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MEMORANDUM OF COUNSEL FOR THE ROMAN CATHOLIC BISHOP 

OF THE DIOCESE OF CHRISTCHURCH AND CHURCH PROPERTY 

TRUSTEES 

May it please the Panel: 

1 This memorandum is filed on behalf the Roman Catholic Bishop of 

the Diocese (the Diocese), submitter 3692 and 3670 and Church 

Property Trustees (CPT), submitter 3610 and 3670 (jointly referred 

to as the Submitters) in relation to the proposed Chapter 9 Natural 

and Cultural Heritage hearing.  

2 The purpose of this memorandum is to respond to matters set out 

by the Christchurch City Council (the Council) in its memoranda of 7 

March 2016 (the 7 March Memorandum) and 11 March 2016 (the 11 

March Memorandum).  

Interior Heritage Fabric 

3 Paragraph 3(a) of the 11 March Memorandum confirms that the 

Council seeks leave to file supplementary evidence on interior 

heritage fabric by 9 May 2016.  

4 The purpose of the supplementary evidence is set out in paragraph 

5 of the 7 March Memorandum. Relevantly, the purpose is: 

4.1 To signal those heritage items which are not considered to 

have interior heritage fabric such that listing is warranted; 

and  

4.2 To clarify which interior heritage fabric is known about in 

Council records. 

5 Paragraphs 9 and 10 of the 7 March Memorandum set out the 

Council’s intentions to engage with landowners regarding the 

supplementary evidence. The Council has indicated it will invite 

landowners to comment on the correctness of the list of interior 

heritage fabric features of the owner’s building. It then provides a 

number of options available to the landowner including the offer of a 

site visit to inspect interiors.  

6 CPT opposes the Council’s position in relation to supplementary 

evidence for the following reasons: 

6.1 The eight week timeframe proposed by the Council is simply 

not achievable for CPT given; 

(a) The sheer volume of CPT-owned properties included in 

the appendices of the 7 March Memorandum for 

consultation;   
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(b) CPT is already behind with regards to its recovery plan. 

It has had to divert from this plan to allow for the 

Replacement District Plan Process; and 

(c) Even if the timeframes were to be extended, CPT still 

does not have the capacity to accommodate any 

consultation or  mediation with the Council on these 

matters; 

6.2 This would require access to all of the listed sites. A number 

of properties have suffered significant earthquake damage 

such that they are closed and not accessible;  

6.3 Much of the interior fabric of CPT’s buildings is not owned by 

CPT. Rather it is the property of the parishioners and would 

require consultation or mediation with the parish rather than 

CPT; and  

6.4 There are a number of buildings included in the appendices to 

the 7 March Memorandum for which CPT does not any have 

any information for without undertaking a site visit. 

7 CPT is not aware of any existing detailed protection of interiors nor 

was it provided with any information held by the Council relating to 

the interiors of its buildings, except when CPT specifically 

downloaded a number of statements of significance from the 

Council’s website. Since receipt of the Council’s memoranda, CPT 

has reviewed all Statements of Significance for buildings listed in 

Appendix A of the 11 March Memorandum (heritage buildings where 

the Statement of Significance lists interior). CPT considers that the 

very minimal and general information contained the Statements of 

Significance is totally inadequate in identifying what aspects of the 

building interiors are protected.  

8 On this basis and taking into account those properties listed in 

Appendices B and C of the 11 March Memorandum and after 

allowing for one property that has been listed during the hearings 

process but is omitted from the Appendices, there is a total 30 

buildings that CPT would need to consult or mediate on with the 

Council.  

9 In the 7 March Memorandum the Council indicated it holds 

information (in addition to the Statements of Significance) on 

interior heritage fabric of scheduled buildings. CPT has not been 

provided with this information and considers that such information 

should be publically accessible.  
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Proposed timetabling directions  

10 In the appendix to the Council Memorandum, the Council proposed 

a number of timetabling directions including the following dates 

relating to Topic 9.3: 

10.1 8 April: Council to circulate revised proposal to mediation 

participants; 

10.2 15 April: Mediation parties to give feedback; 

10.3 22 April: Council to file revised proposal; 

10.4 6 May: Submitter closings;  

10.5 9 May: Supplementary evidence; and  

10.6 20 May: Council closings.  

11 The Submitters do not consider these timeframes to be reasonable. 

As outlined above, CPT cannot accommodate any consultation with 

the Council on its supplementary evidence.  

12 The Submitters do not consider that it is appropriate for the Council 

to file supplementary evidence after the date on which submitters 

are to file closing submissions. The effect of this is that submitters 

will not have an opportunity to record any comments with the Panel 

on the supplementary evidence. The Submitters consider it is 

appropriate for submitter closings to be filed after the Council has 

filed its supplementary evidence on interior heritage fabric. 

 

Dated: 18 March 2016 

 

 

_______________________________ 

JM Appleyard  

Counsel for The Roman Catholic Bishop of the Diocese  

of Christchurch and Church Property Trustees 


