
 

 

 Submitter #2271 

 B A & A Murray 

 278 Wooldridge Road 

 Harewood 

 Christchurch 8051 

 

 

 CHRISTCHURCH REPLACEMENT  DISTRICT PLAN – STAGE 2 

 Re Commercial / Industrial.     Ch.Ch. City Council Evidence in Chief 

 

 RESPONSE :- 

1)  Bridget O'Brien [Water and Wastewater] opposes further discharge of wastewater to the 

Wairakei Collector Sewer. She does not explain why it could not go to Harewood Road. 

In any event we do not envisage a large amount of wastewater from such a small site. 

2)   Robert Newton [Stormwater] approves providing there is an outlet for stormwater to the Styx 

River. 

The land slopes naturally Eastwards from the mountains to the sea.  It is impractical to drain it 

Westwards into the road drainage and thence into the Styx. At present the property drains via a swale 

across Nunweek Park.   It would be simpler for that swale to slope North into the Styx.   This would 

drain all four properties on this side of Wooldridge Road. 

3)  Philip Osborne [Economics] opposes any more commercial/industrial land becoming available 

as he contends there is an adequate supply now.    He states that “an oversupply of industrial land  has 

similarly harmful effects” to the economy [as undersupply] but does not say how.   And yet he advises 

that it is desirable to both business and the city that industrial land be made available near the airport. 

4)   Mark Stevenson [Planning] Opposes any changes “due to sewer constraints” which I have 

dealt with above.                   

He also uses”direction in higher order planning documents” as a reason.   Is this bureaucratic speak to 

confuse us?                                                                                              

 

These comments indicate that Council officers have the view that sewer and stormwater constraints 

preclude commercial/industrial development of these small and isolated  [by airport restrictions] 

parcels of land and support the new Rural Urban Fringe Zone [which has the same rules as the present 

Rural 5].                                                                  However they also acknowledge that it is 

uneconomic to use the land for rural purposes.    Our main objection to the proposed RUF zone is that 

the rules restrict the use to which the land may be utilised.                                                                                                      

I believe it is up to the council to upgrade the essential services to cater for economic use of the land 

especially as residential development is precluded by airport restrictions.   
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