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MAY IT PLEASE THE PANEL: 

1 This memorandum is filed on behalf of the Canterbury Museum Trust Board 

(the Board), which is a submitter on the Natural and Historic Heritage chapter of 

the Proposed Christchurch Replacement District Plan. This memorandum is 

filed in response to the Memorandum of Counsel for the Christchurch City 

Council dated 11 March 2016 seeking timetabling directions from the Panel. 

2 The timetable proposed by the Council is that closing submissions for Topic 9.3 

will be due from submitters on 6 May. However, after this occurs, the Council 

will be filing supplementary evidence on interiors on 9 May. There is no 

provision in the proposed timetable for submitters to file any additional evidence 

responding to new material that may be introduced through the Council’s 

supplementary evidence, or to address matters by way of closing submissions, 

which must be filed before the supplementary evidence is received.  

3 Based on the various memoranda filed by the Council, it is not clear what (if 

any) supplementary evidence the Council intends to file in relation to the 

Canterbury Museum. However, in the event that new evidence is filed, the 

Board requests that it (along with all other submitters in a similar position) are 

given the opportunity to subsequently respond to that evidence through rebuttal 

evidence and closing legal submissions. It may also be necessary to reconvene 

the hearing to enable any new evidence to be tested by way of questioning and 

cross-examination.  

4 The Board appreciates the challenging time constraints that the Panel is 

operating under and respectfully requests that the Panel please take this 

memorandum into account when issuing further timetabling directions in relation 

to the Natural and Historic Heritage chapter of the Proposed Plan. 

 

DATED 17 March 2016 

      

David Pedley 
  Counsel for the Canterbury Museum Trust Board  


