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BEFORE THE CHRISTCHURCH REPLACEMENT DISTRICT PLAN INDEPENDENT HEARINGS 
PANEL 

 

 

   

 

IN THE MATTER OF a primary submission and further 
submission on the Proposed 
Christchurch Replacement Plan 

 

BY Tegel Foods Ltd 

 Submission number: 2460 and FS-
2774 

 

IN RESPECT OF Definition of Sensitive Activities  

 

 

MEMORANDUM OF THE POSITION OF TEGEL FOODS LTD  

24 February 2016 
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1.0 INTRODUCTION 

1.1 My name is Hannah Miln and I hold a Bachelor of Planning degree from Auckland University. 

I am a Planner with Harrison Grierson Consultants Limited and I am a Graduate member of 

the New Zealand Planning Institute. This memorandum has been prepared on behalf of 

Tegel Foods Limited (‘The Submitter’). 

1.2 On behalf of the Submitter, I lodged a primary submission (Council reference 2460) and a 

further submission (Council reference FS-2774) on Stage Two Chapters 2 Definitions (part), 

Chapter 17 Rural and Chapter 8 Subdivision, Development, and Earthworks (part) of the 

Proposed Christchurch Replacement Plan. Specifically, the Submitters primary submission 

requested the definition of ‘sensitive activities’ were amended. 

1.3 This memorandum is for the Christchurch Replacement District Plan Independent Hearings 

Panel to outline why the definition of ‘sensitive activities’ was not heard as part of chapter 17 

rural hearing, and to request that the submitter can be heard on the definition of ‘sensitive 

activities’ as part of the chapter 2 – definitions (part) – (stage 2&3 to be heard together) 

hearing. 

2.0 BACKGROUND 

2.1 The definition for ‘sensitive activities’ was not included as an issue within the list of 

definitions in the Stage 2 Rural Statement of Issues nor was the definition included within the 

Council mark-ups for the Rural Chapter. 

2.2 Harrison Grierson was later advised via email from Richard Ball (Friend of Submitter) [11 

November 2015] that the definition of ‘sensitive activities’ in relation to the Rural Chapter 

‘appeared to have slipped through the cracks’ and at that stage was not included as part of 

the Stage 3 Definitions hearing which included the deferred Stage 2 definitions (refer to 

email correspondence appended as Attachment A). 

2.3 Debbie Hogan, lead Council planner for Chapter 17 Rural advised via email on [27 

September 2015] that the Council mark-ups / track changes were based on Council’s 

position on the definition of ‘sensitive activities’ after the Stage 1 hearings. Ms Hogan further 

advised that Council did not fully support the Submitters proposed amendments to the 

definition, and disagreed with the proposed Stage 2 definition of ‘sensitive activities’. Ms 

Hogan advised that Council would deal with the definition through evidence. Ms Hogan 
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advised that the definition would likely be heard toward the end of the hearings process 

(refer to email correspondence appended as Attachment A). 

2.4 The evidence of Ms Hogan for the Stage 2 Rural Chapter did not discuss the definition of 

‘sensitive activities’. 

2.5 While the planning evidence that was tabled for the Rural Hearing (Stage 2) on behalf of the 

Submitter did not include specific discussion on the definition of ‘sensitive activities’, on 

behalf of the Submitter Ms Kelly Andrews (Planner at Harrison Grierson) reiterated that the 

Submitter would like to reserve the right to provide evidence on the definition of ‘sensitive 

activities’ when this definition was heard at the relevant hearing. 

2.6 In further phone calls and emails (between 28 January and 10 February 2016, emails are 

within Attachment A) Harrison Grierson on behalf of the Submitter were advised by Mr Ball 

(who received conformation from the Chair) that the definition of ‘sensitive activities’ should 

have been heard as part of the Rural hearing. 

2.7 Accordingly, Harrison Grierson requested that Council’s Counsel confirm whether Council 

accept the relief requested by the submitter. Council’s Counsel (Hamish Harwood from 

Simpson Grierson) confirmed that council’s position was to reject the relief sought by the 

submitter. 

2.8 In light of Council’s position, the submitter has prepared this memorandum with the panel 

requesting that we be heard as part of another hearing deemed suitable. 

