group meetings, Accord Meetings and
separate meetings with the local enforcement agencies.

Considerable time and effort is being spent altering processes and systems to
accommodate the Sale and Supply of Alcohol Act 2012 requirements. The
new Act has resourcing implications but the new fees structure should
compensate for that increased requirement.

LIQUOR YEARLY ACTIVITY TOTALS
02/03 | 03/04 | 04/05 | 05/06 | 06/07 | 07/08 | 08/09 (09/10| 1011 | 11/12[ 1213

On Licence New 25 9 5 8 5 B 6 3 7 9
On Licence Renewal 28 22 40 30 23 38 30 24 35 32
On Licence Variation 2 1 Q 0 0 4] 0] 0 0 0
Off Licence New 12 1 3] 6 6 0 4 0 2 5
Off Licence Renewal 17 14 15 17 14 15 16 14 9 13
Off Licence Variafion 3 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0
Club Licence New 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0
Club Licence Renswal 14 1 9 7 2 11 15 2 4 10
Club Licence Variation 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0
Winemakers 0 0 0 5] 0 0 0 0 0
General Manager New 130 | 136 | 139 | 148 [ 189 | 107 [ 110 [ 106 | 115 | 144
General Manager Renewal 167 | 136 | 143 | 153 [ 160 | 128 | 471 | 183 | 99 173
Club Manager New 2 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Club Manager Renewal 9 4 1 0 0 0 C 0 16 0
Temporary Authority 59 29 71 50 69 17 32 53 23 17
Special Licence 87 102 | 111 98 109 | 109 | 115 | 107 [ 136 | 154
Total Applications 528 | 552 | 463 | 540 | 517 | 548 | 434 | 499 | 462 | 447 | 557
Inspections 351 | 354 | 310 | 297 | 440 | 281 | 350 | 363
Total Monitoring 356 | 323 | 320 | 351 | 354 | 310 | 297 | 440 | 281 | 350 | 363
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LIQUOR APPLICATIONS RECEIVED 2012/2013

JULY| AUG |SEPT: OCT | NOV | DEC | JAN | FEB [ MAR |APRIL| MAY |JUNE| Total
On Licence New 1 3 1 2 1 1 g
On Licence Renewal 3 1 8 4 5 1 2 3 1 4 32
On Licence Variation 0
Off Licence New 1 1 1 1 1 5
Cff Licence Renewal 2 i 1 4 1 2 i 1 13
Off Licence Variation 0
Club Licence New ¢]
Club Licence Renewal 4 1 2 1 2 ic
Club Licence Variation 0
Winemakers 0
General Manager New 10 7 15 20 10 7 19 14 12 7 11 12§ 144
General Manager Renewal | 10 22 13 16 11 8 14 | 13 18 18 19 11 173
Club Manager New 4
Club Manager Renewal 0
Temporary Authority 1 2 4 1 3 2 3 1 17
Special Licence 16 15 11 17 13 5 11 16 10 14 i7 9 154
Totai 46 52 52 67 45 22 48 | 48 [ 47 43 53 33 | 857

MON|TORING

Inspections 45 18 40 21 2 25 0 34 | 57 42 38 41 363
Total 45 18 40 21 2 25 0 34 | 57 42 38 41 363

B Tolal Applications
B Total Monitoring

600

a3 03104 o405 0506 067 0708 0810 08110 WA 2 1203

HEALTH LICENCES

All registered premises have been inspected as per contract obligation. Some
of the previously under-par premises have shown improvement which is
encouraging. Market stalls continue to pose challenges but again overall
standards are being met. Overall we have had only a few complaints about
food premises standards and notifications of food borne illnesses have (apart
from one case) not been proven from any of Nelson’s food premises.

A lot of time is spent engaging with prospective food premises operators
(stalls included) to get them on the right path prior to eventually registering
them. However a good percentage of those initially seen do not follow
through with their pians.

The Safe Food Smiley Award was launched and has been well received. Its
main aim is to reward premises that have a Food Control Plan and it also
provides an incentive for others to make the transfer in advance of the
introduction of the new Food Act. This should help reduce impact of workload
as the more we can transfer over voluntarily the smaller the ‘log-jam’ will be
when the Food Act deadline is eventually reached,

Also a similar concept is being piloted for market stalls, again to focus on safe
food risk management.
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The long awaited introduction of the Food Act looks set for the end of the
year.

We are continuing the push to move eligible food premises onto the Food
Control Plan and we are holding another joint workshop with TDC this month
and we already have good attendance confirmed from Nelson.

Nelson was chosen to pilot the specialised Ministry for Primary Industries Food
Control Plan for Butchers and Bakeries,

The big rainfall event earlier this year had a major effect on some of our food
premises,

EIL are currently working with Building Control to determine protocols and
procedures to deal with change of use of premises. Cafes and restaurants
have a higher use category than retail outlets and changes from retail to
café/restaurant may require upgrades to toilet facilities, means of access for
disabled persons and fire safety.

As well as food premises, other registered premises inspected include
Hairdressers, Mortuaries and Funeral Directors, Offensive Trades and Camping
Grounds.

RESOURCE CONSENT MONITORING

The contract requires up to 3100 hours of monitoring is carried out. Actual
hours were 3347. Total combined hours required with Permitted Activity
Monitoring were 3735 with actual hours worked being 3915.

