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CLOSING  SUBMISSION  FOR  RAYMOND  &  PAULINE  MCGUIGAN 

 SUBDIVISION, DEVELOPMENT  AND  EARTHWORKS  -  STAGE  2 
 

SUBMITTER  NO.  2535/2844 
 

MAY  IT  PLEASE  THE  PANEL: 

 

I  respectfully  draw   the   panels  attention  to  the  position  expressed  in  Andrew  Longs  

Memorandum  of  Counsel  Dated  9  November  2015. 

 

Page  2  -  4.10 &  5.3 

The  Council  appears  to  support   the  discretionary  aspect  of  adverse  effects  vs.  recognising 

and  addressing  any  adverse  effects. 

The  revised  wording  within  the  plan  rule  8.8.7  MATTERS  FOR  DISCRETION  Nuisance  1.  

remains a  concern  for  us  and  we  seek  the  panels  clarification.   
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Rule  8.8.7 MATTERS  FOR  DISCRETION   Nuisance 1. ©, 

“Any  potential  changes  to  the  patterns  of  surface  drainage  or  subsoil  drains,  and  whether  

the  site  or  adjoining  land  will  be  at  higher  risk  of  flooding,  or  a  raised  water  table”   

Proposed  changes  to  the  wording  of  the  above  clause (Stage  2 revised  rule)  will  amend  the  

rule  as  follows: 

“The  extent  to  which  any  potential  changes  to  the  patterns  of  surface  drainage  or  subsoil  

drains,  and  whether  the  site  or  adjoining  land  will  be  at  higher  risk  of  drainage  problems, 

inundation  run-off, flooding,  or  a  raised  water  table can be avoided or mitigated”  

The  council  is  relying  on  the  above  rule  to  ensure  private  properties  are  protected  from  

inundation  when  establishing  storm  water  retention  ponds  within  developments.  

Establishing  storm  water  retention  ponds  require  major  earthworks  to  create  a  permanent  

utility  with  any  adverse  effects  also  being  permanent.      
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The  earthworks  within  ‘Prestons”  development  protects  the  new  homes  in  a  1/200  year  rain  

event.   

I  again  respectfully  draw  the  panels  attention  to  our  property  which  pre-development  had  

protection  from  the  Styx  River    up   to  a  1/200  year  rain  event.  

This  is  supported  by  Environment  Canterbury  when  replying  to  our  submission  dated  April  

2013. 

Christchurch  City  Council   had  accepted  a  scenario  which  would  place  our  property  and  home  

at  a  greater  risk  of  flooding  and  it  required  our  drainage  engineer  to  intervene  and  complete  

calculations  (Refer  Exhibit  of  Rob  Potts)  which  confirms  our  property  will  be  inundated  by  

storm  water  escaping  onto  our  property  in  certain  storm  events. 

The  above  scenario   will  place  a  man-made   hazard  on  our  property  and will  diminuish  the  

protection  we  had  pre-development. 

We  continue  to  seek  relief  by  creating  a  new  and  robust  rule  within  the  Earthworks  Chapter  

of  the  District  Plan  rules  addressing  the  ‘Establishment  of  storm water  retention  ponds’  which  

will  ensure   protection  of  all  properties   surrounding  the  ponds  is  consistent  with  the  

earthworks  rules   for  new  developments. 

It  is  expected   the  earthwork  rules   need  to  be  defined   into  two  separate entities:  ie: 

establishing   temporary  ponds  vs  permanent  storm water  retention  ponds. 
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The  councils  position  seeking   storm water  works  remain  a  permitted  activity  is  challenged  by  

our personal  situation. 

We  strongly  advocate   the  establishment  of  permanent  storm  water  ponds   may need  to  

proceed  on  a  limited-notified  basis  if,  after   taking  the  surrounding  environment  into  

consideration  a  new  hazard  on  the  adjoining  properties will  be  created. 

   

 

Raymond  &  Pauline  McGuigan       

 

    

 

 


