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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1 My full name is Iris Brookland.  I have the qualifications and 

experience set out in my Evidence in Chief.  

1.2 This evidence is supplementary to my evidence in chief (dated 13 

February 2015) and my rebuttal evidence (dated 27 February 2015).

2. SUPPLEMENTARY EVIDENCE REGADING SUBMISSION BY CASTLE 

ROCK ESTATE LIMITED (#582/983)

2.1 In my rebuttal evidence at paragraphs 3.1 to 3.14 I addressed issues 

relevant to the submissions which relate to 125 Scruttons Road and 

195 Port Hills Road.

2.2 In particular, at paragraph 3.14 of my rebuttal statement, I advised of 

the understanding that I had of the position regarding maintenance of 

the Avoca Valley Drain.  Paragraph 3.14 stated:

I have checked with our Land Drainage Operations Team 

regarding the alleged lack of maintenance of Avoca Valley Drain 

over the last 18 years. The Council's records indicate that the 

Avoca Valley Drain (Record No. WTU-010, WTU-011 and WTU-

012) is serviced for vegetation control twice yearly. The previous 

visit was October 2014 and the next service is scheduled for 

April 2015.

2.3 I wish to make it clear that I relied on advice from relevant parts of the 

Council in giving this evidence (see e-mail attached as Appendix A).  I 

have simply reiterated the information I was given which is based on 

Council’s records. In my rebuttal evidence I have made no statement 

whatsoever whether I think the records are accurate or not. 

2.4 The maintenance and operation of drains is not my responsibility and 

this responsibility also does not lie within my team.  On 23 February 

2015 I verbally informed the relevant Council officer of the issues 

regarding weed growth raised by Castle Rock and asked for 
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information about the maintenance dates for the purposes of 

preparing my evidence.  Today I have also lodged a customer service 

request regarding the weed growth with the Council’s Call Centre.  

Contacting the Call Centre is the appropriate avenue for members of 

the public to inform the Council about maintenance issues or other 

drainage problems.  The reference number for this request is 

91898359.

2.5 During a pRDP site visit at 195 Port Hills Road on 13 February 2015 

in relation to Sumbission #582 I inspected the drain in the presence of 

Mr Creag McCulloch, Ms Victoria Foxton and Mr Graham Harrington, 

who also is an expert witness for the City Council.  During that visit I 

climbed down the right true bank of the drain and was able to see the 

right culvert opening (Figure 1 below).  I was not able to inspect the 

left culvert opening safely from this position. 

Figure 1: Right Culvert Opening (looking downstream)

2.6 The right culvert opening was reasonably clear of silt and gravel 

(Figure 1).  I am of the opinion that this opening would function 

satisfactorily in a large flood event and maintenance would not 

significantly improve the conveyance capacity of this culvert opening.  
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Based on this inspection I cannot comment on the left culvert 

opening.

2.7 Upstream of the culvert entrance I observed significant weed growth 

within the drain (Figure 2).  I do not have the maintenance or botanical 

experience to speculate about the speed of weed growth, but agree it 

does not appear to have been cleared very recently.  In my opinion the 

weeds would only pose some restriction to flood flows, as the weeds are 

soft and would fold over in a flood. 

Figure 2: Culvert Openings upstream of Port Hills Road

2.8 The modelling which determines the extent of the FLFMA assumes that 

the culvert is in full working condition.  I do not however consider that the 

question of maintenance is relevant to flood hazard mapping under the 

pRDP.

Ms Iris Brookland

10 March 2015
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Appendix A – Correspondence Regarding Drain Maintenance Records

Hill, Colin.G (OP-CWW)

Actions

To:

M

Brookland, Iris

Attachments:

(2)Download all attachments

11443_2-9.jpg (4 MB); 11443_8-9.jpg (4 MB)

Monday, 23 February 2015 12:04 p.m.

You replied on 5/03/2015 8:29 p.m..

Hi Iris

Avoca Valley drain (record No. WTU-010, WTU-011 and WTU-012) is serviced for vegetation 
control twice (2x) yearly.

The previous visit was October 2014 and next service is planned for April 2015.

The road culvert is not on a regular service programme and cleaning would be Reactive 
maintenance - by the road Maintenance team.
SCIRT have not included the twin 1800 x 1300 mm Box Culvert in their cctv programme - any 
silt buildup from the EQ may be cleared as part of the Council's FTF programme 2015.

I can not comment on the current invert / silt build-up of the existing drain.
The box culvert originally had the drain invert matching the box culvert inverts (1300mm height 
to soffit)

cheers

Colin Hill
Contract Service Manager - Waterways and Land Drainage
Contracts
OP-City Water and Waste Unit

DDI: 03 941 8389
Fax: 03 941 8864
Mobile: 027 226 7461
Email: colin.hill@ccc.govt.nz
Web: www.ccc.govt.nz
Christchurch City Council      
Civic Offices, 53 Hereford Street, Christchurch
PO Box 73014, Christchurch, 8154 
Please consider the environment before printing this email

www.ccc.govt.nz