The 2012 / 2013 year has been busy. Recent weather events have resuited in
a significant increase in related consents such as slip remedial works, NCC
gravel extraction consents and various other in-river infrastructure repair
consents.

The consents involving works within waterways have involved an increased
emphasis on ecologist involvement for fish removal and environmental
controls. EIL have worked closely with both NCC and other parties
throughout the year, to help ensure that environmental impacts are
minimised and outcomes successfully achieved on these consents,

Other significant consents include the second stage of the duplicate Maitai
pipeline installation which has now been successfully completed and the on-
going development and expansion of the Cawthron Glen aquaculture facility.
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RESQURCE CONSENT MONITORING ACTIONS 2012-2013

JULY| AUG |SEPT| OCT | NOV | DEG { JAN | FEB | MAR |APRIL| MAY [JUNE| Total
20122013 111 [ 99 93 88 [ 147 | 98 38 [ 132 [ 160 | 219 | 313 | 231 | 1728
2011/2012 146 | 175§ 158 | 93 | 154 | 49 83 | 134 { 163 | 82 | 114 | 112 | 1463
201072011 107 | 166 | 161 | 142 | 159 | 116 | 101 § 118 | 142 | 19t | 172 | 138 [ 1713
2009/2010 210 | 115 | 123 | 60 | 161 [ 14 | 83 [ 124 | 204 | 145 | 86 | 162 | 1587
2008/2009 175 | 97 [ 153 | 184 | 147 | 124 | 115 | 149 | 134 [ 128 [ 148 | 210 | 1764
2007/2008 98 | 130 [ 138 | 172 | 140 | 163 | 90 | 102 | 123 | 157 | 117 | 139 | 1570
2006/2007 153 | 123 | 186 | 67 | 102 | 8t 140 | 142 | 149 1 178 | 142 | 162 | 1625
2005/2006 59 77 1122 1157 | 98 | 112 { 128 | 99 | 135 | 154 | 127 { 110 [ 1378

PERMITTED ACTIVITY MONITORING

The contract requires up to 400 hours of permitted activity monitoring and for
this year an additional 235 hours were allocated specifically for airshed
monitoring making a total of 635 hours. Total hours worked were 568 with
497 of those hours allocated to alrshed monitoring.

EIL has carried out air shed monitoring looking specifically at dwellings that
are still using solid fuel appliances past the cessation date as required in
Nelson Afr Quality Plan.

The monitoring is carried out with an initial desk top exercise to identify
properties of interest followed up by visits to the properties for further
investigation.

To date the desk top exercise has been completed for airsheds A and B1 and
the field work has been completed for approximately two thirds of airshed A.
So far 94 properties have been identified as using non- compliant fires, most
of which have resulted in Abatement Notices being issued. Apart from two
Notices that are under appeal and those which still have time to run before
the Notice takes effect, all Notices have been complied with, with the
applicable site files being noted accordingly.

The reasons for non-compliance with the Air Quality Rules are varied but
commaon reasons are:

» New owners of properties purchased that have missed the cessation
date for replacement fires and are unaware of the situation through
not carrying out due diligence at the time of purchase i.e. did not apply
for LIMS.

« Owners who did not replace fires are aware that fires can no longer
legally be used but are doing so anyway.

Airshed monitoring is continuing for the 2013/14 year.
SPACEHEATER INSPECTIONS

Level of inspections required has decreased again now that the second phase
out period is completed under the Air Quality Plan. The level of installation of
new or replacement heaters is expected to be relatively low for the next few
years.
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DANGEROUS GOODS/HASNO

EIL carries out Council’s role in terms of the Hazardous Substances and New
Organisms Act 1996 (HSNO Act) which remains restricted to Public Places and
Private Dwellings. The majority of work involves LPG installations in new
dwellings, mainly during the Building Consent process.

EIL continues to maintain a 24/7 response to HSNO emergencies with a
particular focus on the Environmental/Resource Management Act aspects, and
continues to be a member of the Hazchem Substances Technical Liaison
Committee.

PROJECTS

Recreational water sampling and clearance of air filters carried out.

Stephen Lawrence
MANAGER
14 August 2013
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Attachment 2

Nelson City Council
Dog Control Activity Report for 2012-2013
(Pursuant to the Dog Control Act 1996, S.10A)

Section Requirement Number
10A(2)
Ref
(a) Number of registered dogs 5207
(b) Number of probationary owners Nil
Number of disqualified owners 1
(c) Number of dogs classified as dangerous under 15
5.31
Relevant provision under which the 15

classification is made: s.31(1)(b)

(d) Number of dogs classified as menacing under 75
5.33A or s.33C

Relevant provision under which the

classification is made: 16

Under s.33A(1)(b)(i) 59

Under 5.33(C) (1)
(e) Number of infringement notices 285
(F) Number of complaints and nature of

complaints

Dog attack human 32

Dog attack animal 56

Dog aggression 96

Barking 609

Fouling 32

Wandering 399

Unregistered 47

Welfare 32

In restricted area 10

Not on lead 11

Not under control 77

Impounded 399

Total 1800
(9) Number of prosecutions 1

SIGNEA 1o et
Mandy Bishop
Acting Executive Manager Regulatory
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ATTACHMENT 2

PO Box 645 Neison 7040
P 03 546 0200
F 03 546 0239

Richard Johnson
03-546-0235

richard.johnson@nec.govt.nz
www.nelsoncitycouncil.co.nz

13 August 2013

The Secretary

Alcohol Regulatory and Licensing Authority
Department of Justice — Tribunals Division
PO Box 5027

WELLINGTON

Dear Sir

NELSON DISTRICT LICENSING AGENCY ANNUAL REPORT - 2012/2013

As Secretary of the Nelson District Licensing Agency I make this Annual Report to the Alcohol
Regulatory and Licensing Authority.

i. Overview of the Agency’s workload and personnel:
There have been no changes to the Agency’s structure since the last report.
There have been no hearings.

