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1 Fletcher Building Limited (“Fletchers”) made a submission on the 

Proposed Replacement District Plan. 

2 Fletchers is one of Australasia’s largest building materials suppliers. 

Fletchers operates in five divisions: Infrastructure Products, Building 

Products, Laminates & Panels, Distribution, and Construction. 

Fletchers has landholdings throughout Christchurch including for 

industrial, distribution, management, and trade supply activities.  

3 Fletchers seeks to ensure the Christchurch Replacement District Plan 

provisions enable Fletcher’s business (ongoing operations, growth and 

change) while recognising the requirements in the Resource 

Management Act 1991 (“RMA”) for maintaining and enhancing the 

environment and amenity values. 

Submission 

4 The submission filed by Fletchers on the Industrial Proposal supported 

a number of the notified provisions, including those relating to: 

(a) The permitted activity status of Industrial Activities, 

Warehousing and Distribution Activities, Trade Suppliers in the 

Industrial General Zone; 

(b) The 15m maximum height limit for buildings in the Industrial 

General Zone; 

(c) The sunlight and outlook recession plane requirements at the 

boundary with a residential zone for the Industrial General and 

Industrial Heavy Zones; 

(d) The simplified landscaping requirements in the Industrial 

General and Industrial Heavy Zones; 

(e) The permitted activity status of Industrial Activities, and 

Warehousing and Distribution Activities in the Industrial Heavy 

Zone; 

(f) The 6m minimum building setback from road boundaries and 

boundaries with Residential Zones in the Industrial Heavy Zone; 

and 

(g) The outdoor storage setback requirements in the Industrial 

Heavy Zone. 
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5 Fletchers also sought amendment to a number of the provisions as 

notified, in particular Fletchers sought amendment of the provisions 

relating to: 

(a) The requirement for all ancillary offices to be located at the front 

of buildings facing the street in the Industrial General Zone; 

(b) The 6m minimum building setback from the boundary with a 

residential zone in an Industrial General Zone; 

(c) The requirement that the outdoor storage of materials not be 

located within the minimum building setbacks in the Industrial 

General Zone, insofar that the minimum building setback with a 

residential zone is 6m; 

(d) The 15m height limit for buildings in the Industrial Heavy Zone; 

(e) In part, the assessment matters for the minimum building 

setback from road boundaries, insofar that it did not 

appropriately allow consideration of the existing built form and 

character of an area in determining whether a reduced setback 

is appropriate. 

6 Fletchers specifically supported the Industrial General and Industrial 

Heavy zoning of a number of specific sites, those zones remain 

unchanged in the most recent version of the Proposal attached to Mr 

Stevenson’s rebuttal evidence. 

Fletchers’ position on the most recent version of the Industrial 

Proposal 

7 Fletchers have been involved in informal mediation with the 

Christchurch City Council (“Council”) and through that process all of 

Fletchers amendments sought (as summarised above) have been able 

to be accommodated.  

8 Fletchers supports the most recent version of the Industrial Proposal 

and seeks no further change. 
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9 It is Fletchers’ position that the Industrial Proposal as attached to Mr 

Mark Stevenson’s rebuttal evidence dated 1 May: 

(a) Is consistent with the Land Use Recovery Plan, in particular 

Action 45 which directs the Council to undertake a review of its 

district plans to “reduce consenting and notification 

requirements” and Actions 24 and 45 which direct the Council to 

“provide for existing industrial activities in business zones”; 

(b) Has particular regard to the Statement of Expectations, in 

particular clause (a) which requires a reduction in reliance on 

resource consent processes and clause (e) which looks to ensure 

that sufficient and suitable development capacity and land are 

available for industrial activities; 

(c) Gives effect to the Canterbury Regional Policy Statement, 

particularly Objective 6.2.6 which looks to provide for the 

recovery and growth of business activities, recognising that 

“areas used for existing industrial activities are to be used 

primarily for that purpose” and Policy 6.3.6 which seeks to 

ensure that the rebuilding of business land “maximises business 

retention, attracts investment, and provides for healthy working 

environments”; 

(d) Is consistent with the Strategic Directions chapter, which seeks 

“the recovery and stimulation of commercial and industrial 

activities in a way that expedites recovery and long-term 

economic and employment growth”1 and in particular Objective 

3.3.5 in which the “critical importance of business and economic 

prosperity to Christchurch’s recovery and to community 

wellbeing and resilience is recognised and a range of 

opportunities provided for business activities to establish and 

prosper”. 

  

                                       
1 Strategic Directions Chapter, Objective 3.3.10 
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10 The provisions as amended will enable Fletchers to undertake its 

business, now and in the future, in a way that positively contributes to 

the rebuild and recovery of the city. 

11 Expert planning evidence supporting Fletchers’ submission will be 

called by Mr Maurice Dale. 

 

DATED this 26th day of May 2015 

 

       

H G Marks 

Counsel for Fletcher Building Limited  


