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MAY IT PLEASE THE HEARINGS PANEL 

1. This memorandum is filed on behalf of Liquigas Limited (Liquigas), in 

response to the Hearings Panel’s minute of 23 November 2015 regarding the 

revised version of Chapter 12 Hazardous Substances and Contaminated Land  

(Revised Proposal) of the proposed Christchurch Replacement District Plan, 

submitted to the Panel by Christchurch City Council and the Crown. 

2. We respond to the Panel’s direction requesting the parties to these 

proceedings to indicate whether they are in agreement with the Revised 

Proposal, and if not, identify any areas of disagreement.   

3. Liquigas generally supports the Revised Proposal in so far as it addresses 

issues of reverse sensitivity and risk management in relation to major hazard 

facilities.   

4. Liquigas, however, does not support the inclusion of the proposed sunset 

clause at Rule 12.1.2.2.4 NC2 which provides that this rule shall cease to have 

effect after 31 March 2019 should a plan change based on the findings of a 

quantitative risk assessment (QRA) not have been undertaken.  

5. It is submitted that the proposed sunset clause is inappropriate, particularly 

with respect to Liquigas’ Woolston Depot, for two reasons: 

(a) Liquigas has an existing QRA for its Woolston Depot.  As Mr Damian 

Phillis explained in his evidence at the hearing of this chapter, this QRA 

remains valid in terms of its representation of the Liquigas site given 

that no modifications have been carried out at the site that would 

change the QRA results.  On this basis, Liquigas submits that there is 

no need for it to update its QRA or engage in a future plan change. 

(b) The proposed sunset clause does not provide certainty about how the 

risks associated with major hazard facilities are to be managed.  The 

rule as proposed has the potential to result in a vacuum in the plan that 

fails to address these risks.  The management of hazardous substances 

concerns public health and safety.  The consequences of not managing 

these risks appropriately are potentially great.  Further, such a vacuum 

would be inconsistent with the Panel’s decisions on the strategic 
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directions chapter of the plan.  In particular, objective 3.3.12 which 

provides for the avoidance of adverse effects on strategic infrastructure, 

and objective 3.3.14(b) which recognises the need to avoid conflicts 

between incompatible activities where they may be significant adverse 

effects on health and safety.        

6. It is submitted that the proposed sunset clause of Rule 12.1.2.2.4 should be 

deleted, or in the alternative, the rule should recognise that the Risk 

Management Area for Liquigas’ Woolston Depot is based on an existing QRA 

and therefore does not require a future plan change.   

7. Liquigas’ position on the Revised Proposal was shared with the Council in 

response to the Council’s draft Revised Proposal that was circulated to the 

parties on 6 November 2015. 

8. Liquigas does not intend to file any further evidence on this matter.  

9. Liquigas would be happy to address this matter further in closing legal 

submissions if required. 

Dated at Auckland this 26th day of November 2015 

 

 

 

 

___________________________ 

A F Theelen 

Counsel for LIQUIGAS LIMITED 

 

 