2. Agency Initiatives;

Continue to be involved in the already established (2006) Nelson Tasman Local
Alcohol Accord which meets regularly to look at new and innovative ways of dealing
with alcohol problems in the community. It involves Police, District Licensing Agencies
Nelson and Tasman) Public Health, ACC, Ambulance and representatives of the Liquor
Industry.

3. Sale of Liquor Pelicy:

Nelson City Council has a Sale of Liquor Policy that was last reviewed in 1996. The
Council has commenced development of a Local Alcohol Plan under the Sale and
Supply of Alcohol Act 2012. The Local Alcohol Plan is currently out for consultation.

4, Enforcement and Inspections:

363 monitoring inspections were made during the year with those inspections being a
combination of after hours, day visits and controlled purchase operations.

There have been five Controlled Purchase Operations., There have been a total of 102
visits to premises made with two premises caught selling liquor to underage buyers.
One off licence is walting on a hearing from the Authority, one off licence suspended
for 6 days and one General Managers’ certificate was suspended for three weeks. We
continue to see Controlled Purchase Operations as a very effective enforcement and

1374923
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monitoring tool. The local Police are promoting an increased number of Controlled
Purchase Operations.

Year Applications Monitoring Inspections
Determined
1998 - 1999 379 462
1999 - 2000 461 391
2000 - 2001 505 349
2001 — 2002 464 248
2002 - 2003 528 358
2003 - 2004 559 323
2004 - 2005 473 320
2005 - 2006 535 351
2006~ 2007 551 354
2007 - 2008 569 310
2008 - 2009 421 257
2009- 2010 531 440
2010-2011 523 281
2011 - 2012 320 350
2012 - 2013 405 363
5. Liaison with other agency groups:

Liquor Licensing Inspectors have maintained good lialson with Police, Public Health,
HANZ and Tasman District Council Licensing Inspectors including attendance at the
local Liquor Liaison Group meetings, Accord Meetings and separate meetings with the
local enforcement agencies.

B. Other Matters:

Considerable time and effort is being spent altering processes and systems to
accommodate the Sale and Supply of Alcohol Act 2012 requirements.

7. Statistical Infermation:
Attached is the annual return and current listing of licensed premises.

Please contact myself or Adrienne Ward-Hamilton (phone 546 0346), if you have any
enquiries concerning this report.

Yours faithfully
Richard Johnson

Secretary
Nelson District Licensing Agency

1574925
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ANNUAL RETURN - NELSON DISTRICT LICENSING AGENCY - 2012/2013

Category Number of Number of Number of DLA Revenue
' app:!ica't'ions applications ‘new p_r_em_i_ses '
| received _determined s R

On-Licence New 8 8 7 $6345.92
On-Licence

3 1 $2379.72
Variation
On-Licence

31 47 $23932.13
Renew
Off-Licence New 7 5 5 $5552.68
Off-Licence
Variation
Off-Licence

12 16 $8860.57
Renew
Club Licence
New
Club Licence
Variation
Club Licence

10 12 $7932.40
Renew
General
Manager's 142 134 $19160.06
Certificate New
General
Manager’'s 166 173 $22398.38
Renewal
Club Mgr's New 2 2 $269.86
Club Mgr's

8 7 $1079.44
renew
Subtotal 389 405 12 $97,911.16
Special Licences 154 $9917.60
Temp Authority 20 $2698.60
TOTAL 563 405 12 $110,527.36
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Business Name

Expiry Date Issue Date

Type Locaticn

623 In The City

26/07/15 8/06/00

623 ITC Limited

623 On The Rocks

4/08/15 14/11/06

623 OTR Limited

Nelson

Abel Tasman Crusader

21/01/15 13/12/10

Bbel Tasman Sea Shuttle Limite
Accents on the Park

15/05/12 27/08/03

Tasman Hospitality Limited
Air New Zealand Koru Lounge
20/06/16 28/05/12

Air New Zealand Limited

Drive, Nelson

Albert’'s & Prince Albert's Bar
3/10/13 7/12/93

Albert’ s Limited

Anchor Bar & Grill

9/03/15 29/03/94

Double B Hospitality Limited
Asian Food Store

7/12/14 10/06/93

Koki International Company Lim
Atawhai Four Square Supermarket
28/03/14 17/03/94

Scott Management Services Limi
Atawhai, Nelson

Bar Berlin

30/10/13 4/09/02

Urgentinc Limited

Beachcomber Motor Inn

14711/15 26/04/%4

The Beachcomber Motor Inn Limi
Bel-Aire Tavern

25/03/14 31/08/12

Raymond Bruce Weston

Bel-Aire Tavern

25/03/14 31/08/12

Raymond Bruce Weston
Tahunanui, Nelson

Brewers

25/01/15 25/07/%4

Washing Machine Services Nelso
Nelson

Brewers

25/01/15 21/01/03

Washing Machine Services Nelso
Nelson

Bush Inn Tavern

30/07/14 17/02/94

The Bush Tavern 2013 Limited
Bush Inn Tavern

30/07/14 17/02/%4

The Bush Tavern 2013 Limited
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050/0N/298/2011

