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1. My full name is John Maurice Glennie.  I am an environmental planning consultant with 30 

years  experience in land, water, and air management,  but I am presenting this statement  

in my capacity as Deputy Chair of the Styx Living Laboratory Trust Board of Management 

(SLLT).  

2. I have been a member of the SLLT since 2003 and Deputy Chair since 2006. 

3. Executive Summary 

 The Styx River catchment is undergoing rapid development from a largely rural catchment to 

 one that is largely urbanised. The Styx Vision 2000 – 2040, adopted by the Christchurch City 

Council, has as Visions 1 and 2 to achieve a “Viable springfed river ecosystem” and to 

“Create a source to sea experience”.  The Replacement Plan does not adequately recognise 

the importance of recreation and amenity values of Christchurch’s urban rivers, including the 

Styx River.  Ahead of further development in the Styx, the new Plan needs to have clear 

objectives, policies and rules that secure adequate setbacks from the banks on both sides of 

the river to provide sufficient width for a riparian corridor that: 

 helps maintain or improve river water quality; 

  maintains or improves riparian/aquatic ecosystems;  

  functions as an ecological corridor, source to sea; and  

  accommodates walking and cycling tracks.   

The Replacement Plan setbacks in Appendix 8.6.1 do not provide an adequate corridor 

width and do not cover the full length of rural parts of the Styx that will soon be urbanised.  
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4. The Styx Living Laboratory Trust (SLLT) was established to oversee the development of the 

Styx Living Laboratory, one of the cornerstones of the Styx Vision 2000 – 2040 (see original 

submission).  Objectives of the Styx Living Laboratory Trust include raising awareness of the 

Styx River and its environs along with maximising opportunities for research and learning.  

Volunteers regularly monitor a range of aquatic and riparian ecosystem values, and the Trust 

is involved with promoting research and understanding of the Styx river system. It therefore 

has a strong interest in ensuring that urbanisation of the catchment is undertaken in ways 

that maintain and enhance the Styx River as a high quality urban river system that can be an 

ongoing place of learning and public enjoyment.  

 

5. The Trust wants the Replacement Plan to have a strong coherent framework that flows 

from: 

 objectives with outcomes that maintain or enhance the ecological, recreation and 

amenity values of Christchurch’s urban rivers, including the Styx River; 

 to policies that clearly state what the Plan is going to do to provide for ecological, 

recreation and amenity values; 

 to rules and standards for the Styx River that are going to help achieve the 

ecological, recreational and amenity outcomes in the objective 

 

6. Section 3.4 identifies key issues and opportunities that provide a context for the Strategic 

Directions. Sub section 3.4.4.6 Natural and cultural heritage states:  “Valued resources 

include indigenous biodiversity, ecosystems, mahinga kai, ecological and manawhenua 

corridors …”. 

 The Trusts submission supports this sub section . 

 

7. Strategic Direction 3.5.3 Enhancing the health and wellbeing of communities, recognises the 

need to provide for walking networks (3.5.3.4) and access to rivers(3.5.3.5) 

 

8. Strategic Direction 3.5.4.1 Valuing and protecting natural environments states:  “strong 

direction is provided for protecting and enhancing the district’s ecosystems and indigenous 

biodiversity …” 

 

9. Strategic Direction 3.5.4.2 Water/wai quality and quantity are protected and enhanced, is 

deficient because it is too narrow in terms of the community values relating to urban water 

ways and their aquatic ecosystem values.  The existing text focusses on water to drink, 

cultural wellbeing of tangata whenua, and economic activity. This is appropriate, but it 

should also include reference other important water way values of ecological health,  

recreation and amenity. The Replacement Plan has a vital role in helping manage land use 

effects close to water bodies, but to be fully effective and integrated, it needs to recognise 

all the key values to be protected and managed. Failure to “get it right” at the Strategic 

Direction level can then limit what follows through in the objectives and policies.  The Trust 

therefore requested in its submissions that 3.5.4.2 be amended as follows: 

 

 “…the cultural wellbeing of tangata whenua, recreation and amenity values, ecological 

health of waterbodies, and to support economic activity.” 



 

10. Flowing from these Strategic Directions, Objective 3.6.2 Development form and function,  

states:  

“(a) An integrated pattern of development and well-functioning urban form that: 

(v) links green and open spaces to enhance indigenous biodiversity and flora fauna corridors, 

and recreational and access opportunities” 

 

11. The Trust submission supports clause (v) but we failed to include in our submission the fact 

that there is no policy directly flowing from Objective 3.6.2 that will help achieve outcome  

(v). It is an example of the link between objectives and policies not always being coherent. 

 

12. 3.6.4 Objective – Natural and cultural environment, identifies what a high quality outcome 

for the natural and cultural environment for Christchurch would look like. Surprisingly there 

is no mention of Christchurch’s urban waterways. They help define Christchurch  - no other 

city in New Zealand has such rivers. The Avon River, one of the most commonly represented 

natural features in tourism publicity about Christchurch, isn’t even mentioned yet it and the 

Heathcote have been an integral part of Christchurch’s identity since settlement. As the Styx 

River catchment becomes fully urbanised, it too will become part of Christchurch’s identity. 

The Trust’s submission requests an amendment to Objective 3.6.4 (a)(ii)(A) as follows: 

 “ …outstanding natural features and natural landscapes including the Waimakariri, 

Heathcote, Avon and Styx rivers, Lake Ellesmere…” 

13. Parts of Objective 3.6.4 do have helpful clauses such as (a)(i) referring to “networks of public 

open space and recreation opportunities”, and in (a)(iii) to “special character and amenity 

values, including the general prominence of planting and natural features…”.  However, as 

stated in paragraph 12 above, the three urban rivers are not included in the identified list of 

natural features so it is uncertain whether riparian amenity values of the three urban rivers 

are intended to be included.  

  

14. Policy 3.6.4.1 – Freshwater features and values implements Objective 3.6.4. It appropriately 

requires esplanade reserves and strips but only “…where necessary to protect natural and 

cultural and manawhenua values.”   

 As stated earlier, it is important that the Plan is coherent and consistent between the 

strategic directions, objectives, policies, and rules. The Plan provisions referred to highlight 

the importance of the rivers, their values, and why they need to be protected and enhanced. 

But there is a disconnect between those statements and Policy 3.6.4.1, the policy that leads 

directly to determining the width of the riparian corridors and therefore their likely success.  

 The words used do not adequately reflect the extent of the reasons for having these strips 

and reserves set aside. To ensure that subdivision and consents processes do not overlook 

them, it is important that they be explicitly stated to avoid mis-interpretation or narrowing 

of the policies intent.  



 The Trusts submission requests that Policy 3.6.4.1(d) be amended as follows: 

“…and development setbacks where necessary to protect natural, recreational, amenity, 

cultural and manawhenua values.” 

15. Policy 3.6.4.1 refers to “…cultural and manawhenua values” . Elsewhere in the Plan, tangata 

whenua and Ngai Tahu are referred to, often along with the word “cultural”. The language 

has created uncertainty as to whether matters of concern to the Trust are included within 

the term “cultural”. Does it have a broad meaning and reflect cultural values of the whole 

community, where culture could include recreation and amenity, or is it implicitly linked to 

Ngai Tahu cultural values? 

The Trust makes no comment about the appropriate terminology with respect to Ngai Tahu, 

manawhenua or tangata whenua, other than consistent use of one term if it covers all three 

is simpler for Plan users.   

The Trust requested that the Plan be amended to clarify the scope of “culture”  but did not 

offer specific solutions in its submission.   

 

 

John Glennie 

25 November 2014 

 


