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MAY IT PLEASE THE PANEL: 

 

Introduction and jurisdiction 

 

1. The purpose of this application filed on behalf of the Christchurch City Council 

(Council) is to respectfully request the Panel to make corrections to its 

Decision 17: Stage 2 Residential, dated 11 March 2015.   

 

2. The Council has liaised with counsel for the Crown, in preparing this 

application. 

 

Clause 16 of Schedule 3 of Order in Council 

 

3. As the Panel is aware, it has a power under clause 16 of Schedule 3 of the 

Order in Council to make minor corrections to its decisions and proposals.  For 

ease of reference, clause 16 states: 

 

16 Minor corrections  

(1) The hearings panel may, at any time, issue an amendment to a decision to 

correct a minor mistake or defect in a decision of the panel. 

(2) This power includes the power to amend or correct a proposal, provided that 

the amendment or correction is made before the proposal becomes operative 

in accordance with clause 16 of this order. 

 

4. The Panel discussed the scope of this power in its decision to make minor 

corrections to Decision 9 Temporary Activities 6A, 6B and 6C.
1
   

 

5. Because the Panel's jurisdiction has been canvassed previously, we do not 

repeat that discussion in detail here.  In summary however, clause 16 of 

Schedule 3 of the Order in Council is similar to, but not exactly the same as, 

clauses 16 and 20A of Schedule 1 of the RMA.  Clauses 16 and 20A of 

Schedule 1 of the RMA use the words "minor error" rather than "minor mistake 

or defect".  The Environment Court in Re an application by Christchurch City 

Council
2
 said:  

 

                                                                                                                                                
1
  Decision to Make Minor Corrections to Decision on Temporary Activities, dated 22 October 2015, at 

paragraphs [3] to [9].  The Panel also discussed what changes of "no more than minor effect" are for the 
purposes of clause 13(6) in its Decision 9 Temporary Activities 6A, 6B and 6C at para [19] to [25].   

2
  Re an application by Christchurch City Council [1996] NZEnvC 97. 
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An error is simply a mistake or inaccuracy which has crept into the 

plan. The obvious example is a spelling mistake or reference to a 

wrong paragraph number where there can be no doubt what number 

is intended. It is analogous to the use of the slip rule in other Court 

Proceedings. Thus rule 12 of the District Courts Rules 1992 make 

provisions for correction of a judgment which contains a clerical 

mistake or error arising from an accidental slip or omission. The 

fundamental principle applicable to the use of the slip rule is that it 

may only be used to correct a slip in the "expression" of a judgment 

not the "content". 

 

6. The Environment Court determined a change would be within clause 16 of 

Schedule 1 of the RMA if "the draftsperson seeks only to clarify what is clearly 

intended by the document and does not in any way make a change to it which 

alters its meaning".
3
 

 

Requests for corrections under clause 16 of Schedule 3 

 

7. It is submitted that all corrections sought by the Council do not amend the 

content (ie, the merits) of the relevant provisions.  The corrections sought are 

simply to rectify mistakes or inaccuracies or to assist users with navigating the 

Plan, rather than the substance (merits) of the affected provisions.  The 

requested corrections are recorded in Appendix A to this application.  

Appendix A also refers to updated Character Area Overlay numbers which 

are recorded at Appendix C. 

 

Clause 13(5) and (6)(a) of Order in Council 

 

8. In addition to the power to make minor corrections under Schedule 3 clause 16 

of the Order in Council, the Panel also has powers to make corrections to 

earlier decisions through clauses 13(5) and 13(6)(a) of the Order in Council.  

As set out in those sub-clauses, the Panel may direct the Council to make a 

change to an earlier proposal or part of the Replacement District Plan that is of 

no more than minor effect.  The Council has previously provided submissions 

to the Panel on its scope to use clauses 13(5) and 13(6)(a), in particular in the 

context of the Temporary Earthquake Recovery Activities Proposals.
4
  After 

                                                                                                                                                
3
  At page 11. 

4
  Legal Submissions in Response to Minute of 6 July 2015, dated 9 July 2015. 
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considering that it is "necessary or desirable to do so to ensure that the 

replacement district plan is coherent and consistent",
5
 the change must be "of 

no more than minor effect" before it can be made to provisions that have 

already been subject to the Panel's decision.  

