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MAY IT PLEASE THE HEARINGS PANEL. 
 
Introduction 
 

1. This Memorandum is filed by Te Rūnanga o Ngāi Tahu and ngā rūnanga (Ngāi 

Tahu), in response to the Hearings Panel’s Minutes of 24 and 29 November 

2016, and the Christchurch City Council’s Memorandum of 28 November 

2016 (the Council’s Memorandum).  

 

2. Ngāi Tahu supports the Council’s Memorandum, and in particular, concurs 

with the conclusion “that the map filed with the Secretariat on the 9 

November 2016 is appropriate and seek its confirmation in the Panel’s 

decision on planning maps for Chapter 9”. 

 
3. This Memorandum does not repeat the matters addressed in the Council’s 

Memorandum (which, as noted, Ngāi Tahu support), but does raise some 

additional points for the Panel’s consideration which it is respectfully 

submitted provide further support for the confirmation of the 9 November 

2016 map as appropriate for inclusion in the Replacement Plan. 

 
Discussion 

4. The maps included with the original Ngāi Tahu Stage 3 submission identified 

both a Ngā Wai site (site 96) and a Ngā Tūranga Tupuna site (site 77).  Both 

these sites are shown in multiple maps within the map book included with 

the original submission.  Both sites run along and include part of the coastal 

marine area.  The mapping of the Ngā Tūranga Tupuna (site 77) extends both 

landward and seaward from MHWS by approx. 50m.  The mapping of the Nga 

Wai (site 96) extends seaward only from MHWS, again by approx. 50m.  

Individual maps within the map book include scale keys, which enable these 

dimensions to be measured. 
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5. As noted in the Council’s Memorandum1, during the course of the joint 

Council / Ngāi Tahu work programme to refine the mapping of sites of Ngāi 

Tahu cultural significance (SoNTCS), it was agreed that the Ngā Tūranga 

Tupuna site (site 77) could be deleted if it was substituted by a revised map 

area for Nga Wai site 96 which incorporated land in the Coastal Environment 

adjacent to the coastal marine area.  In effect, site 96 would then incorporate 

both sites 77 and 96 as set out in the map book included with Ngāi Tahu’s 

original submission. 

 

6. The intent of this agreement by the cultural mapping experts was to simplify 

the mapping of sites for the purpose of inclusion in the Replacement Plan, 

while reflecting the cultural significance of the coastal marine area, and 

adjacent land area, to Ngāi Tahu. 

 

7. It is submitted that this approach is consistent with the relevant statutory 

framework.  In essence, the line of the landward boundary of the coastal 

environment has been adopted as a pragmatic and effective alternative to 

separately showing a line marking the landward boundary of Te Tai o 

Mahaanui Ngā Wai site 96 (which now incorporates site 77). 

 

8. While it may have been possible to include an additional line on the planning 

maps, to mark the landward boundary of site 96, it is submitted that any such 

line would need to reflect the landward line of site 77 as shown in the 

original submission (which is now incorporated into site 96).  However, this 

additional line would not enhance the ‘useability’ of the plan, but rather 

would be likely to create additional complexity for plan users. 

 
9. It is accepted that the reference to coastal marine area in the label “Te Tai o 

Mahaanui (Christchurch, Banks Peninsula and Selwyn Coastal Marine Area) ID 

96” on the Appendix to Mr Pauling’s evidence has caused some confusion.  

                                                           
1
 At paragraphs 11 – 14. 
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However, this has been clarified in the Council’s Memorandum, and a 

correction proposed. 

 

10. The coastal environment boundary line is understood to have been 

developed, taking into account cultural heritage considerations so as to give 

effect to NZCPS 2010, policy 1.2 

 
11. Furthermore, the introduction section to ch 9.6 Coastal Environment of the 

Replacement Plan expressly recognises Ngāi Tahu’s relationship with the 

coastal environment of the District.3 

 
The coastal marine area around the Christchurch District is acknowledged in 

the Ngāi Tahu Claims Settlement Act as a Statutory Acknowledgement Area 

‘Te Tai o Mahaanui’. The coastal environment is highly valued by Ngāi Tahu 

mana whenua and has traditionally, and continues to, provide for settlement 

and mahinga kai. Landuse activities can impact the quality of the coastal 

environment, which is expressed in the whakataukī ‘ki uta ki tai’, ‘from 

mountains to the sea’ — all things are connected.  

 

Access to mahinga kai and other areas of significance to Ngāi Tahu mana 

whenua is of fundamental importance to exercising kaitiakitanga. Due to 

historical occupation and the abundance of resources along the coastline, 

there is a depth of connection for Māori with the coastal environment. 

