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1. INTRODUCTION 

1.1 My name is Neil Lindsay Sheerin.  My qualifications, experience and role in 

this hearing are as stated in paragraphs 1.1 to 1.4 and 3.1 to 3.8 of my 

Evidence in Chief dated 23 January 2015. 

1.2 I confirm that I have complied with the Environment Court’s Practice Note 

2014 when preparing my rebuttal evidence. 

2. SCOPE 

2.1 My rebuttal evidence is filed in response to the Evidence in Chief of Adele 

Mary Radburnd on behalf of Christchurch City Council dated 30 January 

2015. 

3. RESPONSE TO COUNCIL EVIDENCE 

3.1 Ms Radburnd (in summary) opposes1 the modifications to the Minister for 

Social Development’s ("Minister") designations for the Residential Treatment 

Centre at Yaldhurst and the Care and Protection Residential Centre – South 

at Burwood.  Ms Radburnd considers that general construction conditions on 

the designations should remain in the event the facilities need to be 

reconstructed or the sites re-developed to ensure there are suitable 

conditions to control construction activity, and will inform the Council’s 

consideration of future Outline Plans under Section 176A of the RMA.  For 

these reasons Ms Radburnd considers the designations should be rolled over 

without modification. 

3.2 I agree that the designations should be rolled over, but I do not agree that the 

designations should be rolled over without modification, for the following 

reasons. 

3.3 The deletions or modifications sought by the Minister (and described in and 

attached to my evidence in chief) are to designation conditions that were 

related to the initial construction of the current facilities.  In the case of the 

Residential Treatment Centre at Yaldhurst, the construction related 

conditions were appropriate as this was a ‘greenfields’ development.  In the 

case of the Care and Protection Residential Centre at Burwood, the 

construction related conditions were appropriate as this involved a significant 

redevelopment of an existing Ministry site.   

                                                
1 In paragraphs 3.3(b) and 7.24 to 7.26 of the Evidence in Chief of Ms Radburnd 
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3.4 However, as both facilities are existing and have been operational for a 

considerable number of years, such construction related conditions are 

obsolete as they have already been given effect to and complied with.  They 

are therefore no longer appropriate or necessary. 

3.5 Such construction related conditions related to facilities conceived, planned 

and developed a considerable number of years ago.  In the event the 

facilities may need to be reconstructed or the sites re-developed at some 

unknown time in the future, those particular construction related conditions 

may no longer be appropriate.  

3.6 The conditions on the designations that need to be retained relate to the 

ongoing operation and maintenance of the current facilities, and no 

significant changes in this regard are proposed. 

3.7 I have considerable experience in the preparation of Outline Plans for works 

on designated sites.  In my experience Outline Plans typically include 

measures to mitigate a range of actual or potential adverse environmental 

effects including construction effects.  The Outline Plan process allows the 

Council to compare any actual or potential effects of any future 

reconstruction or redevelopment and request changes if necessary.  In my 

experience this is usual, and the absence of construction related conditions 

on a designation does not affect, or preclude, such considerations from 

occurring. 

3.8 The Minister could have elected to roll the designations over without 

modification.  However, this was not considered appropriate or necessary, for 

the reasons outlined in my evidence.  

3.9 I also note no submissions were lodged in respect of the rollover of the 

modified Designations.   

4. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION 

4.1 In my opinion the Minister’s modified designation conditions represent an 

appropriate set of conditions for these facilities. 

4.2 Based on my preceding evidence, in my opinion the rollover of the modified 

Designations into the Replacement Plan should therefore be confirmed.  

 

Neil Lindsay Sheerin 

4 February 2015 