 

9. Without repeating the submissions already provided to the Panel in detail, the 

appropriate test can again be taken from the Environment Court in Re an 

Application by Christchurch City Council
6
 where the Court made a distinction 

between altering information on the one hand, and correcting minor errors on 

the other (the latter not being relevant to these sub-clauses).  The Court held 

that whether a change would result in a minor effect relates to whether the 

change might or might not have attracted a submission.  In deciding what 

might or might not attract a submission, the Court said ".. the touchstone 

should be does the amendment affect (prejudicially or beneficially) the rights of 

some member of the public, or is it merely neutral.  If neutral it is a permitted 

amendment under Clause 16, if not so then the amendment cannot be made 

pursuant to Clause 16".
7
 

 

10. Whether a change is of "minor effect" is submitted to be a question of fact and 

requires examination of the likely effects of altering a public document without 

public input.  Appendix A includes some changes where the Council 

considers that it may be appropriate for the Panel to use clause 13(6)(a). 

These changes are described within that appendix.  

 

11. The Council would be happy to provide further submissions on the Panel's 

jurisdiction if that would assist.  

 

                                                                                                                                                
5
  Clause 13(5). 

6
  (1996) ELRNZ 431. 

7
  Ibid, at 440. 
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Requests for clarification, and subsequent corrections 

 

12. The Council also seek clarification on matters relating to provisions, as set out 

in Appendix B to this application.  It is respectfully sought that the Panel's 

position on the matters for clarification are included in its decision on this 

application, if the Panel's position is that changes should be made to the 

Decision text in light of the clarification sought by the Council. 

 

13. In Appendix B below, the Council seeks clarification on whether changes are 

required to the Halswell West ODP (ODP).  The ODP is within the scope of the 

Stage 2 Residential hearing through a submission by Fulton Hogan Limited 

(#2097) to replace the Halswell ODP, and the Stage 2 Subdivision 

Development and Earthworks hearing (no decision issued at the time of filing 

this application).  Changes to the Halswell West ODP have arisen in the 

context of Decision 17 and the proposed residential zoning of the subject land.  

Paragraph 198 of Decision 17 states that a 15m setback/planted buffer is 

required (measured from the far side of the road abutting 19 John Patterson 

Drive) and that there should be access restriction (access cannot be obtained 

from the NZTA road designation that provides access to the John Paterson 

Drive properties).  However, the Decision text does not include any rules to this 

effect.  Should the Panel consider that changes to the ODP are necessary, the 

Council respectfully requests that the Panel record that in its decision on this 

corrections application, and direct the Council to provide an updated ODP to 

replace the versions previously provided through the course of the Subdivision 

and Residential hearings.   

 

14. With regards to the clarification sought in relation to notified Appendix 14.10.13 

Hawthorndon Road ODP, the Decisions version does not include a copy of 

Appendix 14.10.13.  This is a consequence of the Revised Proposals filed by 

the Council throughout the hearing and at the conclusion of the hearing, 

accidentally omitting to include the notified Appendix.  Council apologises for 

not identifying this matter through the course of the hearing.  The Council 

considers that inclusion of Appendix 14.10.13 in the decisions version is 

appropriate.   

 

15. The Council respectfully requests that the decision be corrected so that 

Appendix 14.10.13 is reinstated (however, as a 'Development Plan' rather than 

an 'Outline Development Plan'), as deletion of the Appendix would be an 
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unintended consequence of the Council's error through it not being included in 

revised proposals.  However, as the rule requiring consistency with a 

Development Plan
8
 is located in Chapter 8 (Rule 8.3.2.1 C5) and there is no 

equivalent rule in Chapter 14, it is respectfully submitted that for consistency 

and ease of use reasons, Appendix 14.10.13 logically fits in Chapter 8.    

