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On Character Areas 

Our position is to request the Panel to preserve Character 2 areas in Christchurch and extend that 

designation to encompass the so-called Kauri Cluster area south of Riccarton Bush and Reserve. 

As presented, there are two main reasons for our argument. 

The first relates to the fact that our area is already recognised by the Council as an area of some 

special significance.  It is also worthy of character status due to its proximity to Riccarton Bush and 

because it serves as a residential buffer between the Bush and Riccarton House, and the commercial 

heart of Riccarton. 

The second relates to the fact that character is, by definition, somewhat subjective.  Beauty is 

sometimes in the eye of the beholder, but rather than take residents’ perspectives on board council 

staff have determined to define character objectively and, in so doing leave character areas at the 

mercy of market forces.   

It has also become apparent during this hearing that we have not been represented by our elected 

councillors before this Panel.    

It its opening submissions (5.2) the Applicant (the Christchurch City Council) stated it is the Elected 

Council Members position that Category 2 Character Areas deserve protection and should be 

retained, and yet the Panel heard no evidence from the Council in support of that position. Even 

more concerning, council staff members have argued in favour of abolition. It is said they had no 

choice; council officers cannot simply support the Elected Members' position if it conflicts with their 

professional opinion.   We submit the employees were obligated to support the Council’s stated 

position and if they refused for ethical reasons the Council should have found experts who could.   

Alternatively the employer might have released the employees from that obligation allowing them 

to offer evidence as independent experts. But, Sir John Hansen (p188 Transcript of Proceedings 

dated 8 Sept) stated for that that to be allowed to happen, staff should have had specific sign off 

from the employer.   To quote Sir John “it really needs to be stated that the employer agrees to you 

giving evidence as an independent expert”.   That did not happen, we believe; but even if it had, why 

did these so-called independent experts come before this Panel representing the Applicant?   

It is of concern that council chose not to employ experts to present the case in favour of Character 2.  

But if council had chosen to do that what a farcical situation that would have been, with two teams 

of experts, both acting for the Christchurch City Council, head-to-head presenting conflicting 

opinions. 

Residents have been woefully represented by the Council before this Panel and we believe the Panel 

has not been presented with evidence it can rely on as representing the true position of the 

governing body of this city.  Therefore any decision to abolish Character 2 areas across the city 

would be a mistake.  


