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1.1 My full name is Matthew Eaton Arthur McCallum-Clark.  My qualifications and 

experience are set out in my Evidence in Chief, dated 23 January 2015. 

1.2 For the avoidance of doubt, I re-confirm that I have read the code of conduct for 

expert witnesses as contained in the Environment Court’s practice note of 2014.  I 

have complied with the practice note when preparing my written statement of 

evidence, and will do so when I give oral evidence before the hearings panel.   

1.3 The data, information, facts and assumptions I have considered in forming my 

opinions are set out in my evidence to follow.  The reasons for the opinions 

expressed are also set out in the evidence to follow. 

1.4 Unless I state otherwise, this evidence is within my sphere of expertise and I have 

not omitted to consider material facts known to me that might alter or detract from 

the opinions that I express. 

1.5 I have read the Evidence in Chief of Ms Adele Radburnd of Christchurch City Council, 

who has lodged evidence with respect to the Spark and Chorus designations.  No 

other party has lodged evidence with respect to the Spark and Chorus designations. 

1.6 I am in general agreement with Ms Radburnd’s evidence, other than with respect to 

whether there is adequate information before the Hearing Panel with respect to Mt 

Pleasant Radio Station (B7 – Chorus/Spark) at paragraphs 7.9 and 7.10.  In particular, 

the last sentence of paragraph 7.9 identifies that there does not appear to be any 

evidence of resource consents granted for the existing facilities.   

1.7 I can confirm that the area of the extension of the designation contains substantial 

existing infrastructure critical to the Chorus and Spark networks.  Attachment 1 to 

this Rebuttal Evidence is a photograph of the existing site, showing the major 

structures on the site.  In the photograph, the tall mast to the right and the low 

profile equipment building are within the area for which Chorus and Spark are 

seeking to extend the designation. 

1.8 I can confirm that a review of Chorus records and historic plans has identified that 

the equipment building was constructed in about 1960, and while the date that the 
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large guyed masts were established is not certain, maintenance records show that 

work was undertaken on these masts in 1972.  The facilities were established by the 

former New Zealand Post Office, as an agency of the Crown.  In my experience, Post 

Office activities, particularly on relatively remote sites, were generally undertaken 

without planning or building approvals, particularly up until about the 1990s.  On this 

basis, it is understandable that the Council holds no records of planning approvals 

for these facilities.  

1.9 However, the environmental effects of the existing facilities were subject to an 

extensive process when the Department of Conservation concession for the site was 

required to be renewed.  I undertook this process in 2003, and it included extensive 

consultation with a number of parties, including the Summit Road Protection Society 

and Ngai Tahu, public notification of the application by the Department of 

Conservation, and an extensive and complete environmental impact assessment.  I 

can confirm that the environmental effects have been appropriately considered, 

albeit in a process that occurred under the Reserves Act. 

1.10 As Ms Radburnd has noted, the designation is subject to an extensive set of 

conditions, which would apply to this extension of the designated site.  In my 

opinion, these conditions, along with the existing assessment that has occurred, and 

the relatively important nature of the facilities on this part of the site, indicates the 

need for and appropriately justifies the extension of the designation.  

 

Matthew Eaton Arthur McCallum-Clark 

04 February 2015 
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Attachment 1 
 
 
Photograph of Existing Mt Pleasant Chorus and Spark Facilities 
 
(Low building and mast at right are in the area of extended designation) 
 

 