 

16. For completeness, John Hutton and Graham and Lillian Franks (#2238) made 

a submission seeking to have the subject land (within the Hawthorndon Road 

ODP) rezoned as Residential Suburban (including a small area located outside 

of the RPS Chapter 6 Map A GPA) and the inclusion of an Outline 

Development Plan to provide direction for the areas future subdivision.  That 

submission has been addressed by the Council's and submitter's evidence.
9
   

 

17. A copy of the updated Development Plan, as should have been included in the 

Revised Proposal, is attached as Appendix D.  It is noted that the residential 

development area shown on the updated Development Plan only includes that 

land that is located within a Greenfield Priority Area under the RPS Chapter 6 

Map A, thereby remaining consistent and giving effect to Decision 17.  Further 

details on this matter are included in Appendix B. 

                                                                                                                                                
8
  Note the Council filed a memorandum on 13 May 2016, regarding the definition of Outline Development 

Plan, and consequential changes required to provisions, which includes Rule 8.3.2.1C5 so that it also 
refers to Development Plans.  

9
  Ms Oliver, evidence in chief second statement, Attachment C (Accept / Reject Table), submission point 

2238.3 page 238 and 2238.4 page 239 initially covered the submission points, but incorrectly showed 
submission point 2238.4 as rejected. This was then amended through Ms Oliver's rebuttal evidence, 
Attachment B, where she accepted the relief of both submission points (see page 248) 
Kim McCracken, evidence dated 27 August 2015. 
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Decision 17 maps 

 

18. For completeness, the Council records that a set of Decision 17 maps will be 

filed in due course.  Any points of clarification relating to those maps will be 

identified in the covering memorandum to the maps and, if necessary, the 

Council will also include in that memorandum any associated applications for 

corrections that relate to zoning.  

 

 

DATED 16 May 2016 
 

 

 
__________________________________ 

S J Scott  
Counsel for Christchurch City Council 

 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 



 

 

APPENDIX A 

REQUESTED CORRECTIONS 

Provision  
[page of decision] 

Amendment requested 
(additions in underlined bold text, deletions in strikethrough bold text) 

Policy 14.1.1.1 - Table 14.1.11a 
 
[68] 

Table 14.1.1.1a description of the Residential Small Settlement zone identifies the settlement of 
"Spencer Park" however the correct settlement name is "Spencerville", the table should be updated 
accordingly. 

Policy 14.1.4.9 
 
[76] 

Policy 14.1.4.9 was retained as a placeholder in Decision 10 (with the decision on the Policy to be 
considered in Residential Stage 2).  The content of notified Policy 14.1.4.9 has been incorporated into 
Policy 14.1.4.6, therefore it is considered that Policy 14.1.4.9 (including the [deferred to Stage 2 
Residential] note) can be deleted. 

Policy 14.1.4.10 
 
[76] 

Policy 14.1.4.10 was retained as a placeholder in Decision 10 (with the Policy to be considered in 
Residential Stage 2).  The content of notified Policy 14.1.4.10 has been replaced by clause (b) of 
Policy 14.1.4.7, therefore it is considered that Policy 14.1.4.10 (including the [deferred to Stage 2 
Residential] note) can be deleted. 

14.2.4.6.12 Maximum continuous 
building length 
 
[120] 

The standard would be more clearly a maximum if the words "up to" were deleted, and references to 
additions were clarified, as shown below: 
 
New buildings: up to 15 metres 
Additions to an existing building: up to 10 metres 

14.2.4.6.16 Fences and screening 
 
[122] 

Reference to storage being outside any required 2 metre strip could be clarified and wording made 
consistent to that in the landscaping standard (at 14.2.4.6.17). 
 