050/0M/289/2011

050/0N/286/2011

050/0N/231/08

050/0W/309/2012

050/0N/313/2012

050/0N/161/05

050/0FF/25/2001

050/0FF/120/2013

050/0N/260/C9

050/0M/288/2011

050/CFF/122/2013

050/0NM/331/2013

050/0FF/121/2011

050/0M/287/2011

050/CFF/136/2013

050/0N/339/2013

ON TAVERN

221 Hardy Street, Nelson
ON HOTEL

623 Rocks Road, Tahunanui,
ON Conveyance

Wakefield Quay, Nelson
ON HOTEL

335 Trafalgar Sguare
ON General

Nelson Alirport, Trent
ON HOTEL

113 Nile Street, Nelson
ON General

62 Vickerman Street, Nelson
OF GROCER

117 Hardy Street
CF GROCER

664 Atawhail Crescent, -
CN TAVERN

8 Church Street, Nelson
ON HOTEL

23 Beach Road, Nelson
OF General

37 Tahunanui Drive, Nelscn
ON TAVERN

37 Tahunanui Drive,

OF General

172 5t Vincent Street,
ON TAVERN

172 St. Vincent Street,
OoF General

87 Grove Street, Nelson
ON TAVERN

87 Grove Street, Nelson



Cafe Affair ON General
3/03/14 1/09/99

Cafe Affair Limited 050/0N/109/04 295 Trafalgar Street
Cafe Olive ON General

19/12/15 2%9/04/93

Anatolia Limited 050/0N/163/05 136 Hardy Street, Nelson
Casa del Vinc OF General

28/03/14 22/07/93

Banks Wine Company Limited 050/0FF/95/2007 214 Hardy Street, Nelson
Chckdee Thai Cuisine ON General

19/01/1¢6 4/12/92

Chokdee Limited 050/0N/245/09 89 Hardy Street, Nelson
Columbus Coffee Nelson ON General

13/09/14 7/12/07

Signora Cafe Limited 050/0N/278/2010 220 - 244 Hardy Street,
Nelson

Comida Espresso & Wine Bar OF  General

18/06/14 27/03/13
Comida Espresso & Wine Bar Lim (50/0FF/131/2013 7 Alma Street, Nelson

Comida Espresso & Wine Bar ON TAVERN

18/06/14 28/03/13

Comida Espresso & Wine Bar Lim 030/0N/337/2013 7 Alma Street, Nelson
Business Name Type Location

Expiry Date Issue Date

Countdown OF GROCER

14/11/13 22/08/87

General Distributors Limited 05C/0FF/66/2005 35 8t Vincent Street,
Nelson

Countdewn Stoke OF GROCER

13/06/15 2/04/08
General Distributers Limited 050/0FF/2105/2008 12 - 22 Putaitai Street,
Stoke, Nelson

Countdown Trafalgar Park oF GROCER

18/03/14 123/01/98

General Distributors Limited 050/0FF/68/2005 Cnr Tahaki & Halifax
Streets, Nelson

Crusce s Cafe & Bar ON General

25/05/16 10/02/94

Efamily Limited 050/0N/307/2012 671 Main Recad, BStoke,
Nelson

Dollshouse ON Night Club

17/07/15 19/12/%4

Customhouse Nelson Limited 050/CwN/236/08 123A Bridge Street, Nelson
Eatalian ON General

17/10/13 1/08/12

Batalia Limited 050/CN/316/2012 7 Morrison Street, Nelson
Elsewhere ON TAVERN

29/10/15 24/10/00

Elsewhere NZ Limited 050/0N/241/08 145 Bridge Street

Ficticn BRar CN TAVERN

27/04/15 28/11/04

Ficticon Bar Limited 050/0N/198/07 144 Bridge Strest, HNelson
Ford's Restaurant & Bar ON General

15/11/14 3/08/93

Camber Enterprises Limited 050/0N/282/2010 276 Trafalgar Street,
Nelson

Founders Brewery OF General

27/10/15 27/01/9%9

Duncan Beverage Services 050/0FF/24/2001 87 Atawahi Drive

Founders Brewery OF Caterers

14/07/13 15/C6/09
Duncan Beverage Services Limit 030/0FF/1312/2009 87 Atawhai Drive, Nelson
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Founders Brewery
27/10/15 27/01/99
Duncan Beverage Services
Fresh Choice Nelson City
29/16¢/15 13/12/91