 

12. While it is acknowledged that Ngā Wai site 96 as mapped includes land which 

is not included within the statutory acknowledgement area for Te Tai o 

Mahaanui (Selwyn – Banks Peninsula Coastal Marine Area), as set out in 

Schedule 101 to the Ngāi Tahu Claims Settlement Act 1998, it is submitted 

that this is nevertheless appropriate in the context of identification of the 

Ngā Wai site in the Replacement Plan. 

 

                                                           
2
 See evidence of S Ferguson, Ch 19 Coastal Environment, at 5.1.  NZCPS Policy 1 includes recognition that the 

coastal environment includes “items of cultural and historic heritage in the coastal marine area or on the 
coast”. 
3
 As per Decision 52. 
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13. Section 208 of the Ngāi Tahu Claims Settlement Act 1998 provides (emphasis 

added)  

208Local authorities must have regard to statutory acknowledgements 

From the effective date, and without derogating from its obligations 

under Part 2 of the Resource Management Act 1991, a consent authority must 

have regard to the statutory acknowledgement relating to a statutory area in 

forming an opinion in accordance with sections 93 to 94C of that Act as to 

whether Te Rūnanga o Ngāi Tahu is a person who may be adversely affected 

by the granting of a resource consent for activities within, adjacent to, or 

impacting directly on, the statutory area. 

 

14. The relevant resource management considerations for Council, in relation to 

effects on Ngāi Tahu cultural interests, extend beyond the immediate 

boundary of the statutory area to which the statutory acknowledgment 

applies, and include activities adjacent to or impacting directly on that 

statutory area.  

 

15. As noted in the Council’s Memorandum, there is no rule requiring limited 

notification to Ngāi Tahu in relation to consent applications within site 96, 

but consultation which occurs, and its outcome, is a relevant matter to be 

considered in the exercise of the Council’s discretion when assessing 

applications within the site (as ultimately mapped).4 

 

Strategic Objective 

16. Finally, it is submitted that this approach is also consistent with Strategic 

Objective 3.3.17.  For ease of reference this Strategic Objective is set out 

below (with emphasis added).  

 

3.3.17 Wāi (Water) features and values, and Te Tai o Mahaanui  

a. The critical importance of wāi (water) to life in the district, including 

surface freshwater, groundwater, and Te Tai o Mahaanui (water in the coastal 

environment) is recognised and provided for by:  

                                                           
4
 Refer para 20 – 22 of councils memorandum, and matter of discretion 9.5.5.3 Nga Wai, item a. 

http://www.legislation.govt.nz/act/public/1998/0097/latest/link.aspx?id=DLM231904#DLM231904
http://www.legislation.govt.nz/act/public/1998/0097/latest/link.aspx?id=DLM234301#DLM234301
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i.  taking an integrated approach to managing land use activities that 

could adversely affect wāi (water), based on the principle of ‘Ki uta 

ki tai’ (from the mountains to the sea);  

ii.  ensuring that the life supporting and intrinsic natural and cultural 

values and characteristics associated with water bodies, their 

catchments and the connections between them are maintained, or 

improved where they have been degraded;  

iii.  ensuring subdivision, land use and development of land is managed 

to safeguard the District’s potable wāi (water) supplies, waipuna 

(springs), and water bodies and their margins; particularly Ōtākaro 

(Avon River), Ihutai (Avon-Heathcote Estuary), Whakaraupō 

(Lyttelton Harbour), Whakaroa (Akaroa Harbour) and Te Tai o 

Mahaanui;  

iv.  ensuring that Ngāi Tahu values and cultural interests in wāi (water) 

as a taonga are recognised and protected. 

 

17.  It is respectfully submitted that Strategic Objective 3.3.17 further supports 

an approach where the coastal environment landward of MHWS is 

recognised as an integral part of Te Tai o Mahaanui Ngā Wai.  Such an 

approach  

 supports and enables an integrated approach to managing land use 

activities that could adversely affect wai (water) based on the 

principle of ‘Ki uta ki tai’ (from the mountains to the sea),  

 assists in maintaining and enhancing (where degraded) the 

connections between waterbodies, 

 helps to ensure subdivision, land use and development of land 

safeguards Te Tai o Mahaanui, 

 helps to ensure that Ngāi Tahu values and cultural interests in wai 

(water) as a taonga are recognised and protected. 

  

Further hearing. 

18. Ngāi Tahu do not request that the hearing be reconvened in relation to this 

issue, and consent to the issue being determined by the Panel on the papers.  
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However, if any other party requests to be heard, or the Panel determines 

that it wishes to reconvene the hearing, Ngāi Tahu will attend and do seek to 

be heard. 

 

 

 

__________________ 

D van Mierlo  /  J Leckie 

for Te Rūnanga o Ngāi Tahu and nga rūnanga 

 