2.9 Minute ‘Schedule 1 to Pre-Hearings Reports and Directions – Minute and Order 3-11-2015’ 

under Chapter 2 – Definitions (part) – (Stage 2&3 to be heard together) on the Independent 

Hearings Panel website states that all definitions from Stage 2 and 3 would be included as 

part of the Chapter 2 – Definitions (part) – (Stage 2&3 to be heard together) hearing. 

Harrison Grierson on behalf of the Submitter were advised by Mr Ball that a memorandum 

was still required to outline why the Submitter had not been heard as part of the Rural 

Hearing 

3.0 SUMMARY  

3.1 The Submitter requests that they be heard in relation to the definition of ‘sensitive activities’ 

at the Chapter 2 – Definitions (part) – (Stage 2 & 3 to be heard together) hearing. 
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Hannah Miln 

24 February 2016  

 



 

Attachment A: Email Correspondence 
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Hannah Miln

From: Kelly Andrew
Sent: Wednesday, 10 February 2016 11:53 a.m.
To: Hannah Miln
Subject: FW: Tegel Submission - Reference 2460
Attachments: DPR - Rural - Informal mediation minutes - Tegel Farms - 18-8-15.DOCX; ATT00001.txt

 
 

 
 

KELLY ANDREW 
Planner 

  
Level 1, 2degrees House 
351 Lincoln Road 
Addington, Christchurch 8024  

  

D +64 3 421 6162    P +64 3 962 9770 

 

 
 
                                                                                                                                                                                                  

 
All our emails and attachments are subject to conditions. 
 

From: Hogan, Debbie [mailto:Debbie.Hogan@ccc.govt.nz]  

Sent: Sunday, 27 September 2015 6:34 p.m. 

To: Kelly Andrew <k.andrew@harrisongrierson.com> 

Cc: Ruth Evans <R.Evans@harrisongrierson.com> 

Subject: RE: Tegel Submission - Reference 2460 

 

Hi Kelly 

 

Apologies for the delayed response.   

 

Attached are the minutes from the informal mediation. 

 

Submission Point 12 

It is a consequential amendment. As a result of amending the activity status of intensive farming to restricted 

discretionary, I realised that 'rural-related' activity was not appropriate, nor for boarding of animals or equestrian 

facility.  And the matter of discretion 17.8.2.3 only applies to these 3 activities, so as a consequential amendment it 

has been renamed.  If you do not think it is appropriate to be noted against your submission then I will reallocate to 

one of the Crowns general submission points.  

 

Submission point 11 

There are other submissions relating to the definition of rural activity, including deleting it.  In the revised proposal 

amendments to the definitions sit in the last couple of pages.  In response to another submission the definition has 

been deleted, as it was causing a few problems in the policy framework.  In its place a new definition for 'rural 

productive activities' has been included which refers to intensive farming.  This should meet your relief sought in a 

different way.  

 

Submission point 10 
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I have yet to resolve the issue on sensitive activities definition.  Evidence for hazardous substances has gone out 

confirming the stage 2 definition, which is inconsistent with the Council position on Stage 1.  Hence I amended the 

rules on the basis of the Council position on the Stage 1 version of the definition.   

 

I do not like the Stage 2 definition. I do not fully support your proposed amendments.  So I will deal with it through 

evidence but the multiple definitions for sensitive activity will probably be resolved at the mop up definitions 

hearing towards the end of the process. I will discuss this further with my colleagues this week and get back to you.   

 

I trust this helps. 

 

Regards 

 

Debbie  

  

From: Kelly Andrew [mailto:k.andrew@harrisongrierson.com]  

Sent: Wednesday, 23 September 2015 5:08 p.m. 

To: Hogan, Debbie 

Cc: Ruth Evans 

Subject: RE: Tegel Submission - Reference 2460 

 

Hi Debbie, 
 
Thank you for your comments to date. I have just reviewed the revised proposal for this chapter and have a 
few queries. Also we note that we haven’t yet received any minutes from Council following our mediation 
so if you could please follow these up that would be great. 
 
