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Independent Hearings Panel  

Christchurch Replacement District Plan 

 

 

Dear Secretariat 

 

Re: Stage 2 – Chapter 14 – Residential (part) Hearing – Submitter Statement 

 

1. At the prehearing meeting held on Friday 7 August 2015, I identified that I would like 

my submission on Stage 2, Chapter 14 Residential (part) to be heard.  

 

2. The following information is provided as requested by the notice of hearing served to 

submitters: 

 

a. Submitter number and name  

#2381 Marton Sinclair 

b. Speaking to submission at the hearing 

I wish to speak to my submission.  

c. Legal Representation 

I do not have legal representation. 

d. Expert Evidence 

I am not calling any expert evidence. 

 

3. My interest in Proposal 14 – Character Areas is a result of owning properties and 

living within the proposed Category 2 Character Area 6 (Special Amenity Area 5 

under the operative City Plan). 

 

4. The area is generally valued for the mature street trees, large grass berms, regular 

setbacks from the road although these have been somewhat varied due to 

development and landscaped sites.  

 

5. I acknowledge that there has been expert conferencing between Josephine 

Schroeder, on behalf of the Christchurch City Council, and William Field on behalf of 

the Crown which agreed that Category 2 Character Areas be deleted from the 

Proposed District Plan (Expert Conferencing Statement – Residential Proposal – 13 

August 2015 section 3.1(a) page 1). 

 

6. I support the evidence of the two Council experts; Josephine Schroder, Sarah Oliver 

which recommend the removal of Category 2 Character Areas.  

a. Ms Schroder’s Statement of evidence states that:  

“…  Category 2 Character Areas have positive character attributes, 

particularly in relation to landscape quality, including large scale mature 

trees and well vegetated open space. I do not support their retention in 

Proposal 14. Category 2 Character Areas are difficult to differentiate from 

adjacent and other established residential neighbourhoods…” (Section 5.24 

page 16 -17). 

b. Sarah Oliver stated that her recommendation to Council was that: ”… only 

the Category 1 Character Areas should be recognised under the pRDP… the 

inclusion of Category 2 Areas will result in an unnecessary and inappropriate 



level of control in the District Plan” (Section 9.9 page 20). 

c. William Field, as one of the experts, supported the position of Ms Schroder 

during expert conferencing. 

 

7. I am in agreement with the evidence presented by Ms Schroder and Ms Oliver. The 

specific features which contribute to the character of the area are the large mature 

trees and vegetated open space. These features are generally provided for within the 

legal road not the adjoining sites, and the area does not differ significantly from 

other residential areas within Christchurch City.  

 

8. This is highlighted in my original submission where I mention that under the 

provisions of the Operative City Plan, SAM 5 is within Living Zone 1 and all 

underlying zone rules apply except for the minimum building setback of 6m. This 

setback is the only special provision for SAM 5. In the Proposed District Plan this 

setback has been removed, therefore the provisions for CA6 are no different from the 

underlying zone. 

 

9. There is no other evidence, justification or reason for the retention of Category 2 

Character Areas apart from “Council’s Position” as identified by the most recent 

release of Proposal 14 on 24 August 2015 where Category 2 Character Areas have 

been retained contrary to expert evidence and agreement. It is noted that the 

statement of Ms Schroder “...the Councillors stipulated the retention of all of the 

operative City Plan Character Areas in Proposal 14…” (Section 5.21 page 16). 

 

10. I support the experts and Crown submission in that Category 2 Character Areas 

should be removed.  If the Hearings Panel decides that Category 2 Character Areas 

are not to be removed from Proposal 14, I wish the matters raised in my submission 

be tended to.  

 

 

 

 

Yours sincerely 

 

Marton Sinclair 

 

 


