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MEMORANDUM OF COUNSEL FOR THE SUBMITTERS

May it please the Panel:

Introduction
1 This memorandum is filed on behalf of various submitters that were 

seeking particular sites be re-zoned through the District Review 
process (from residential to a zoning more consistent with the 
existing business use of the relevant sites).

2 It has been prepared following discussions with the Christchurch 
City Council (the Council), following which the submitters 
understand that the relief sought in their respective submissions in 
terms of zoning of their properties has been accepted by the 
Council. 

3 In this regard:

3.1 Satisfactory relief has been agreed (and there are no other 
submitters in opposition) in relation to the submissions by:

(a) House of Merivale Limited (125 Aikmans Road, 
being the current Frobisher Interior design business), 
469;

(b) Kilmarnock Enterprises Limited (32 Riccarton Road 
– a disabled persons/woodwork training facility and the 
‘Dux Dine Restaurant’), 598 / F-1302; and

(c) Brents Investments 2008 Limited (2 - 6 Moorhouse 
Avenue – currently a single-storey office building with 
associated car-parking), 795 / F-1267.

and

3.2 Satisfactory relief has been agreed (but there is still one 
submitter in opposition) in relation to the submissions by:

(a) Working Style Properties Limited (242 Papanui 
Road –being the Working Style clothing store), 689/ F-
1428;

(b) Dayeon Properties Limited (222A Papanui Road and 
3 McDougall Avenue – currently short term residential 
accommodation), 757; and

(c) Neuro Sciences Centre Limited (256 Papanui Road – 
being a site for which the submitter holds resource 
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consent to establish and operate a specialist health 
facility), 652.

4 In this regard, Mr Mark Stevenson outlines the Council’s acceptance 
of these various zoning change requests in Attachment C of his 
Statement of Evidence dated 13 April 2015 as follows:

4.1 with regard to Working Style Properties Ltd, Dayeon 
Properties Ltd and Neuro Sciences Centre, land owned by 
these three submitters on the eastern side of Papanui Road 
between Innes Road and St Albans Street is recommended to 
be rezoned from Residential Medium Density to Commercial 
Core;1 

4.2 with regard to House of Merivale, land owned by the 
submitter at 119 Aikmans Road is recommended to be 
rezoned from Residential Medium Density to Commercial 
Core;2 

4.3 with regard to Kilmarnock Enterprises Ltd, land owned by the 
submitter at 32 Riccarton Rd is recommended to be rezoned 
from Residential Suburban to Commercial Mixed Use;3  and

4.4 with regard to Brents Investments 2008 Ltd, land between 
Moorhouse Ave / railway line / Lincoln Road / Detroit Place is 
recommended to be rezoned from Industrial General to 
Industrial Office.4 

5 The submitters are satisfied that the approach recommended by Mr 
Stevenson in relation to their respective submission points provides 
adequately for the relief sought. 

6 Accordingly, unless the Panel has further specific questions or seeks 
any further evidence on the matters outlined above, the submitters 
where there are no other submitters opposing (i.e. those submitters 
listed in paragraph 3.1) wish to notify the Panel of their intention to 
rely on and support the evidence of Mr Stevenson with regard to 
their individual zoning change requests.  

7 For those submitters described in paragraph 3.2 (where there is a 
submitter opposition), those submitters are, in addition to adopting 
the evidence of Mr Stevenson, still intending to prepare brief 
evidence to address the concerns raised and to support the agreed 
position with the Council.  

1 at page 79. 
2 at page 77. 
3 at page 99. 
4 At page 162. 
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8 It is noted that the extent of opposition is limited to a single 
submission from 90 Murray Place opposing the originally proposed 
zoning along this section of Papanui Road (#1121) and a further 
submission from the same submitter opposing the Commercial 
Fringe Zoning for Working Style Properties Limited originally sought 
(#FS241)).  At the time of preparing this memorandum, the 
submitters are not aware of any desire by the submitter to actively 
participate in the hearing process.

Directions sought
9 In light of the position reached with the Council (and the submitters’ 

intention simply to rely on the evidence provided by Mr Stevenson), 
the submitters respectfully seek the leave of the Hearing Panel to 
the extent that:

9.1 the submitters described in paragraph 3.1:

(a) no longer wish to call their evidence (instead adopting 
that of Mr Stevenson) in the Industrial and Commercial 
proposal hearing (subject to the comments set out in 
paragraph 10 and 11) below); and

(b) they wish to withdraw from formal site-specific 
mediation (in respect of which all submitters have 
previously notified the Secretariat that they wish to 
attend),

9.2 the submitters described in paragraph 3.2:

(a) still want to be heard, but only to the extent that a 
small brief is being prepared to address potential 
concerns raised by the submitter in opposition.  If that 
submitter produces no evidence and does not intend to 
be heard then they would similarly seek leave to not be 
heard in the Industrial and Commercial proposal 
hearing; and

(b) they wish to withdraw from formal site-specific 
mediation (on the understanding that the submitter in 
opposition has not provided notice that they wish to 
attend).

10 Against the above, the submitters respectfully wish to reserve their 
positions in respect of providing further rebuttal should opposition to 
the Council’s recommendations on the part of other submitters 
arise.  At the time of this memorandum the submitters are not 
aware of any other person (other than 1121/FS-1241) preparing 
evidence contrary to the position put forward by Mr Stevenson in 
respect of the submitters’ land. 
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11 Equally, as is consistent with the position above, if there are other 
matters in respect of which the Hearing Panel wishes clarification 
then the submitters again emphasise that they are happy to provide 
it.

 

Dated: 21 April 2015 

JM Appleyard/BG Williams
Counsel for Working Style Properties Limited, 
Dayeon Properties Limited, House of Merivale,  
Neuro Sciences Centre Limited, Kilmarnock 
Enterprises Limited, and Brents Investments 
2008 Limited