Submission Point 12 
You mentioned in your email below (02/09) that submission point 12 applies to the intensive farming 
activity. Yes 17.8.2.3 is the matter for discretion but we’re not sure why in the revised proposal the heading 
for 17.8.2.3 has been changed from ”Rural related activities” to “Intensive farming, Equestrian facilities and 
Boarding of domestic animals”? Could you please expand on the reasoning for this. And also why is our 
submission related to this in the revised proposal? Our submission didn’t seek any change from “Rural 
activities” to the revised heading and nor did it address changing those matters for discretion in relation to 
RD4 Boarding of domestic animals and RD5 Equestrian activity. This looks to be in error. 
 
Submission Point 11 
Following on from our mediation, our notes of this meeting showed that you were accepting of the revised 
definition of “Rural activity” however this doesn’t appear to be noted in the revised proposal. Are we missing 
this? 
 
Submission Point 10 
You mentioned below that the “sensitive activity” definition was under discussion. Has there been any 
further progress on this please? 
 
 
We will be double checking the other points with Tegel Foods Limited which I think with the exception of 
the points 10-12 above, are resolved. 
 
Many thanks for your help to date and we look forward to your response regarding the above. 
 
Regards, 
Kelly 
 
 

 
 

KELLY ANDREW 
Planner 



3

  
Level 1, 2degrees House 
351 Lincoln Road 
Addington, Christchurch 8024  

  

D +64 3 421 6162    P +64 3 962 9770 

 

 
 
                                                                                                                                                                                                  

 
All our emails and attachments are subject to conditions. 
 

From: Hogan, Debbie [mailto:Debbie.Hogan@ccc.govt.nz]  

Sent: Tuesday, 8 September 2015 5:12 p.m. 

To: Kelly Andrew <k.andrew@harrisongrierson.com> 

Cc: Ruth Evans <R.Evans@harrisongrierson.com> 

Subject: RE: Tegel Submission - Reference 2460 

 

Hi Kelly 

 

Just a follow up email to the one sent last week to update you in terms of Submission points 8 and 10 related to the 

use of 'sensitive activities'.  

 

On reconsidering the submission I have realised that the definition of 'sensitive activities' was considered at the 

Stage 1 Definitions hearing.  The position that Council got to in relation to the first bit of the definition is as follows: 

 

 
 

Based on this definition it does not restrict it to any type of activity so I would be prepared to use this in the relevant 

Rural chapter rules.   

 

However there was a Stage 2 version of this definition along with submissions in relation to it.  I am trying to meet 

with other chapter leaders this week to see if we have a position on the Stage 2 changes so that I can see if I can rely 

on the Stage 1 amended definition. 

 

Thanks 

Debbie  
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From: Hogan, Debbie  

Sent: Wednesday, 2 September 2015 9:32 a.m. 

To: 'Kelly Andrew' 

Cc: Ruth Evans 

Subject: RE: Tegel Submission - Reference 2460 

 

Hi Kelly 

 

Apologies for the delay in getting back to you. 

 

I have had a chance to given further consideration to the points we discussed on the 18th.   

 

My response is: 

- Submission point 5 - I am okay with removing poultry hatcheries from the definition.  This requires inclusion of 

Poultry hatcheries as a permitted activity. I can't remember if we discussed the need to include this activity in 

all rural zones or just Rural Urban Fringe. Can you please confirm.  I also assume that as a permitted activity that 

it is appropriate that any such activity meet built form standards? 

 

- Submission point 8 and 10 - I have considered amendments to the definition of 'sensitive activity'.  While I think 

it is a simple solution I don't think it is necessary and has flow on effects.  All the activities listed in the definition 

are not permitted, except for residential activities and existing community facilities, and will need consents at 

which point separation distances can be considered.  I also note that there is a further submission from CIAL 

opposing your amendments.  In terms of the relief sought the following shows an example of amendments to 

rule 17.2.3.11 b. to achieve the relief sought 

 
 

- Submission point 12 - I had another look at matter of discretion 17.8.2.3 and this applies to the intensive 

farming activity.  So no need to change it.  For breaches of separation distances by a residential unit 17.8.1.5 

applies. 

 

I hope this makes sense.  Let me know your thoughts.  

