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1. INTRODUCTION  

1.1 These legal submissions are presented on behalf of Avonhead Mall 

Limited ("Avonhead") in relation to Chapter 15 - Commercial of the 

Proposed Christchurch Replacement District Plan ("Proposed Plan"). 

1.2 Avonhead owns and operates Avonhead Mall.  Located on the corner 

of Withells Road and Merrin Street, Avonhead Mall is an important 

local centre for employment and a community focal point together with 

the adjacent Merrin Primary School.  It offers approximately 8,000m2 

of floor space, including a supermarket "anchor" and a number of 

specialty retail tenants. 

1.3 The Proposed Plan identifies Avonhead as a Neighbourhood Centre.  

Neighbourhood Centres are described as a retail destination for 

weekly and daily shopping needs as well as community activities and 

facilities, entertainment (cafes, restaurants and bars), residential 

activities and in some cases, small offices.  They are generally 

anchored by a supermarket or a department store (as Avonhead Mall 

is), and serve the immediately surrounding suburbs and sometimes 

visitors from a wider area.   

1.4 Avonhead has been involved in the Proposed Plan process through its 

primary and further submissions, its participation in the Strategic 

Directions Chapter hearing (calling evidence from Mr Jeremy Phillips), 

and now its participation at the Commercial Chapter hearing.   

1.5 For this hearing, Avonhead has called evidence from Mr Phillips.  Mr 

Phillips' evidence largely relies on the evidence he provided for 

Scentre (New Zealand) Limited ("Scentre"), as Avonhead's interests 

are aligned with those of Scentre in relation to broader matters on the 

Commercial Chapter.  Mr Phillips' evidence for Scentre set out his 

support for the Council's amendments to the Commercial Chapter of 8 

April 2015 and the planning rationale for the relief he supports beyond 

those amendments.  His specific evidence for Avonhead addresses its 

concerns in respect of the street scene rule 15.2.3.3. 
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1.6 Avonhead now largely supports the objectives and policies, as revised 

in the rebuttal evidence of Mr Stevenson for the Council.  Its key 

outstanding concerns relate to the rules and assessment criteria, 

primarily the remaining level of urban design prescription in the 

Commercial Chapter.   

1.7 Avonhead's other key concern in respect of the rules and assessment 

criteria related to rule 15.2.3.3, which covers Key Pedestrian 

Frontages and sets requirements for buildings up to the road 

boundary, verandahs and glazing.  Avonhead sought either a 

reduction in the extent to which the rule applied to its site, or the 

removal of these controls in respect of its site.  The rebuttal evidence 

of Mr Stevenson has accepted this relief, and Avonhead is therefore 

now in agreement with the Council in respect of this specific matter.  

1.8 In terms of the remaining relief sought to the rules and assessment 

criteria, in our submission that relief (covered in Mr Phillips' evidence 

for Scentre) is the most efficient and appropriate to achieve the 

necessary balance between good urban design outcomes and the 

functional and operational requirements of commercial activities, and 

should therefore be accepted. 

 

Dated 18 May 2015 

 

Daniel Minhinnick 

Counsel for Avonhead Mall Limited 


