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MAY IT PLEASE THE HEARINGS PANEL 

1 These closing legal submissions are filed on behalf of Reefville 

Properties Limited ("Reefville") in respect of the Commercial Proposal of 

the proposed Christchurch Replacement District Plan (the "Replacement 

Plan").  

2 Reefville's opening legal submissions on the Commercial Chapter gave 

an overview of Reefville's position and the unresolved aspects of 

Reefville's position in relation to the Commercial Retail Park ("CRP") 

provisions.1   

3 Reefville is seeking amendments to the Commercial Retail Park ("CRP") 

provisions of the Replacement Plan, being: 

(a) the inclusion of commercial services as a permitted activity in the 

CRP zone;  

(b) the deletion of the urban design standard for the CRP zone; and 

(c) the rezoning of two of its properties (119A and 121 Briggs Road, 

Shirley) associated with the Homebase site. 

4 Mr Glen Percasky, a Director of Reefville, provided evidence on behalf 

of Reefville, to provide context regarding Reefville's operations affected 

by the Commercial Proposal and to support Reefville's request to rezone 

the two sites.2   

5 Reefville also presented evidence and legal submissions in relation to 

the rezoning of the sites to the Hearings Panel at the Residential 

Chapter hearing.3   

 

Urban design standards 

6 Reefville opposes the inclusion of urban design standards in the CRP 

zone on the basis that such standards are unnecessary and impractical.4  

                                                

1
 Opening legal submissions on behalf of Reefville Properties Limited in respect of the 

Commercial Proposal dated 19 May 2015.  
2
 Statement of Evidence of Mr Glen Percasky dated 24 April 2015 and Transcript Day 6 
– 20 May 2015, at 850. 
3
 Statement of Evidence of Mr Glen Percasky dated 30 March 2015; Opening Legal 

Submissions on behalf of Reefville Properties Limited in respect of the Residential 
Proposal dated 10 April 2015; and, Closing Legal Submissions on behalf of Reefville 
Properties Limited in respect of the Residential Proposal dated 22 April 2015.  
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Mr Percasky considered that the addition of urban design controls in the 

CRP zone would be "adding layers of bureaucracy and cost" and instead 

the Council "should be promoting development".5 

7 It is submitted that the inclusion of urban design assessment standards 

in the CRP zone is not consistent with the Statement of Expectations, 

which anticipates the Replacement Plan to significantly reduce reliance 

on consent processes.6   

 

Commercial Services 

8 Reefville maintains that commercial services should be a permitted 

activity in the Commercial Retail Park zone.  Providing for commercial 

services in the CRP zone reflects the current and established retail park 

status quo.7  

9 The Council's case is that allowing for commercial services in the CRP 

zone would undermine the large format role of the CRP zone and may 

affect the primacy of the Central City and the centres-based approach of 

the Replacement Plan.8  However, it is submitted that this position is 

overstated, given that the status quo has not resulted in a proliferation of 

commercial services at Homebase.  As Mr Percasky said, in relation to 

the current unconstrained provision of commercial services activities at 

Homebase, "if it ain't broke, don't fix it."9 

10 It is submitted that allowing for commercial services as a permitted 

activity, with no activity specific standards, is consistent with the 

Statement of Expectations, better enables people and communities to 

provide for their economic and social wellbeing, and for the efficient use 

and development of resources.  

 

 

                                                                                                                              

4
 Statement of Evidence of Mr Percasky dated 24 April 2015 at [32]. 

5
 Transcript, p 857, line 5.  

6
 Statement of Expectations.  

7
 Statement of Evidence of Mr Percasky dated 24 April 2015 at [17] to [23]. 

8
 Statement of Evidence of Mr Stevenson dated 13 April 2015 at [21.23]; Statement of 

Rebuttal Evidence of Mr Stevenson dated 1 May 2015 at [39.2]; Opening Legal 
Submissions on behalf of the Chirstchurch City Council dated 8 May 2015 at [4.3], [4.5] 
[4.14].  
9
 Transcript, p 853, line 33. 
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Zoning 

11 Reefville opposes the proposed Residential Suburban zoning of 119A 

and 121 Briggs Road.  Zoning these sites as CRP would be consistent 

with the wider zoning of the Homebase site.  CRP zoning of these sites 

would also better reflect the underlying (existing and consented) use of 

these two sites for non-residential purposes, compared to the proposed 

residential zoning.   

12 Mr Percasky confirmed, in response to questions from the Hearings 

Panel, that if the Access and Swale sites were rezoned, Reefville would 

not have an issue with the properties being "tagged" in relation to their 

consented uses.10 

 

Conclusion 

13 Reefville maintains its position in relation to the provision of commercial 

services, deletion of the urban design standards, and the rezoning of its 

properties at 119A and 121 Briggs Road to CRP.  

 

 

Dated this 10th day of June 2015  

 

............................................................ 

K J Wyss 

Solicitor for Reefville Properties Limited 

 

 

 

                                                

10
 Transcript, page 860, lines 25-40.  