 

Regards 
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Debbie Hogan 

Senior Policy Planner 
City Planning 

DDI: 03 941 8994 
Email: debbie.hogan@ccc.govt.nz 
Web: www.ccc.govt.nz 

Christchurch City Council 
Civic Offices, 53 Hereford Street, Christchurch 
PO Box 73012, Christchurch, 8154  

Please consider the environment before printing this email 

 

 

 

From: Kelly Andrew [mailto:k.andrew@harrisongrierson.com]  

Sent: Thursday, 27 August 2015 10:46 a.m. 

To: Hogan, Debbie 

Cc: Ruth Evans 

Subject: Tegel Submission - Reference 2460 

 

Good Morning Debbie, 
 
Following on from our meeting last week (Tuesday 18th), have you had a chance to consider your position on 
the outstanding points? I have attached the original submission for your reference. 
 
In particular, 
 
Submission point 5 (Intensive Farming) 
After some further consideration our clients preferred would be to remove from intensive farming 
definition, include as a permitted activity (consistent with how this was approached in the Industrial 
Chapter – being included in the activity table), then either defined ‘poultry hatcheries’ or not (await your 
opinion on this aspect as you wanted to consider implications of this approach).   
 
Submission point 8 
Change from ‘Residential unit’ to ‘Sensitive Activity’. You were generally supportive but giving this further 
consideration as to any implications of this. 
 
Submission point 10 
Following on from point 8 above, you were giving this further consideration. 
 
Submission point 12 
Depending on outcome of point 8 and 10, point c) in the matters for discretion may need to be changed 
from ‘residential activities’ to ‘sensitive activities’. 
 
In terms of our action points 
Our thoughts on submission point 5 are noted above. 
 
Submission point 7 
We are still giving this some consideration. It appears matters are sufficient however awaiting confirmation 
from client. 
 
Thank you for your consideration and we look forward to your response. 
 
Regards, 
Kelly 
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KELLY ANDREW 
Planner 

  
Level 1, 2degrees House 
351 Lincoln Road 
Addington, Christchurch 8024  

  
P +64 3 962 9770 
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This electronic email and any files transmitted with it are intended  

solely for the use of the individual or entity to whom they are addressed. 

The views expressed in this message are those of the individual sender 

and may not necessarily reflect the views of the Christchurch City Council. 

If you are not the correct recipient of this email please advise the 

sender and delete. 

Christchurch City Council 

http://www.ccc.govt.nz 

********************************************************************** 
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Hannah Miln

From: Kelly Andrew
Sent: Wednesday, 10 February 2016 11:53 a.m.
To: Hannah Miln
Subject: FW: Christchurch Replacement District Plan hearings - Hearing in which sensitive 

activities definition will be heard?

 
 

 
 

KELLY ANDREW 
Planner 

  
Level 1, 2degrees House 
351 Lincoln Road 
Addington, Christchurch 8024  

  

D +64 3 421 6162    P +64 3 962 9770 
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From: Hogan, Debbie [mailto:Debbie.Hogan@ccc.govt.nz]  

Sent: Thursday, 12 November 2015 11:00 a.m. 

To: Kelly Andrew <k.andrew@harrisongrierson.com> 

Subject: RE: Christchurch Replacement District Plan hearings - Hearing in which sensitive activities definition will be 

heard? 

 

Hi Kelly 

 

The definition for sensitive activities will be heard as part of several chapters.   

 

As I mentioned it was included in the revised proposal for Chapter 12, which has been heard.  It will also be 

considered as part of the hearing on Chapter 6 (general rules), Chapter 13 (Central City) and then any 

inconsistencies with the various versions of the definition will be considered at the Definitions hearing at the end 

along with any submissions that may have been missed along the way.   

 

Hopefully that assists.   

 

Thanks 

Debbie  

 

From: Kelly Andrew [mailto:k.andrew@harrisongrierson.com]  

Sent: Thursday, 12 November 2015 8:15 a.m. 

To: Hogan, Debbie 

Subject: Christchurch Replacement District Plan hearings - Hearing in which sensitive activities definition will be 

heard? 
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Hi Debbie, 
 
I know you must be extremely busy at the moment but I wonder if you would be able to clarify when the 
definition for sensitive activities will be heard please? I note you didn’t include in your evidence and I have 
had some mixed/confused info as to when this will actually be heard. 
 