Amend standard a as follows: 
 
Screening of outdoor storage areas shall ensure that outdoor storage is not visible from 1.8 metres 
above ground level on any adjoining road or site, and that storage is outside of not located within any 
required 2 metre planted strip along adjoining the road frontage. 
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14.3.4.6.4 Maximum continuous 
building length 
 
[156] 

The standard would be more clearly a maximum if the words "up to" were deleted, and references to 
additions were clarified, as shown below: 
 
New buildings: up to 15 metres 
Additions to an existing building: up to 10 metres 
 

Residential Banks Peninsula Zone 
rule 14.4.4.2 RD3 and RD4 
 
[173]  

Rules RD3 and RD4 both use the words "the erection of dwellings".  The correct terminology should 
be "buildings", which is the terms that is defined in chapter 2 of the pRDP.  The word dwellings is 
not defined.  
 
Amend RD2 and RD3 to read: 
 
RD3(b) 
b. the erection of dwellings a building and accessory buildings, except for new buildings dwellings 
within the Lyttelton Port Influences Overlay Area; and/or 
 
 
RD4(b) 
b.   the erection of dwellings a building and accessory buildings; and/or 
 
 

14.5.3.2 Building height 
 
[188] 

The terminology 'minor dwelling unit' is inconsistent with that used elsewhere in the chapter.  
Reference to the applicable zone is also unnecessary and is inconsistent with the drafting approach 
throughout the rest of the zone chapters. 
 
Amend (2) to read: 
 
Minor dwelling residential units in the Residential Hills Zone 
 

14.7.3.2 Building height 
 
[203] 

The terminology 'minor dwelling unit' is inconsistent with that used elsewhere in the chapter.  
Reference to the applicable zone is unnecessary and is inconsistent with the drafting approach 
throughout the rest of the zone chapters. 
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Amend (2) to read: 
 
Minor dwelling residential units in the Residential Large Lot Zone 
 

Character Area Overlays As a consequence of the removal of the Category 2 Character Areas, the remaining Character Areas 
should be renumbered to accord with a more consecutive and logical numbering based on their spatial 
location. Refer to Attachment C for the recommended consequential changes to the Character Area 
Overlay names and planning map annotations. 
 

Hawthorndon Road ODP  The Decision refers to 77 Hawthorndon Road (at paragraph 284), however the address where the 
rezoning is sought is 100 and 120 Hawthornden Road (as described in the Hutton and Franks 
submission #2238).  The Council seeks a correction be made to paragraph 284 to refer to the correct 
address. 
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APPENDIX B 

MATTERS FOR CLARIFICATION AND CORRECTIONS  

 

Provision  
[page of decision] 

Clarification sought 
(additions in underlined bold text, deletions in strikethrough bold text) 

14.5.2.3 Restricted discretionary 
activities  
 
[183-185] 

The Decision Version has deleted provision for convenience activities, which were a restricted 
discretionary activity in the notified version. It is not clear whether this is intentional or an error 
(there is no discussion in the decision addressing the deletion). 
 
If deletion is in error, include the following restricted discretionary activity: 
 

RD22 Convenience activities a. Residential design principles – 
14.13.1; 
b. Scale of activity - 14.13.5; 
c. Traffic generation and access 
safety - 14.13.6 
d. Hours of operation - 14.13.22; 
 

 

14.7.2.1 P19 Indigenous vegetation 
clearance 
 
[197] 

The Decision Version has deleted the specific application of this activity to the Akaroa Hillslopes 
Density Overlay. It is not clear whether this is intentional or an error (there is no discussion in the 
decision addressing the deletion). Matter for discretion 14.13.25 that relates to non-compliance 
with this rule still includes specific reference to the Akaroa Hillslopes Density Overlay.  If the 
broadening of P19 is intentional, the reference to the overlay area should be removed from RD8 
and 14.13.25.)  
 
If deletion is in error, amend P19 to read: 
 
Indigenous vegetation clearance in the Akaroa Hillslopes Density Overlay 
 

Residential Small Settlement Zone - 
14.8.3.4 Daylight recession planes.  

The notified version of this provision, and the Council's final position on this provision, included 
reference to 2m as a measurement reference.  Given that the decision does not specifically 
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Provision  
[page of decision] 

Clarification sought 
(additions in underlined bold text, deletions in strikethrough bold text) 

  
[217] 
 

discuss removal of the 2m height from the provision, it is considered that this may simply be a 
typographical error.  Therefore, clarification is sought as to whether the underlined text should be 
inserted into the provision: 
 

No part of any building shall project beyond a building envelope contained by a 45 degree 
recession plane measured at any point 2m above any adjoining site boundary, that is not a road 
boundary.  

