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ERRATUM

A:  Under section 278 of the Resource Management Act 1991 and Rule 1.15 District
Court Rules 2009, I direct the Registrar to:
(i)  correct the paragraph references found in [19] and [21] of the original
second interim decision; and

(ii) attach a copy of this Erratum to that decision.
REASONS

[1] It has come to my attention that the second interim decision issued on 5 March
2013,' on pages 7 & 8, at paragraphs [19] and [21] frustratingly contained incorrect

paragraph references.

[2]  Paragraph [19] referenced an objective found at paragraph [20] where this
objective is actually found at paragraph [23]. The correct wording for paragraph [19] is:

“We have amended the objective at paragraph [23] below to bring it in line
with the higher order provisions of plan change 19, as proposed to be amended
by the court, and set out in Part 16 of Queenstown Airport Corporation Lid and
ors v Queenstown Lakes District Council [2013] NZEnvC 14.

[3]  Paragraph [21] referenced amendments found at paragraph [17] where these
amendments are in fact found at paragraph [20]. The correct wording for paragraph [21]

is:
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“If the court is not correct in its understanding that the 60 dB AANC and not
2037 60 dB Noise Contour applies, then the parties are to file a joint
memorandum by 15 March 2013 explaining the reason for the difference. If no
memorandum is filed, the court approves the implementation methods subject

to the amendments at [20].”

[4]  Inall other respects the decision remains unchanged.
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