Nelson City Supermarkets Limi

Garindale Estate

18/07/13 18/06/03

M & D Thomas,A ,J & R Wall
Golden Bell Thai Restaurant
4/10/13 18/03/03

Golden Bell Thail Restaurant Li

Good & Tasty

22/09/15 22/08/11

Good & Tasty Limited
Gourmet Sailing - Sh'Khinah
18/11/13 5/10/12

Nelson Charters Limited
Nelson

Gourmet Sailing -~ Simply Wild
19/11/13 5/10/12

Nelson Charters Limited
Nelson

Grand Mercure Nelson Monaco
18/12/13 12/02/04

Monaco Management Limited
Nelson

Hangar 58

o 1/08/12

H58 Limited

Nelson

Happy Valley Adventures
27/01/14 13/10/97

Jillyan Peterson & Keith Ander

Harbour Light Bistro
i6/02/15 22/10/83

Coyne Enterprises Limited
Hardys Bar & TAR

4/06/16 30/03/01

Maximum Holdings Limited
Harrys

15/06/35 30/09/04
Battersea Projects Limited
Nelson

Business Name

Expiry Date Issue Date

050/0N/52/2001

050/0FF/74/2005

050/0N/89/2003

05G/0N/314/2012

050/CN/300/2011

050/0N/318/2012

050/0N/318/2012

050/0N/248/09

050/0N/317/2012

050/0N/98/2003

050/0M/288/2011

050/0N/184/C6

050/0M/286/2011

ON TAVERN

87 Atawhai Drive
OF  GROCER

69 Collingwood St, Nelson
ON General

248 Wakapuaka Road
ON Genexral

106 Hardy Street, Nelson
ON General

114 Bridge Street, Nelson
CN Conveyance

K Dock, Nelson Marina, Port
ON Conveyance

K Dock, Nelson Marina, Port
ON HOTEL

B Point Recad, Monaco,

ON TAVERN

58 Collingwood Street,

ON General

194 Cable Bay Road
ON General

341 Wakefield Quay, Nelson
ON TAVERN

135 Hardy Street, Nelson
ON TAVERN

286 Trafalgar Street,

Type Location

Hong Yun Restaurant
30/05/16 8/05/03

Me:i: Hao Yang & Lie Hong Yang
Hopgood's Restaurant & Bar
28/098/15 28/03/99

Hopgood Restaurants Limited
Nelson

House of Gifts

23/G06/14 17/05/04

Prices Pharmacy Limited
Kraut' s Restaurant & Bar
8/03/14 18/07/12

Efficient Hospitality Soluticn

Nelson
Kush Coffee
19/05/15 12/10/09%
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050/0N/85/2003

050/0N/154/05

050/CFF/61/2004

050/0N/330/2013

ON BYO Restaurant

2 - 508 Main Road, Stoke
ON Generzal

284 Trafalgar Street,
oF General

286 Hardy Street, Nelson
ON General

2/214 Trafalgar Street,

ON General



Kush Coffee Limited

La Gourmandise

17/11/15 11/10/11

La Gourmandise Limited
Lambretta’s

8/10/15 11/08/99
Russmckodey Company Limited
Lighthouse Brewery

19/12/14 27/11/07

R. E. Tout & Son Limited
Liguid Alchemy

25/07/14 26/06/13

Liquid Alchemy Limited
Liguid NZ Bar

2/06/16 5/07/92

Liguid Limited

Ligquor King

27/07/14 22/05/90

Lion Liguor Retail Limited
Liguorland Nelson

24/08/15 1/04/04

Mamoru Limited

Little India Bistro & Tandoor
21/12/714 21/10/0¢4

Little India {(Nelson) Limited
Little Rock Bar and Nightclub
13/02/16 11/08/93

Nelson Projects 2 Limited
Lone Star Cafe & Bar Nelson
28/06/15 2%/06/00
Horncastle Group Limited
Nelson

Malbas Nelson

8/11/15 9/11/93

Ccastal Hospitality Limited
Mango

25/03/15 16/09/04

Mange Group Limited

Nelscn

Marist Rugby Football Club
22/08/15 7/07/92

Marist Rugby Football Club Inc
Masa s Restaurant & Sake Bar
17/07/16 9/03/94

M- & ¥ Kumagai Limited
McCashins Brewery

5/10/13 2%/11/91

660 Main Road Stoke Limited
Nelson

McCashins Brewery Cafe
1¢/05/12 27/10/10

660 Main Rcad Stoke Limited
Nelson

Melrose House Cafe

28/04/12 17/703/11

Melrose House Cafe Limited
Mint Dining Room

16/11/13 15/09/09

Mint Dining Limited
Morriscn Street Cafe
12/12/13 10/11/%8

Morrison Street Cafe Limited
Business Name

Expiry Date ZIssue Date
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050/0N/295/2011