 

14.8.3.5 Minimum building setbacks 
from internal boundaries 
 
[218] 

The Decision Version has deleted application of the 2 metre setback to the Spencerville Overlay 
Area. It is not clear whether this is intentional or an error (there is no discussion in the decision 
addressing the deletion). 
 
If deletion is in error, amend (2) to read: 
 
Side and rear internal boundaries in the Spencerville Overlay Area  and the Kainga Overlay Areas 
1 and 2 
 

http://proposeddistrictplan.ccc.govt.nz/common/user/contentlink.aspx?sid=41513
http://proposeddistrictplan.ccc.govt.nz/common/user/contentlink.aspx?sid=41513
http://proposeddistrictplan.ccc.govt.nz/common/user/contentlink.aspx?sid=41488
http://proposeddistrictplan.ccc.govt.nz/common/user/contentlink.aspx?sid=41726
http://proposeddistrictplan.ccc.govt.nz/common/user/contentlink.aspx?sid=41691
http://proposeddistrictplan.ccc.govt.nz/common/user/contentlink.aspx?sid=41691
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Provision  
[page of decision] 

Clarification sought 
(additions in underlined bold text, deletions in strikethrough bold text) 

Policies 14.1.6.2 Policy - Community 
activities and facilities and 
14.1.6.7 Policy - Guest 
accommodation. 
 
[78 and 79] 

In paragraph 129 of the Decision, the Panel accepted the Council's Revised Version, apart from 
some minor drafting changes. The Council's Revised Proposal as submitted with its Closing 
Submissions, did not include the recommended changes to policies 14.1.6.2 - Community 
activities and facilities and 14.1.6.7 Policy - Guest accommodation as proposed by Ms Oliver in 
her Supplementary Evidence (refer to paragraph 10.4 of her evidence). Ms Oliver recommended 
the insertion of an additional policy criteria into both these policies to in her opinion "…more 

effectively confine…these defined arterial corridors".
10

   
 
The reason the Council's Revised Proposal attached to closing submissions did not include the 
additional policy criteria was due to a matter of scope, namely that there was no submission to 
support their inclusion. Decision 17 is silent on the position of the Panel on this matter in terms of 
both scope and inclusion.  Clarification is respectfully sought as to whether these changes should 
be included in the provisions, and a decision to that effect, if appropriate.  
 
The specific additional policy wording has been inserted in underlined text to the decisions version 
text below: 
 
14.1.6.2 Policy - Community activities and facilities 
a. Enable community activities and facilities within residential areas to meet community needs 
and encourage co-location and shared use of community facilities where practicable. 

b. Enable larger scale community activities and facilities within defined arterial locations that: 
i.   have a street boundary with a minimum width of 15m and direct frontage to the arterial 

corridor; 

ii. are within walking distance of the central city and suburban commercial centres; 
iii. front onto core public transport routes; and 
iv. are not dominated by residential development. 

Note: This policy also implements Objective 14.1.4 
 
 

                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                    
10

  Sarah Oliver, supplementary evidence Residential Stage 2, dated 2 September 2015, at paragraph 10.4. 
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Provision  
[page of decision] 

Clarification sought 
(additions in underlined bold text, deletions in strikethrough bold text) 

14.1.7.6 Policy Guest accommodation on arterial corridors  
a. Provide for guest accommodation within arterial locations that: 

i. have a street boundary with a minimum width of 15m and direct 
frontage to the arterial corridor; 

ii. are within walking distance of the central city and suburban 
   commercial centres; 
iii. front onto core public transport routes; and 
iv. are not dominated by residential development. 

 
 

Halswell West - ODP  
 
[46 to 47] 

Clarification is respectfully sought as to how paragraphs 190- 198 of Decision 17 are to be given 
effect to in the Replacement District Plan.  Refer to paragraph 10 of the application above. 
 