Many Thanks, 
Kelly 
 

 
 

KELLY ANDREW 
Planner 

  
Level 1, 2degrees House 
351 Lincoln Road 
Addington, Christchurch 8024  

  

D +64 3 421 6162    P +64 3 962 9770 
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From: Richard Ball [mailto:Richard.Ball@chchplan.ihp.govt.nz]  

Sent: Wednesday, 11 November 2015 4:07 p.m. 

To: Kelly Andrew <k.andrew@harrisongrierson.com> 

Cc: Sarah Scott <Sarah.Scott@simpsongrierson.com> 

Subject: RE: Christchurch Replacement District Plan hearings 

 

Hi Kelly 

 

I recommend that you include this in your statement for the rural hearings next week and seek leave from the Panel 

that your statement be transferred to another appropriate hearing, if necessary. It would be helpful if this statement 

can be lodged with the Secretariat in advance of the hearing so the Chair can be made aware of it (noting Friday is a 

holiday here). Can you please copy me and Sarah Scott (Counsel for the Council) into that email. 

 

I’m not sure if this will help or just confuse matters but from my look at it the hearings next week relate to stage 2 

whereas the memo relates to stage 3 and matters deferred from stages 1 and 2. While your submission mostly 

relates to the stage 2 rural chapter, the Council coded this submission point to chapter 2 definitions, hence it does 

not appear to be on the list of definitions in the stage 2 rural statement of issues. But the hearings on stage 2 

chapter 2 Definitions (to which this was coded) has been transferred to stage 3.  Looking at the Council’s memo I 

cannot see this listed for the stage 3 hearing on Chapter 2 definitions either (although it does come up in stage 3 

Open Spaces and Central City and has appeared in earlier hearings too). It appears to have slipped through the 

cracks in relation to stage 2 rural. 

 

As the Panel are generally wanting definitions to be heard in the context of the relevant chapter, I suggest you lodge 

a statement for next week outlining your position and if it needs to be transferred to another hearing it can be. 

 

Sarah – if I have missed something and you believe it should be heard elsewhere (such as Open Spaces) please let us 

know. 

 

Regards 
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Richard 

 

 

 

Richard Ball | Friend of Submitter | Independent Secretariat 

348 Manchester Street, Christchurch – T 0800 777 441 
  

 
 

CAUTION. This email message and any attachments contain information that is CONFIDENTIAL  

and may be LEGALLY PRIVILEGED. If you are not the intended recipient any use, disclosure or  

copying of this message or attachments is strictly prohibited. If you have received this email  

message in error please notify immediately and erase all copies of the message and attachments 

 

 

From: Kelly Andrew [mailto:k.andrew@harrisongrierson.com]  

Sent: Wednesday, 11 November 2015 1:52 p.m. 

To: Richard Ball <Richard.Ball@chchplan.ihp.govt.nz> 

Subject: RE: Christchurch Replacement District Plan hearings 

 
Hi Richard, 
 
The definition for ‘sensitive activities’ comes under a number of Chapters I believe. And the attached 
document confuses me and I thought the attached document was to outline where everything remaining 
was to be heard? Sensitive Activities is not mentioned until the ‘Open Space’ chapter. We submitted to the 
Rural chapter 17 – Tegel submission #2460. I am preparing a statement to be tabled at the Rural chapter 
hearing starting on the 16th November. All our submission points are resolved with the exception of the 
definition for sensitive activities. We would therefore like to advise our position on this point and/or 
whether we want to attend the relevant hearing (but unsure as to whether this will be during the rural 
chapter or open space or other?). 
 
Many Thanks, 
Kelly 
 

 
 

KELLY ANDREW 
Planner 

  
Level 1, 2degrees House 
351 Lincoln Road 
Addington, Christchurch 8024  

  

D +64 3 421 6162    P +64 3 962 9770 

 

 
 
                                                                                                                                                                                                  

 
All our emails and attachments are subject to conditions. 
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From: Richard Ball [mailto:Richard.Ball@chchplan.ihp.govt.nz]  

Sent: Wednesday, 11 November 2015 11:56 a.m. 