050/08/303/2011

050/0N/99/2003

G50/0FF/98/2007

050/0FF/135/2013

050/0%/332/2013

050/0FF/111/20009

050/0FF/123/2011%

050/0N/141/04

050/0N/139/2004

050/0N/287/2011

050/0N/302/2011

050/0N/224/08

050/CL/7/92

050/0N/310/2012

050/0FF/120/2010

050/0M/283/2011

050/0N/282/2011

05G/0N/261/09

050/0N/323/2012

5 Church Street, Nelson

ON General

276 Hardy Street, Nelseon
OoN TAVERN

204 Hardy Street, Nelson

oF General

21 Echodale Place, Nelson

oF General

14 Vivian Place, Nelson

OoN TAVERN

75 Bridge Street, Nelson
CF General

305 Hardy Street, Nelscn
oF General

31 Vanguard Street, Nelson
ON General

268 Hardy Street, Nelson
ON TAVERN

165 Bridge Street, Nelson

ON General
88 - 92 Hardy Street,
on TAVERN

131 Bridge Street, Nelscn

oN General
227-229 Hardy Street,
CL Club

Hathaway Terrace
ON General

306 Hardy Street, Nelson
oF General

660 Main Road, Stcke,
ON TAVERN
660 Main Road, Stoke,
ON General

26 Brougham Street, Nelson
ON General

20 Harley Street, Nelson
ON General

244 Hardy Street, Nelson
Type Location

84



85

Nelson Rero Club

12/08/15 /07792

Nelsen Aero Club Incorporatéed
Nelscn Airport Cafe

3/10/15 18/02/94

Spotiess Facility Services (NZ 050/0N/315/2012
Nelson Bays Brewery

5/03/16 9/03/%4

Nelson Bays Brewery Limited
Nelson Bowling Club Incorporated
27/07/15 25/08/92

Nelson Bowling Club Incorporat 05G/CL/13/2003%
Nelson City New World

22/03/14 22/11/06

050/CL/1/96

050/0FF/12/2001

Mountain Limited 050/0FF/54/2007
Nelson

Nelson Golf Club

11/12/15 25/08/92

Nelson Golf Club Incorporated 050/CL/3/96

Nelsen North Country Club

24/07/15 65/03/92

Nelson North Country Club Inco 050/CL/4/51
Nelson

Nelson North Country Club

14/03/14 29/06/95

Nelson North Country Club Incc 050/0FF/68/2005
Nelson Oriental Restaurant

8/08/14 16/07/01

Mok King To Enterprises Limite 050/CN/42/2001
Nelson Rugby Football Club

22/08/15 24/03/92

Nelson Rugby Football Club Inc 050/CL/16/2011
Nelson Sguash Rackets Club

21/03/16 4/11/91

Nelson Sguash Rackets Club Inc 050/CL/11/2008
Nelson Suburban Club

5/04/16 5/09/91

Nelson Suburban Club Incorpora 050/CL/6/04
Nelson Suburban Club Incorporated

17/10/15 4/11/91

Nelson Suburban Club Incorpora 050/0FF/87/2006
Nelscn Suburbs Football Club

00 7/04/09

Nelson Suburbs Football Club I

Nelson Yacht Club

2/08/15 7/07/392

Nelson Yacht Club Incorporated 050/CL/7/2005
New Asia Restaurant & Chinese Takeaway

18/11/15 23/07/97
Skyrise Company Limited
Ngawhatu Bowling Club
23/12/13 20/:11/03
Ngawhatu Bowling Club Incorpor 050/CL/4/2003
Nelson

Oasis Cafe Bar

17/06/15 7/04/05

050/0N/244/08

Oasis Cafe & Bar Limited 050/0N/148/05
Ocean Lodge

30/04/15 14/04/93

Ocean Lodge (1%95) Limited 050/0FF/44/2003
Nelson
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CL Club

Hangar 4, Nelson Airport
oN General

3 Trent Drive, Nelson
OF General

89 Pascoe Street
CL

29 Examiner Street, Nelson
OoF GROCER

60 Gloucester Street,
CL Club

38 Beolt Road
CL Club

State Highway 6, Wakapuaka,
oF Club

Main Road, Wakapuaka
ON General

119 Hardy Street
CL

Trafalgar Park Lane
CL

Rutherford Park
CL Club

168 Tahunanui Drive, Nelson
OF General

168 Tahunanui Dr
ClL

Saxton Field, Stoke, Nelson
CL

322 Wakefield Quay, Nelscon
ON General

279 Hardy Street, Nelson
CL

300 Montebello Avenue,
ON General

81 Trafalgar Street, Nelson
or General

33 Beach Road, Tahunanui,



Paradox

19/12/13 15/03/02
Crazygal Limited
Pizza Bar

6/10/13 14/09/06
Mac Pizza Limited
Poppy Thai
18/06/14 26/04/83
Jitpanich Limited
Post Boy Hotel
27/04/16 30/07/91
Benwat Investments Limited
Streets, Nelson

C50/0M/217/07

050/0M/336/2013

050/0N/306/2012

Premier Catering/Tehuna Functicn Centre

26/321/13 20/04/93

ON TAVERN
137 Bridge Street, Nelson
ON General
105 BHardy Street, Nelson
ON General
142 Hardy Street, Nelson

ON HOTEL
Cnr Gloucester & Vanguard

ON General

Premier Catering Limited 050/0N/263/09 70 Beach Road, Tahunanui,
Nelson

Business Name Type Location

Expiry Date Issue Date

Quality Inn Nelson ON HOTEL

10/08/13 14/04/84

Leisure Lodge Limited 050/0N/269/10 40 Waimea Road

Raeward Fresh Richmond OoF GROCER

00 23/05/13

Black Jam Limited 4 Champion Road, Nelson
Rattle n Hum ON TAVERN

26/07/16 25/11/93

Bonnar Craig Andersocn 050/0N/311/2012 141 Bridge Street, Nelson
Relish Waterfront Dining ON General

8/03/14 30/04/99

Fern and Thistle Limited 050/0N/266/10 322 Wakefield Quay, Nelson
Renatec Estate oF General

7/03/16 14/02/06

Kina Boldings Limited 050/0FF/80/20086 90 Glen Road, Nelson
Rhythm and Brown ON TAVERN

28/01/14 25/08/08

Rhythm & Brown Limited 050/0N/328/2013 19 New Street, Nelson
Rising Sun Tavern OF General