The Panel's decision, at paragraph 198, states that a 15m setback/planted buffer is required 
(measured from the far side of the road abutting 19 John Patterson Drive) and that there should 
be access restriction (access cannot be obtained from the NZTA road designation that provides 
access to the John Paterson Drive properties). However, the provisions at Schedule 1 to Decision 
17 do not appear to reflect this decision. 
 
In order to give effect to this part of the decision it is considered that the options are: 
 
1) a change to the Halswell West ODP (contained in notified Appendix 8.6.6) which is within the 

scope of the Stage 2 Chapter 8 hearing rather than the Residential Stage 2 proposal; and/or 
 
2) either as new rules under: 

  
(i) the Residential Suburban Zone Rule 14.2.3.7 Minimum building setbacks from 

internal boundaries and railway lines; 14.2.3.9 Road boundary building setback; 
14.2.3.10 Street scene amenity and safety – fences; or   

(ii) to 14.2.4 Area specific rules - Residential Suburban Zone and Residential 
Suburban Density Transition Zone, which includes reference back to the Halswell 
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Provision  
[page of decision] 

Clarification sought 
(additions in underlined bold text, deletions in strikethrough bold text) 

West ODP and a new rule(s).  
  

Option 1 is the preferred option by the Council, as it is considered the most straightforward option 
as building setbacks and landscaping requirements can be given effect to through the subdivision 
consent process (which requires compliance with an outline development plan), more specifically 
through consent conditions and consent notices.  The Council respectfully seeks clarification on 
how the Panel intents to give effect to paragraphs 190-196 of Decision 17.  If the Panel considers 
drafting of new rules is required and would like assistance with drafting, the Council would be 
happy to assist. 

Residential Hills Zone rule 14.2.4.3 
RD11  
 
[110] 
 
 

Rule 14.2.4.3 RD11 has been inserted through Decision 17 to provide for non-compliance with 
rule 14.2.4.6.11- Daylight recession planes. RD11 applies to the Accommodation Community 
Facilities Overlay and the Prestons Road Village Overlay. However, under Decision 10 rule 
14.2.4.4 Area specific discretionary activities D4 applies to the Prestons Road Retirement Village 
Overlay.  This Decision 10 text has been carried over into Schedule 1 of Decision 17, shown as 
greyed out text.  It is unclear whether the activity status for buildings that do not comply with the 
daylight recession plane standards for the Prestons Road Retirement Village Overlay should be 
restricted discretionary (RD11) or discretionary (D4). 
 
Buildings that breach daylight recession planes in other areas in the Residential Zones are 

restricted discretionary activities.
11

 To ensure consistency with other parts of the Chapter 14, it is 
considered that non-compliance with the daylight recession planes for Prestons Road Village 
Overlay should also be a restricted discretionary activity. The Panel's clarification is sought on this 
matter. 
 
Should the Panel agree: 
 
a) Decision 10: would need to be corrected by deleting rule 14.2.4.4 Area specific discretionary 

activities D4 in relation to non-compliance with rule 14.2.4.6.11- Daylight recession planes 

                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                    
11

  In the Residential Suburban Zone and Residential Suburban Density Transition Zone 14.2.2.3 RD20;  In the Residential Medium Density Zone 14.3.2.3 RD15; In the Residential Banks 

Peninsula Zone14.4.2.3 RD7; In the Residential Hills Zone 14.5.2.3 RD13; In the Residential Large Lot Zone 14.7.2.3 RD11; In the Residential Small Settlement Zone 14.8.2.3 RD12. 
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Provision  
[page of decision] 

Clarification sought 
(additions in underlined bold text, deletions in strikethrough bold text) 

Prestons Road Retirement Village Overlay.  
b) Decision 17: would be retained as per the decisions version – ie rule 14.2.4.3 Area specific 

restricted discretionary activity RD11 in relation to the Prestons Rd Retirement Village 
Overlay would apply. 

 
In order to correct Decision 10, the Panel would be required to use its powers under clause 13(5) 
and 13(6) of the Order in Council. 

