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May it please the Hearings Panel 

 

1 This joint memorandum is on behalf of Christ’s College Canterbury and 

Graeme and Joy McVicar, submitter number 3677 (the Submitters), and the 

Christchurch City Council (Council), jointly referred to as the parties.  

2 The purpose of this memorandum is to respond to the directions of the Panel 

contained in the Minute dated 10 June (regarding the scope issue concerning 

the parties) (Minute) in relation to the land shown in Appendix 8.6.7d – 

Cashmere/Worsleys of the CRDP (the Land). 

3 This memorandum sets out the agreement reached between the parties, and 

includes Appendix A which sets out the agreed final wording of the proposed 

rules.  

Coherence and consistency 

4 The Minute sets out that the issue of coherence and consistency is a matter 

for submissions. The parties submit that the agreed relief is coherent and 

consistent with Decision 6. 

5 The parties agree that the site-specific outcome which has been tailored for 

the Land does not give rise to inconsistency issues with other FMA areas, for 

the following reasons: 

 Parts of the Land are zoned for residential development, and unlike 5.1

other FMA areas, it is currently completely undeveloped. Therefore, 

specific rules to enable its development are required; and 

 Although parts of the Land floods, in-depth modelling has occurred 5.2

and a solution was designed and included in the Operative 

Christchurch City Plan, which allows for the development of the Land. 

This includes the development of a stormwater retention basin. This 

not only reduces the risk of flooding to ‘non-FMA’ levels in those areas 

of the Land zoned for residential purposes, but will reduce flooding in 

the lower Heathcote catchment.  

6 The relief agreed between the parties will have minor effect on how Chapter 5 

operates as a whole. The rules are site-specific, and have been developed to 

ensure that the residential zoned areas of the Land will no longer be affected 

by flooding in accordance with the objectives and policies of Chapter 5.    
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Agreed rules 

7 The parties agree that the rules proposed in Appendix A to this memorandum 

are consistent with Decision 6, and provide a clear planning framework for 

users of the CRDP. 

8 The parties note that the rules contained in Appendix B to the Evidence in 

chief of Ruth Evans dated 21 January 2016 contained two errors.  The first 

was that P16 Activity Specific Standard ‘a’ referred to “the existing Worsleys 

Road centreline level of 19.89m”, which is incorrect and inconsistent with 

Activity Specific Standard ‘b’, which correctly refers to the centreline as being 

“no lower than RL 18.89m”.  The second error is that Activity Specific 

Standard ‘c’ has left out the words “in accordance with (a) and (b) above”. 

9 The errors identified at Paragraph 8 above have been corrected in Appendix 1 

to this memorandum.  The parties confirm that these rules will be corrected 

and an updated proposal will be filed with the Panel in conjunction with 

Council’s closing submissions. 

Conclusion 

10 The parties do not consider there are any other issues before the Panel in 

relation to the Land.  

11 Therefore, the parties seek that the Panel grant the relief, as outlined in the 

evidence of Ruth Evans, and as amended by Appendix A to this 

memorandum.  

Dated 17 June 2016 

 

______________________ 

Sarah Watson/Jamie Robinson 

Counsel for the Submitters 

 

 

______________________ 

James Winchester/Catherine McCallum 

Counsel for the Council 
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Appendix A 

Deletions are shown in strikethrough while additions are shown in underline bold. 

 

Rule 5.3.1 Residential, commercial and industrial zones – activities and earthworks in the Flood 

Management Area.  

 

5.3.1.1 Permitted activities 

 

Table 5.3.1.1.b 

Activity Activity specific standards 

P16 Excavation and filling within the 

area identified in Appendix 

8.6.7d – Cashmere/Worsleys  

a. The excavation and filling will not result in the 
reduction in the existing potential storage 
volume of water that is able to be retained 
within the Development Plan Area, prior to 
any Residential zone development, in a 0.2% 
AEP event up to the existing Worsleys Road 
minimum centreline level of 19.89m 18.89m 
(Christchurch City Council Drainage Datum). 
The design shall also accommodate 
additional storage for any additional 
stormwater that could be discharged from the 
development of the Residential zones and 
roads in such a 0.2% AEP event.  

 

b. All roads are filled so that the crown of the 
road is no lower than RL 18.7m (Christchurch 
City Council Drainage Datum), except for the 
realigned Worsleys Road required in the 
Outline Development Plan. The crown of 
Worsleys Road shall be no lower than RL 
18.89m (Christchurch City Council Drainage 
Datum). 

 

c. The side slopes of all areas filled or 
excavated in accordance with (a) and (b) 
above shall not exceed an angle of 1 in 5. 

 

 

 


