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May it please the Panel: 

1. I am counsel assisting the Riccarton Bush Trust Board (the Board) (submission 3266). 

I have read that submission and the minute of the Chair dated 30 October 2015. It 

notes that the Board is seeking to “add in environmental asset Waterway 

classification to the Kauri Street drain and its branches”. 

 

2. Arguably the original submission does not clearly set out the relief sought with 

sufficient specificity. The waterway is of long-standing notation as an asset waterway 

in previous Christchurch Plans. But on the notified planning map (33) for this process 

(which is very hard to read), the Board noted that a small section of the existing 

Kauri Street drain appeared to have been left off that map. The missing section is 

best illustrated on the plan I have attached to this document, being a map produced 

by the Council for the purposes of its Plan Change 44. 

 

3. I have been in telephone discussion with the Council’s planner, who has explained 

that asset waterways were part of Stage 2 and not Stage 3, so the submission on this 

point should have come in earlier in time. 

 

4. If that is the procedural concern, then that is a shame because the Board kept being 

told that all of its issues would be dealt with in Stage 3. In effect that is exactly what 

is to happen, as Stages 2 and 3 are to be heard together, so I seek leave to have the 

issue introduced as a late submission. 

 

5. As the Board sees the position, all it is doing is pointing out that the Council has 

made a mistake in the drawing of the map, because it has changed the status quo 

without reference to the Board and for no obvious reason. The drain exists and 

nothing has changed since the earthquakes to suggest why a long-standing existing 

notation would need to be changed. Incidentally, the reason that there is no 

continuous line is that in some sections the drain has been piped. 

 

6. I cannot see how there can be prejudice to any other party as anyone who had an 

interest could have cross submitted on submission 3266. To my knowledge no other 

party has. The matter will not be heard until next year, so there is ample time for any 

involved party to investigate the issue and be heard. 

 

………………………………………….. 

JG Hardie, counsel for Riccarton Bush Trust Board 



 