23/07/14 27/04/84

Riser Limited 050/0FF/134/2013 31 Waimea Road, Nelson
Rising Sun Tavern ON TAVERN

23/07/14 27/04/%4

Riser Limited 0E0/0N/338/2013 31 Waimea Road, Nelson
Rutherford Hotel Catering oF Caterers

11/10/14 12/702/01 .
Rutherford Hotel Holdings Limi 050/0FF/11%/2010 27 Nile Street, WNelson
Rutherford Hotel Nelson OF General

3/11/15 15/11/893

Rutherford Hotel Holdings Limi 05C0/0FF/91/2006 Cnr Nile Street & Trafalgar
Sguare

Rutherford Hotel Nelson ON HOTEL

3/11/14  15/11/93

Rutherford Hotel Holdings Limi 050/0N/333/2013 Trafalgar Square, Nelson
Secrets ON Night Club

3/06/14 28/03/34

Woodthree Enterprises Limited  050/0N/116/2004 106 Hardy Street

Shark Bar ON TAVERN

29/11/14 25/02/93

Shark Bar Limited G50/0N/46/2001 132-136 Bridge Street
Smugglers Pub and Cafe ON TAVERN

12/01/15 10/11/04
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Fouratplay Limited

Tahunanul, Nelson

Speight s Ale House

13/12/15 9/09/11

Golden Bay Hospitality Limited
Sprig & Fern Tavern

21/06/14 8/12/06

Sprig & Fern Milton Street Lim
Sprig & Fern Tavern

21/06/14 8/12/06

Sprig & Fern Milton Street Lim
Sprig & Fern Tavern -
28/10/15 17/07/08
Sprig & Fern Hardy Street Limi

050/0N/250/09

050/0N/304/2011

050/0FF/118/2010C

050/0N/327/2013

Hardy Street

050/0N/240/08

Sprig & Fern Tavern ~ Hardy Street

8 Muritai Street,
OoN TAVERN

98 Quarantine Road, Nelson
OF General

134 Milton Street, Nelson
CN TAVERN

134 Milton Street, Nelson
ON TAVERN

280 Hardy Streei, Nelson
OF General

28/10/15 17/07/08

Sprig & Fern Hardy Street Limi (050/0FF/110/2008 280 Hardy Street, Nelson
Sprig & Fern Tavern Tahunanui OF General

12/12/13 21/09/12

Sprig & Fern Tahunanui Limited O0S50/0FF/125/2012 13 Beach Road, Tahunanui,
Nelson

Sprig & Fern Tavern Tahunanul ON TAVERN

12/12/13 23/1G6/92

Sprig & Fern Tahunanui Limited 050/0N/324/2012 13 Beach Road, Tahunanui,
Nelson

Squires Pub & Cafe ON TAVERN

7/12/15% 14/12/98

Squires Pub & Cafe Limited 050/0N/162/05 522 Main Road, Stoke, Nelson
Stefano’s Cafe ON General

27/11/13 15/04/94

Multi Showcase Cinemas of New 050/0N/322/2012 91 Trafalgar Street, Nelson
Stoke Beowling Club Incorporated CL

2/08/15 7/07/92

Stoke Bowling Club Incorporate 050/CL/14/2009 18a Ranui Road

Business Name Type Location

Expiry Date Issue Date

Stoke New World OF GROCER

16/11/15 11/11/92

Anderson Supermarkets Limited 050/0FF/124/2011 1G7 Neale Avenue, Nelson
Stoke Rugby Football Club CL

27/01/16 24/03/92

Stcke Rugby Foetball Club Ince 050/CL/1/2001 Cnr Songer St & Neale Ave
Sun City Darts CL

11/05/14 16/02/10

Sun City Darts Incorporated 050/CL/15/2010 Guppy Park, WNelson

Super Ligquor Tahunanui CF General

28/01/14 25/01/10

Nelson Holdings Limited 050/0FF/126/2013 2 Muritai Street,
Tahunanui, Nelson

Suter Cafe ON General

31/10/13 4/03/94

Katrina Kallil & Nicola Cantri 050/0N/189/06 208 Bridge Street, Nelson
Sweet As ON General

16/11/14 27/08/09

Nelson Regional Foods Limited C50/0N/283/2010 270 Trafalgar Street,
Nelson

Tahunanui Bowling Club CL Club

5/12/15 24/03/92

Tahunanui Bowling Club Incorpo 050/CL/2/97 131 Tahunanui Drive, Nelson
Tasman Bay Cruising Club CL Club

2/08/15 T/07/92

Tasman Bay Cruising Club Incor 050/CL/13/92 B Cross Quay, Port Nelson
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Thail Tahuna

