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MAY IT PLEASE THE HEARINGS PANEL 

 

1 This memorandum addresses Faulks Investments Limited’s (“Faulks”) further 

participation in the Stage 1 hearings, including the Strategic Directions 

Hearing currently underway, in which its witnesses are due to appear on 10 

December 2014.  It follows mediation on the temporary activity rules, which 

occurred on 3 December 2014. 

2 The formal record of the outcome of the Stage 2 Mediation is yet to be 

finalised, as there is some difference as to what it was understood that the 

Christchurch City Council had accepted.  

3 Counsel for the Christchurch City Council has filed a memorandum with the 

Panel seeking directions concerning which provisions the Panel will not 

consider within the current set of hearings, and which it will consider in the 

Stage 2 hearings.  The request arises in the context of the Temporary 

Activities mediation and the impending hearings for those activities, but in 

Counsel’s submission affects all relief sought concerning the rural zones.   

4 Faulks’ submission concerned only the rural zones.  The rationale behind 

Paragraph 4 of the Council’s memorandum is that Part 1 was notified as not 

affecting the rural zones and as such should not address any matters 

affecting that zone.  Although the memorandum raises this in the context of 

the temporary activities, if it is correct on this point, it must have the same 

consequences for all other relief concerning the rural zones, including that 

sought by Faulks relating to the Strategic Directions Chapter.   

5 Faulks had lodged a submission on Stage 1 because the Strategic Directions 

chapter nevertheless addressed some overarching principles which would 

impact upon the rural zone.   Further, the insertion of Temporary Activities 

only in the urban zones left the inference open that it was not considered 

appropriate to have Temporary Activities outside the urban zones. 

6 At the prehearing conference of 13 November 2014 this Panel clarified that 

where Strategic Directions matters were affected by issues arising in Stage 2, 

the Strategic Directions could be reviewed and reconsidered; to the extent 

appropriate, amendments could be made to address those in Stage 2.  

7 It is understood that, subject to the issue raised in paragraph 2 above, the 

Christchurch City Council accepts that: 
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7.1 It will consider when consulting on and notifying the Stage 2 

provisions, the appropriateness of including for the zones not 

addressed in Stage 1, a permitted activity allowing site-specific 

approvals to continue under the same conditions as granted, until 1 

April 2018; 

7.2 Stage 2 considerations will include any changes to the Strategic 

Directions chapter that may be appropriate to in view of issues 

specific to the stage 2 zones, including the rural zone; 

7.3 The Council and its experts would consider a new policy and activity 

status for resource consent decision making, and non-notification 

status, that would facilitate some temporary activities remaining in 

their temporary location beyond 2018 until 2022, as part of Stage 2 

for the zones being notified in that Stage. 

8 If the Panel determines that all the matters concerning the rural zones are to 

be addressed in Stage 2, then it raises the question as to whether Faulks 

needs to continue to be involved in Stage 1 to pursue the relief it seeks.  It 

may well be that Faulks’ relief is substantially addressed and granted through 

the notification of Stage 2.  If it is not, it seems that Faulks will still be in a 

position to pursue that relief through the Stage 2 hearings.   

9 If the Panel is satisfied that Faulks is able to pursue the relief it seeks in its 

current submission through the Stage 2 hearings, then Faulks can withdraw 

its wish to be heard in all the Stage 1 hearings.  It would then not withdraw its 

submissions or evidence, but would be content for the Panel to consider 

those in the Stage 2 hearings to the extent that they remain relevant and 

have not been amended or withdrawn in view of the notification of Stage 2.   

10 Counsel respectfully seeks an urgent indication from the Panel as to whether 

Faulks will be able to pursue its relief via the Stage 2 hearings, as this will 

determine whether it wishes to be heard on 10 December 2014 and also 

whether it opposes or otherwise the Council’s memorandum. 

Dated  8 December  2014  

 

J M van der Wal 

Solicitor for Faulks Investments Ltd 


