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MAY IT PLEASE THE HEARINGS PANEL 

 

Introduction 

1 These legal submissions are made in response to the Minute issued on 18 June 2015 

entitled Rockfall certification – Natural Hazards proposal.  

2 The Port Hills Property Owners Group (the Group) is appreciative of the opportunity 

to comment on the certification proposal put forward by the Independent Hearing 

Panel.  

3 On the whole, the Group considers the proposed certification process to be a real 

improvement, and goes a long way towards addressing the issues which were raised 

by the Group over the course of the hearing.  

4 However, the Group has several concerns relating to possible technical errors, which 

are outlined below.   

Timeframes 

5 The Group considers that a more appropriate lapsing time for the certificate would be 

5 years, to bring these provisions into line with the resource consent process. Once 

the certificate is issued, the landowner will have to go through the design and 

consenting phase, which can be time consuming. This process includes significant 

financial outlay, and it should not need to be rushed due to a certificate expiring.  

Mitigation 

6 Clause 5.5.1.2 (c)(i)(A) directs a Chartered Professional Engineer to consider, along 

with other matters, “other inputs into those calculations”.  

7 The Group considers that this is not sufficiently clear, and should be amended. This 

passage does not specifically include or exclude mitigation. Mitigation measures will 

reduce the risk from slope instability on the properties they are designed to protect.  

8 The proposal should state explicitly whether “other inputs” includes onsite mitigation 

measures that have been approved by a Chartered Professional Engineer and peer 

reviewed.  

9 Ideally, the Group would like mitigation to be part of the inputs which can be included 

within the calculations. We have attempted to come up with a vires way of doing this, 

but have been unable to do so. If the Panel is able to find a solution that would be 

wholly supported by the Group.  
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10 The Group remains convinced that a discretionary status for any building or structure 

within the Rockfall Hazard Management Area 1 would allow a workable pathway for 

mitigation options to be considered and controlled by way of conditions.  

Dated  24 June 2015  

 

-------------------------------- 

Sarah Watson / Jamie Robinson 

Solicitor for Port Hills Property Owners Group 