To: Kelly Andrew <k.andrew@harrisongrierson.com> 

Subject: RE: Christchurch Replacement District Plan hearings 

 

Hi Kelly 

 

Definitions are being heard in the chapters relevant to the submission. This definition comes up in a number of 

places in the plan and it has already come up in previous hearings. There is also a wrap-up hearing specifically on 

definitions if submitters have not previously been heard (scheduled for March 2016). Can you please tell me who 

your client is and their submission number so I can get the context. 

 

Thanks 

Richard 

 

Richard Ball | Friend of Submitter | Independent Secretariat 

348 Manchester Street, Christchurch – T 0800 777 441 
  

 
 

CAUTION. This email message and any attachments contain information that is CONFIDENTIAL  

and may be LEGALLY PRIVILEGED. If you are not the intended recipient any use, disclosure or  

copying of this message or attachments is strictly prohibited. If you have received this email  

message in error please notify immediately and erase all copies of the message and attachments 

 

 

From: Kelly Andrew [mailto:k.andrew@harrisongrierson.com]  

Sent: Tuesday, 10 November 2015 3:16 p.m. 

To: Richard Ball <Richard.Ball@chchplan.ihp.govt.nz> 

Cc: dpreview@ccc.govt.nz; Linda.Harrison@ccc.govt.nz 

Subject: RE: Christchurch Replacement District Plan hearings 

 

Hi All, 
 
I am sure I had already had a response to the copy and pasted query sent to Richard below. My current 
query as per original email below (Mon 9th) is different… 
 
“Please could we have confirmation as to when/what hearing the definition for ‘sensitive activities’ will be 
heard?” 
 
Thanks, 
Kelly 
 

 
 

KELLY ANDREW 
Planner 

  
Level 1, 2degrees House 
351 Lincoln Road 
Addington, Christchurch 8024  
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D +64 3 421 6162    P +64 3 962 9770 
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From: Richard Ball [mailto:Richard.Ball@chchplan.ihp.govt.nz]  

Sent: Tuesday, 10 November 2015 1:53 p.m. 

To: Kelly Andrew <k.andrew@harrisongrierson.com> 

Subject: Christchurch Replacement District Plan hearings 

 

Hi Kelly 

In response to your query about being able to participate in the hearings process, the answer is yes. Pre-hearing 

meetings are not compulsory for most submitters. 

Regards 

Richard 

 

Richard Ball | Friend of Submitter | Independent Secretariat 

348 Manchester Street, Christchurch – T 0800 777 441 
  

 
 

CAUTION. This email message and any attachments contain information that is CONFIDENTIAL  

and may be LEGALLY PRIVILEGED. If you are not the intended recipient any use, disclosure or  

copying of this message or attachments is strictly prohibited. If you have received this email  

message in error please notify immediately and erase all copies of the message and attachments 

 

 

From: Harrison, Linda [mailto:Linda.Harrison@ccc.govt.nz]  

Sent: Monday, 9 November 2015 4:50 p.m. 

To: Richard Ball <Richard.Ball@chchplan.ihp.govt.nz>; Chch Plan - Info <info@chchplan.ihp.govt.nz> 

Cc: DPReview <DPReview@ccc.govt.nz> 

Subject: FW: Definition of 'Sensitive activities' 

 

Good afternoon. 

 

Could you please contact Kelly Andrew re this query.  She emailed again after picking up messages that we had tried 

to call her, and said: 

 

 

I have a query about the pre-hearing meetings and whether you can still be involved in the hearings process 
if the applicant or their agent does not attend the pre-hearing meeting. 

 

 

 

 

Thank you. 

Regards, 

 

Linda Harrison. 
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From: Kelly Andrew [mailto:k.andrew@harrisongrierson.com]  

Sent: Monday, 9 November 2015 3:43 p.m. 

To: DPReview 

Subject: Definition of 'Sensitive activities' 

 

Good Afternoon, 
 
Please could we have confirmation as to when/what hearing the definition for ‘sensitive activities’ will be 
heard? 
 
