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MAY IT PLEASE THE PANEL  

1 This memorandum is filed on behalf of KI Commercial Limited (the submitter) 

in response to the Minute of the Panel dated 18 June 2015 on the rockfall 

certification process for the natural hazards proposal.  

2 The submitter does not have a direct interest in rockfall. However, it does 

have an interest in cliff collapse management areas, which directly affect two 

of its properties at 2 Cannon Hill Crescent and 51 Heberden Ave. It lodged 

submission and evidence on these matters and participated in the hearings 

on the natural hazards proposal.  

3 In relation to 2 Cannon Hill Crescent, the outcome that the submitter sought 

was a process that enabled the cliff collapse management area to be 

effectively removed from the property to allow for permitted activities in the 

event that the risk associated with that hazard was assessed as being 

acceptable. This is the same outcome that the rockfall certification process 

appears intended to achieve.  

4 The submitter therefore wishes to record its support for the approach that is 

outlined in the Panel’s minute. In the event the Panel decides to adopt such 

an approach for rockfall, the submitter requests that the same or similar 

approach be applied for cliff collapse management areas where the Annual 

Individual Fatality Risk (AIFR) is assessed at being at an acceptable level.  

5 It is submitted that much of the proposed wording would remain applicable to 

cliff collapse, with the key change being to the methodology specified in 

clause 5.5.1.2(c). In particular, the reference to the GNS rockfall report would 

need to be replaced to the equivalent GNS cliff collapse report, which sets 

out the methodology for assessing the risk of cliff collapse.  

6 We note that this methodology was applied by Mr Charters on behalf of the 

submitter to complete a site specific risk assessment for 51 Heberden Ave, 

as discussed in his evidence dated 20 February 2015.  Based on this 

assessment, Dr Wright on behalf of the Council agreed that the AIFR for that 

property was below the acceptable threshold. It is submitted that this 

demonstrates that a similar certification process is a viable approach to 

adopt for cliff collapse hazards.  
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7 In relation to the vires of this certification approach for both rockfall and cliff 

collapse, it is submitted that the approach that is proposed is appropriate and 

within the Panel’s jurisdiction. It provides for objective criteria through the 

use of a specified AIFR and a certification process with a defined 

methodology to be carried out by a person with specified qualifications and 

experience. Further comment on jurisdictional issues is provided in the 

closing submissions on behalf of the submitter dated 17 March 2015. 

8 It is recognised that the above comments go somewhat beyond the limited 

comments that were requested in the Minute of the Panel. However, they are 

provided to draw the Panel’s attention to this issue and promote a consistent 

approach to slope instability hazards within the natural hazards proposal.  
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