Appendix 14.10.13 Hawthornden 
Road ODP 

Clarification is sought regarding the Hawthornden Road ODP (this is further detailed in 
paragraphs 11 and 12 of the application above).  The ODP was notified as Appendix 14.10.13 
through Stage 2. However, it was omitted from the various Council Revised Proposals filed in 
advance of and at the conclusion of the Residential Stage 2 Hearing.  It noted that there are no 
rules within the Residential Suburban Zone that rely on the ODP explicitly (noting that the only 
specific rules that relate to the Hawthorndon Road area are rule 14.2.3.7.7 and 14.2.3.7.8 
Minimum building setbacks from internal boundaries and railway lines).   
 
Clarification is respectfully sought on whether the Hawthornden Road ODP is to be included in 
Decision 17.  In addition, it is noted that due to the recommendations through the Residential New 
Neighbourhood hearing that ODPs should only apply to greenfield priority land, the name of the 
notified ODP should be amended to "Hawthornden Road Development Plan".  A replacement 
Hawthornden Road Development Plan has been provided in Attachment D which has been 
updated to fit within the Council's plan format and to specifically identify that the residential 
development area (and consequently the Residential Suburban Zone area) is for that land located 
within the RPS Greenfield Priority Area as depicted on RPS Chapter 6 Map A. 

 



 

27782132_1.docx 
Page 10 

  

APPENDIX C 

 

Schedule of Christchurch Character Areas (Category 1 areas only to be retained) 
 
Notified Character Area number and 
name 

Key Road Names Renumbered to improve Plan Usability  

CA 2 - Beckenham Loop Fisher Avenue, Sandwich Road, Martin Avenue, Malcolm 
Avenue, Corson Avenue, Riverview Street, Birdwood 
Avenue 

New combined area and renumber to - CA4 
Beckenham Loop 

CA 3 - Beckenham Central 

CA 4 - Tainui 
 

Tainui Street, Moana Street, Darley Street Renumber to - CA5 Tainui 

CA 7 - Piko Piko Crescent, Tara Street, Shand Crescent Redefine boundary in accordance with Council 
memorandum (refer to excerpts below) and renumber to 
- CA6 Piko 

CA 11 - Dudley 
 

Slater Street, Chancellor Street, Warden Street, Stapeltons 
Road, Petrie Street, Guild Street, Dudley Street, Averill 
Street, Nicholls Street, Randall Street 

Renumber to - CA14 Dudley 

CA 13 - Heaton Heaton Street Renumber to - CA7 Heaton 

CA 15 - Massey Massey Crescent Renumber to - CA10 Massey 

CA 16 - Francis 
 

Francis Avenue Renumber to - CA 13 Francis 

CA 17 - Malvern 
 

Gosset Street, Carrington Street, Jacobs Street, Roosevelt 
Avenue 

Renumber to - CA11  Malvern 
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Notified Character Area number and 
name 

Key Road Names Renumbered to improve Plan Usability  

CA 18 - Dee 
 

Malvern Street, Dee Street, Severn Street, Mersey Street Renumber to - CA12 Severn 

CA 19 - St James  St James Avenue Delete CA 19 

CA 20- Cashmere  
 

Hackthorne Road, MacMillan Avenue, Dyers Pass Road Renumber to - CA3 Cashmere 

CA 22- The Esplanade East 
 

Esplanade Renumber to - CA1 Esplanade 

CA 25 - Englefield Elm Grove, Hanmer Street, Gilby Street Renumber to - CA15 Englefield 

CA 27 - Beverley 
 

Beverley Street Renumber to - CA8 Beverley  

CA 28 - Ranfurly 
 

Ranfurly Street Renumber to - CA9 Ranfurly 

CA 29 - Auburn 
 

Auburn Avenue, Riccarton Road Delete CA 29 

CA 30 - Clifton 
 

Clifton Terrace, The Spur Renumber to - CA2 Clifton 

CA 32 - Emmett 
 

Emmett Street Delete CA 32 
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APPENDIX D 

 

Updated Hawthornden Development Plan 
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