Regards, 
Kelly 
 

 
 

KELLY ANDREW 
Planner 

  
Level 1, 2degrees House 
351 Lincoln Road 
Addington, Christchurch 8024  

  

D +64 3 421 6162    P +64 3 962 9770 
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Hannah Miln

From: Richard Ball <Richard.Ball@chchplan.ihp.govt.nz>
Sent: Wednesday, 10 February 2016 11:20 a.m.
To: Hannah Miln
Cc: Angela Stewart
Subject: RE: Tegel submission 2460 / definition of sensitive activities

Hi Hannah 

 

You could just RSVP but I would recommend that you file a memorandum so that you are flagging to the Panel that 

this matter is unresolved from the rural hearing. You should point out that you have contacted Simpson Grierson to 

clarify the Council position and they have confirmed that it was outside of what was agreed in the rural hearing.  

 

If you do not file a memo, it will beg the question of why was this not dealt with in the rural hearing and what is the 

Council’s position. A memo would pre-empt that. 

 

Regards 

Richard 

 

 

 

 

Richard Ball | Friend of Submitter | Independent Secretariat 

348 Manchester Street, Christchurch – T 0800 777 441 
  

 
 

CAUTION. This email message and any attachments contain information that is CONFIDENTIAL  

and may be LEGALLY PRIVILEGED. If you are not the intended recipient any use, disclosure or  

copying of this message or attachments is strictly prohibited. If you have received this email  

message in error please notify immediately and erase all copies of the message and attachments 

 

 

From: Hannah Miln [mailto:H.Miln@harrisongrierson.com]  

Sent: Wednesday, 10 February 2016 11:01 a.m. 

To: Richard Ball <Richard.Ball@chchplan.ihp.govt.nz> 

Cc: Angela Stewart <A.Stewart@harrisongrierson.com> 

Subject: RE: Tegel submission 2460 / definition of sensitive activities 

 
Hi Richard, 
 
Thank you for your help so far with the hearing of the definition for ‘sensitive activities’. I had got in touch 
with James as recommended, and Hamish Harwood from Simpson Grierson replied disagreeing with our 
submission on the definition of ‘sensitive activities’. 
 
As a consequence I was searching through the relevant documents under Chapter 2 – Definitions (part) – 
(Stage 2&3 to be heard together) on the Independent Hearings Panel website. On Page 37 of ‘Schedule 1 to 
Pre-Hearings Reports and Directions – Minute and Order 3-11-2015’ (link to the document is here) it states 
the following: “The definitions (Stages 2 and 3) hearing will consist of all Stage 2 and Stage 3 Definitions Proposals as 
notified”. 
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I was wondering if you could advise me if due to that statement, are we still required to file a memorandum 
with the Panel seeking to be heard (as originally advised below), or whether we are able to just RSVP and 
attend the hearing as scheduled. 
 
Again, I appreciate your help with this. 
 
Kind regards, 
 

 
  

HANNAH MILN 
Planner 
  
Level 1, Dilworth House 
71 Great South Road  
Newmarket, Auckland 1051  
PO Box 5760, Wellesley Street  
Auckland 1141 
 

D +64 9 212 6511 P +64 9 917 5000 
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From: Richard Ball [mailto:Richard.Ball@chchplan.ihp.govt.nz]  

Sent: Friday, 29 January 2016 10:30 a.m. 

To: Hannah Miln <H.Miln@harrisongrierson.com> 

Subject: Tegel submission 2460 / definition of sensitive activities 

 

Hi Hannah 

 

I hope my phone message yesterday made sense. The Chair was not available yesterday but has this morning 

confirmed the advice I gave you. The first step from here is for you to follow-up with the CCC’s counsel (I think 

James Winchester led the rural chapter). If they agree with the submission, then you should jointly submit a 

memorandum of counsel to the Panel outlining what you agree on.  

 

If there are unresolved matters that need to be heard, then please file a memorandum with the Panel seeking this 

be heard at the definitions hearing or another time that the Panel deems suitable. 

 

Regards 

Richard 

 

 

Richard Ball | Friend of Submitter | Independent Secretariat 

348 Manchester Street, Christchurch – T 0800 777 441 
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