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Introduction 

1. My name is Lynda Marion Weastell Murchison. I have the qualifications and 

experience as set out in my statement of evidence for the Strategic Directions 

hearing dated 25 November 2014. 

2. I am familiar with the Code of Conduct for Expert Witnesses in the Environment 

Court Practice Note (2014) and confirm that I have complied with it in preparing 

this evidence. In particular I confirm that my evidence is within my area of 

expertise and the opinions I have expressed are my own except where I have 

stated that I have relied on the evidence of other people. I have not omitted any 

facts known to me that may be material in influencing my evidence.  

 
Scope of Evidence 

3. My evidence assesses the changes sought to Chapter 1 of the Christchurch 

Replacement Plan (Plan) in submissions by Te Rūnanga and ngā rūnanga; being 

the papatipu rūnanga who represent those who hold mana whenua over the areas 

covered by the Plan. 

Assessment 

4. In making my assessment I have considered the planning framework set out in the 

Resource Management Act 1991 (RMA) and the Canterbury Earthquake Recovery 

Act 2012 (CERA 2012), including:  

(i) The Order in Council and the Minister’s Letter of Intent; 

(ii) The Land Use Recovery Plan; 

(iii) The Natural Environment Recovery Programme for Greater Christchurch; 

(iv) The Canterbury Regional Policy Statement (Canterbury RPS) as 

amended by Chapter 6 Recovery and Rebuilding of Greater Christchurch; 

and 

(v) Mahaanui – Iwi Management Plan 2013. 

5. I have also considered the provisions of the Ngāi Tahu Claims Settlement Act 

1998 (NTCSA) and Decision 1 of the Independent Hearings Panel – Strategic 

Directions and Strategic Outcomes. 
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Executive Summary  

6. The changes sought to Chapter 1 of interest to Te Rῡnanga/nga rῡnanga can be 

found under Section 3 Ngāi Tahu Mana Whenua and may be summarised as: 

(i) The explanation of Ngāi Tahu values and concepts in natural resource 

management; 

(ii) The description of Ngāi Tahu’s Treaty settlement with the Crown and the 

structure of the mandated representatives of Ngāi Tahu whānui being Te 

Rῡnanga and papatipu rῡnanga; and 

(iii) The description of areas within the Christchurch District that are given 

special status in the NTCSA. 

7. I am in agreement with the changes sought to Chapter 1 Introduction that have 

been agreed between the Crown, the Council and Te Rῡnanga. I understand this 

revised version of Chapter 1 (Amended Chapter 1) will be provided to the Panel 

by the Council by way of memorandum.   

Explanation of Ngāi Tahu Concepts  

7.  The Amended Chapter 1 includes a section describing common Ngāi Tahu 

concepts in natural resource management. This addition to Chapter 1 was 

requested in the Te Rῡnanga/nga rῡnanga submission along with the deletion of 

several terms from Chapter 2. The reason for the submission is that many Ngāi 

Tahu concepts are not readily translated into a single word or short definition, and 

are better explained in cultural context. 

8.  In my view, terms only need to be included in the definitions section of the Plan if 

they relate to words used in a rule, where a precise definition is needed to interpret 

or apply the rule. 

9. My understanding is that the Ngāi Tahu concepts described in the Amended 

Chapter 1 are used either in general text in the plan or in objectives, policies or 

occasionally as matters of discretion in the Plan. Therefore in my view the more 

detailed descriptions of these terms set out in Chapter 1 is appropriate.  

10. This approach is consistent with the approach in the Canterbury RPS and the 

proposed Canterbury Land and Water Regional Plan. 
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11.  The addition of an explanation for customary uses and customary access comes 

from the mediated outcome of submissions on the provisions for subdivision (as 

addressed in the evidence of Ms Stevens dated 24 June 2015). 

Description of Ngāi Tahu Treaty Settlement and Mandated Representation 

11. Chapter 1 as notified included a description of papatipu rῡnanga. Te Rῡnanga 

submitted on this section to include additional information explaining the Treaty 

settlement between Ngāi Tahu and the Crown and the relationship between Te 

Rῡnanga and papatipu rῡnanga. 

12. This information was assessed in my evidence-in-chief on Chapter 3 – Strategic 

Directions due to the overlap between the Ngāi Tahu mana whenua sections in 

Chapters 1 and 3 of the Plan. 

13. The Amended Chapter 1 has been drafted considering Decision 1 from the 

Independent Hearings Panel (Chapter 3), and discussions between Te Rῡnanga 

and the Crown in relation to the words describing the Treaty settlement from the 

relief sought in the Te Rῡnanga/nga rῡnanga submission. 

14. In my opinion this section adds value to the Plan in two ways: 

(i) Explaining how the Crown’s Treaty obligations provide the basis for the 

statutory duties to Māori in the RMA and Ngāi Tahu’s interest in the Plan; 

and 

(ii) Describing the relationship between Te Rῡnanga and nga rῡnanga when 

consulting on planning matters. 

15. I believe the wording shown in the Amended Chapter 1 is appropriate to illustrate 

these matters without repeating the matters contained in Chapter 3 of the Plan as 

amended by Decision 1. 

Areas of Statutory Acknowledgement 

16. The NTCSA identifies areas within the Ngāi Tahu tākiwa as areas of statutory 

acknowledgement. Under s206 of the NTCSA the Crown acknowledges the 

particular cultural, spiritual, historic, and traditional association of Ngāi Tahu with the 

statutory areas.  

17. Under the NTCSA local authorities have various duties in relation to areas of 

statutory acknowledgement, including: 

(i) Identifying them in their statutory plans (s220); 
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(ii) Forwarding Te Rῡnanga with summaries of any relevant resource 

consent applications (s215); and  

(iii) Have regard to the statutory acknowledgement relating to a 

statutory area in forming an opinion as to whether Te Rῡnanga is 

a person who may be adversely affected by the granting of a 

resource consent for activities within, adjacent to, or impacting 

directly on, the statutory area (s208). 

18. Chapter 1 as notified included Area of Statutory Acknowledgement 71 -Wairewa 

(Lake Forsyth). 

19. The amended Chapter 1 also includes Area of Statutory Acknowledgement 101 - Te 

Tai o Mahaanui (Selwyn-Banks Peninsula Coastal Marine Area). This area of 

statutory acknowledgement is within the boundaries of Christchurch District and will 

be an area adjacent to and potentially impacted upon by resource consents issued 

under the Plan. 

20. The Amended Chapter 1 also acknowledges for completeness the Tōpuni placed on 

Rippa Island under the NTCSA and the amended status of the bed of Te 

Waihora/Lake Ellesmere. 

21. In my view these additions are appropriate to ensure the potential impact of 

resource consent applications on areas of statutory acknowledgment are identified 

and the duty under s220 NTCSA is exercised; and to help address potential cross-

boundary issues.  

 

 

Lynda Murchison 

 30th June 2015 


