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MAY IT PLEASE THE PANEL:

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1 These submissions on behalf of the Christchurch City Council (Council) 
address any outstanding issues raised by submitters regarding the Council 

and Crown's agreed Revised Hazardous Substances and Contaminated 

Land Proposal (Revised Proposal) dated 16 November 2015 and the 

corresponding section 32 reports.

1.2 The context for these submissions is the Panel's interim decision dated 16 

October 2015, the subsequent engagement with various parties as outlined 

in the Revised Proposal and associated documents, and the joint 

memorandum for the Council and Crown dated 27 November 2015 in 

response to the Panel's minute dated 23 November 2015.

1.3 We have had the benefit of considering the closing submissions filed by 

the Crown on 4 December 2015.  The Council is content with the Crown's 

analysis and conclusions, particularly in paragraphs 12 – 37 of its closing 

submissions.  As such, it does not intend to duplicate that analysis and will 

focus primarily on the submissions filed by two submitters, namely the Oil 

Companies and Liquigas Limited.  It will also address a matter raised by 

Orion New Zealand Limited in its memorandum dated 27 November 2015.

2. THE OIL COMPANIES' POSITION

2.1 The concerns of the Oil Companies appear to have been largely 

addressed by the Revised Proposal, and the only outstanding matter 

relates to the extent of the Risk Management Area at Lyttelton.

2.2 Given the recent gazettal of the Lyttelton Port Recovery Plan, the issue is 

whether the Risk Management Area needs to apply to two areas of land 

which are outside the Port Zone.  Paragraph 2.7 of the Oil Companies' 

closing submissions outlines the reasons why the Oil Companies consider 

that the Risk Management Area should be extended to non-Port land.
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2.3 The Council's position is that it does not consider that there is sufficient 

evidence to support the extension of the Risk Management Area and 

hence a Quantitative Risk Assessment (QRA) to the residual areas 

surrounding the Port Zone.  It is possible that any QRA to be prepared for 

the Port Zone could include the residual areas adjoining the tank farm1.  It 

is however the Council's view that, at this stage, there is no appropriate 

basis for an extension of the overlay to the identified areas.

3. LIQUIGAS' POSITION

3.1 Liquigas takes issue with a sunset clause being proposed with regard to a 

Risk Management Area around its Woolston facility, on the basis that it has 

an existing and valid QRA.  The alternative relief it seeks is an exclusion 

from a sunset clause rule.  

3.2 The Council's position is that the sunset clause remains appropriate and no 

exclusion is required in respect of the Liquigas depot.  The existing QRA 

for Liquigas' depot is 7 years old and was developed before the 

earthquakes.  In that regard, the Council continues to rely on the evidence-

in-chief of Mr Schaffoener2and his rebuttal evidence3 discussing the need 

for an updated QRA for this facility. 

4. ORION INFRASTRUCTURE

4.1 While no closing submissions were filed on behalf of Orion New Zealand 

limited, it is noted that the issue of corridor protection for its strategic 

electricity distribution lines was raised in its memorandum dated 27 

November 2015.  

4.2 The Council's position is that it would be appropriate to include corridor 

protection for Orion's strategic electricity distribution in a non-complying 

activity rule.  This would make the position for Orion's strategic electricity 

1 Note that this is initiative is likely to commence shortly, as noted in para 2.7(f) of the Oil Companies' closing submissions
2 Schaffoener EIC, paragraph 7.6 
3 Schaffoener rebuttal, section 5.0
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distribution lines consistent with other chapters of the proposed 

Replacement District Plan.

DATED 7 December 2015

_____________________

____________________

J G A Winchester
Counsel for Christchurch City Council


