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May it please the Hearing Panel: 

 

1 This Memorandum is filed on behalf Ceres New Zealand Limited LLC (Ceres) 

in response to the rebuttal evidence of Mr Mark Stevenson on behalf of the 

Christchurch City Council (Council).   It also has consequences for the 

evidence scheduling matters raised in the correspondence from the 

Secretariat of 27 January 2016. 

2 Mr Bernard deVere, who is a witness of fact, addressing the impact of the 

proposed rules on Ceres with regards to 25 Peterborough Street, is presently 

set down to give evidence.  He has filed two briefs of evidence, namely 

evidence in chief and a rebuttal brief.  His evidence falls under Topic 8, site-

specific re-zonings for the Chapter 13 hearing.  

3 Mr deVere’s evidence addressed the need for flexibility in terms of zoning.  

His rebuttal evidence accepted that all of Ceres’ concerns except for one had 

been addressed through the changes the Council had agreed to make at the 

time that his evidence was filed.  Having reviewed the rebuttal evidence of Mr 

Mark Stevenson for the Council, it is now clear that that last remaining 

concern has also been addressed.   

4 Accordingly, Ceres is satisfied that the proposal for Chapter 13, as modified 

in Appendix “A” to Mr Stevenson’s rebuttal evidence of 26 January 2016, 

addresses all of its concerns as set out in its submission with regards to the 

site specific rezoning of 25 Peterborough Street and achieves that which its 

relief sought to achieve. 

5 It is noted that there is no evidence opposing this site specific rezoning or the 

particular rules and controls which apply.  Accordingly, Ceres now considers 

that all of the evidence before the Panel concerning this site specific rezoning 

supports its position that to implement that rezoning is more appropriate than 

retaining the original zoning as notified.  There is no evidence to the contrary. 

6 In view of this, it appears unnecessary for Mr deVere to appear to speak to 

his evidence and it is submitted that it would be appropriate for his evidence 

simply to be taken as read, subject to the above clarification concerning Mr 

Stevenson’s rebuttal and the fact that this addresses all outstanding 

concerns.  On this basis, Mr deVere does not need to appear. However, 

should the Panel have any questions form him, then he will be made 

available.   
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7 It is also understood that the Council’s opening and closing submissions will 

provide the legal basis for demonstrating that the wording as set out in 

Appendix “A” to Mr Stevenson’s 26 January 2016 evidence is the most 

appropriate means of giving effect to the applicable statutory requirements.  

On this basis it is considered that Ceres can rely entirely on the Council’s 

opening in that regard and it will not be filing legal submissions addressing 

this site-specific rezoning. 

 

Dated 28 January 2016 

 

 

 

J M van der Wal 

Counsel for Ceres NZ Limited 