17/10/1%  23/01/97

Rough Diamond Limited

The 159th Cafe & Bar

14/01/14 7/11/06

The 19th Nelson Limited
Tahunanui, Nelson

The Beach Cafe

11/05/15 14/10/98

The Beach Cafe Limited

The Boat Shed Cafe

26/01/14 19/10/84

Fried Eggs on Toast Limited
The Boathouse

18/03/15 §/08/94

The Boat House Society Limited
The Free House

18/02/14 12/12/12

The Free House Limited

Nelscn
The Free
6/04/16
The Free
Nelson
The Honest Lawyer

2/08/14 20/07/%4

The Honest Lawyer 2010 Limited

House
10/11/08
House Limited

050/0NM/155/06

050/0N/326/2013

050/0N/147/05

050/CN/265/10

050/0N/312/2012

05C/0FF/128/2013

050/0W/335/2013

050/CN/274/10

The Hot Rock Gourmet Pizza Pasta Bar

15/04/16 2/04/58

Raymond Bruce Weston

The Indian Cafe

17/08/14 10/08/93

Lokhande Enterprises Limited
The Lounge

13/02/14 20/11/12

Conner’s Limited

The Lounge

13/02/14 30/11/983

Conner’ s Limited

Tahunanui, Nelson

The Mill

18/07/14 11/04/54

The Mill Retail Holdings Limit
The Mill

18/07/14 14/02/05

The Mill Retail Holdings Limit
Nelson

The Ocean Lodge

30/04/15 14/04/93
Ocean Lodge (19%85) Limited
Nelson

The Organic Green Grocer
18/11/15 27/10/05

050/0N/80/2003

05C/0N/208/07

G50/0FF/127/2013

050/0M/329/2013

050/0FF/132/2013

050/0FF/133/2013

050/0N/14/2000

ON General

14 Tahunanul Drive, Nelscn

ON General
36 - 38 Bolt Road,
ON

General

Tahuna Sands Reserve
ON General

350 Wakefield Quay, Nelson
ON

326 Wakefield Quay, Nelson
oF General

85 Cellingwood Street,
ON TAVERN

95 Collingwood Street,

ON HOTEL

1 Point Rd, Mcnaco, Nelson
ON General

8 Tazhunanui Drive, Welson

ON General

94 Collingwood Street
OoF General

20 Tahunanui Drive, Nelson

ON TAVERN
20 Tahunanui Drive,
OF

General

32 New Street, Nelson
OF General

675 Main Road, Stoke,
ON TAVERN
33 Beach Road, Tahunanui,

oF GROCER

Seager John Mason & Susan Jane 050/0FF/75/2005 40 Tasman Street, Nelson
RBusiness Name Type Locaticn

Expiry Date Issue Date

The Rata Room o General

8/12/15 6/05/93

Nelson Marlborough Institute o 050/0N/252/09 71 Nile Street, Nelson
The Royal Hotel oN HOTEL

22/05/14 4/12/92

Black Cat Hotels Limited 050/0M/334/2013 152 Bridge Street, Nelson
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The Sails Nelson

22/11/13 5/09/12

Sails Accommodation Limited 050/0N/321/2012
The Styx Restaurant

22/11/13 5/08/93

Fore Sure Dining Limited

The Verdict Restaurant & Ale House
20/07/14 10/03/94

The Verdict (2007} Limited

The Vic Rose Brew Bar

8/07/14 17/01/924

Williams Davey Limited

Nelson

Trailways Hotel Nelson

3/08/15 3/08/93

Munro Hotels Limited

Turf Hotel

30/03/14 1/03/10

Turf Hotel (2010) Limited
Nelson

Turf Hotel

30/03/14 22/04/94

Turf Heotel (2010) Limited
Nelson

Turf Liguorland

29/07/13 22/04/94

Wilsfield Holdings Limited
Nelscn

United Bowling Club Incoxrporated
22/08/15 24/03/92

United Bowling Club Incorporat 050/CL/6/92
Victory Square Sports Complex

3/02/15 7/11/91

Victory Sguare Sport Associati 050/CL/1/97
Waahi Taakaro Golf Club Incorporated

25/08/15 11/10/%1

Waahi Taakaro Golf Club Incorp 050/CL/3/98
Nelson

Wakatu Hotel

20/06/15 13/04/93

The Stage Cocach Company Limite 050/0FF/71/2005
Nelson

Wakatu Hotel

20/06/15 13/04/93

The Stage Coach Company Limite 050/0N/228/08
Nelson

When in Rome

5/10/13 14/08/09

Ambis Limited 050/08/259/09
World of Wearakle Brt & Collectable Cars
19/11/14 13/08/97

NZWA Classic Cars Limited
Yaza Cafe Bar & Venue
24/03/16 4/11/98

4 K Nel Limited

Yonder Star

6/08/13 1%/09/03

Yonder Star Limited
Vickerman Street, Port Nelson
de Ville

11/01/15 17/09/07

Geoff & Gail MclLean Limited

050/0M/207/07

050/0M/294/2011

050/0N/177/06

050/0FF/116/2010

050/CN/267/10

Q050/CFF/52/2003

050/0M/50/2001

050/0N/32/2001

05C/0N/256/09

050/0N/212/07
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050/0N/320/2012

ON HOTEL

7 Trafalgar Street, Nelson
CN General

272 Wakefield Quay, Nelson
ON TAVERN

189 Bridge Street, Nelson
ON TAVERN

281 Trafalgar Street,
ON HOTEL

66 Trafalgar Street, Nelson
OF General

228 Songer Street, Stoke,
ON HOTEL

228 Songer Street, Stoke,
oF General

228 Songer Street, Stoke,
CL Club

9 Gardiner Place, Nelson
CL

151 Toi Teoi Street
CL Club

336 Maitai Valley Road,
CF General

83 Collingwood Street,
Oon HOTEL

83 Collingwood Street,
ON General

278 Hardy Street, Nelson
ON General

85 Quarantine Reoad
ON TAVERN

117 Hardy Street, Nelscn
ON Conveyance

Fisherman's Wharf,
ON General

22 New Street, Nelson





