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Mediation Report: Chapter 9.3- Historic Heritage  
 
To: Independent Hearings Panel – Christchurch Replacement Plan 
 
From:  John Mills, Environment Commissioner – Mediator 
 
Date:  21st, 22nd and 30th March 2016  
 
This is a record of mediation outcome held for this topic. It is prepared in accordance with 
Clause 10(4)) of Schedule 3 to the Canterbury Earthquake (Christchurch Replacement 
District Plan) Order 2014. 
 
This report covers mediation sessions on the following Chapter 9.3 Historic Heritage 
Proposal topics: 
 

1. Rule P8, standard (b) consultation clause  
2. Activity status for demolition of buildings subject to section 38 notices  
3. Site specific requests  
4. Hands off Hagley  
5. Objectives and policies- policy direction and drafting matters  
6. Interiors 
7. Definitions (Heritage investigation and temporary works, Repairs, Heritage 

setting, Heritage fabric) 
8. Certification regime 
9. Rules P3, P10, P11 in exhibit 11 
10. New PA to continue reconstruction activity authorized by existing plan until 

specified date 
11. Minor alterations 
12. Akaroa Historic Area 
13. Further discussion on drafting of provisions 
14. Session 1 continued.        
15. Site specific requests 

 
Outstanding Matters 
 

Summary of Matters the Panel will be required to determine as identified at the 
Mediation: 
1. Re-wording of P8(a) 
2. Activity status for demolition where section 38 notice does not apply  
3. Heritage listing of St Barnabas 
4. Heritage listing of façade for Public Trust  Building  
5. Definition of ‘Heritage Setting’ 
6. Heritage listing of Hagley Park 

 
Note: Without prejudice Revised Proposal dated 18 March 2016 was tabled at the 
mediation and formed the basis for discussions on the 21 and 22 March sessions.  
 
Session 1 – Rule P8, standard (b) consultation clause  
 
Attendees: Caroline Rachlin (CCC), Alan Matheson (CCC), Matt Conway (Counsel / CCC), 

Mark Stevenson (CCC), Mike Mora (Riccarton/ Wigram Community Board), 
Vicki Barker (Crown), Sandra McIntyre (Crown), Maiki Andersen (Crown), Di 
Lucas (Peterborough Village Association), Jeremy Johnson (Church Property 
Trustees), Kirstie Wyss (Church Property Trustees), Bob Nixon (Church 
Property Trustees), Gavin Molley (Church Property Trustees), Hans van der 
wal (The Great Christchurch Buildings Trust), David Collins (The Great 
Christchurch Buildings Trust), Mike Vincent (Heritage New Zealand), Hannah 
Marks (Rockford Group Holdings), Suzanne Price (Church Property Trustees), 
Alice Burnett (Beca/ Minutes) 
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Note: The mediator was not present for this session  
 
Discussion covered P8(b) in relation to the consultation with Heritage New Zealand and 
the Christchurch City Council. It was agreed to delete sub clause (b).  
Discussions also covered the potential for re-wording of sub clause (a) to refer to the new 
Act’s equivalent of section 38 (Greater Christchurch Regeneration Act, section 47)  as well 
as listing specific building names. Agreement was not reached and at this stage it will be 
a matter for the Panel. 
 
 
Session 2 – (a) Activity status for demolition of buildings subject to section 38 notices; (b) 

Specific policies relating to Central City 
 
Attendees: Caroline Rachlin (CCC), Alan Matheson (CCC), Mark Stevenson (CCC), Matt 

Conway (Counsel / CCC), Mike Mora (Riccarton/ Wigram Community Board), 
Vicki Barker (Crown), Sandra McIntyre (Crown), Maiki Andersen (Crown), Di 
Lucas (Peterborough Village Association), Jeremy Johnson (Church Property 
Trustees), Kirstie Wyss (Church Property Trustees), Bob Nixon (Church 
Property Trustees), Gavin Molley (Church Property Trustees),  Jo Appleyard 
(Church Property Trustees/ Catholic Diocese), Hans van der wal (The Great 
Christchurch Buildings Trust), David Collins (The Great Christchurch Buildings 
Trust), Suzanne Price (Church Property Trustees), Mike Vincent (Heritage New 
Zealand), Geraldine Baumann (Heritage New Zealand), Alice Burnett (Beca/ 
Minutes) 

 
During the initial stages of the session it was agreed between the parties to focus 
discussions around demolition where section 38 notices do not apply.  
 
The Crown stated they do not have an interest in specific buildings not subject to a section 
38 notice. 
 
With the exception of the Great Christchurch Buildings Trust, the parties agreed to have 
Controlled activity status for demolition of the Cathedral of the Blessed Sacrament if there 
was no section 38 notice.   
 
Parties discussed the activity status for the Chris tchurch Cathedral if there was no section 
38 notice, including the option of fully Discretionary or Restricted Discretionary if 
appropriate Matters of Discretion could be drafted. At this stage no agreement was reached 
and is therefore a matter for the panel.    
 
Mr van der Wal undertook to seek confirmation of the Great Christchurch Buildings Trust’s 
position with respect to the activity status for both Cathedrals in light of the mediation 
discussion. 
 
In respect of any new building on the site of the Cathedral of the Blessed Sacrament under 
the Central City Mixed use zone rules, Council proposed a controlled activity status with 
an off-line discussion required on the matters of control.  
 
There was also discussion about whether this should be reflected in policy 9.3.2.6.  The 
Council and Church Property Trustees to discuss further and circulate revised wording to 
the Crown. 
 
 
Session 3 – Site specific requests  
 
Attendees: Caroline Rachlin (CCC), Alan Matheson (CCC), Jenny May (CCC), Amanda 

Ohs (CCC), Matt Conway (Counsel / CCC), Bob Nixon (Church Property 
Trustees), Glenn Taylor (Tailorspace), Jeremy Phillips (Carter Group), Rik 
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Tindall (Cashmere Residents Association), Jo Appleyard (Church  Property 
Trustees/ Catholic Diocese),  Suzanne Price (Church Property Trustees), Alice 
Burnett (Beca/ Minutes) 

 
Barrington Park gates and Spreydon Coronation Hall:  Council agreed to carry out further 
work in relation to whether the Barrington Park gates and Spreydon Coronation Hall meet 
the threshold for listing, and consult the asset owner.  
 
25 Helmores Lane: Agreement was reached to remove the listing for this building.  
 
St Barnabas: No agreement was reached about the listing of this building and there fore 
this is a matter for the panel.  
 
The Crossing Building: Ms May declared a conflict of interest and therefore did not provide 
comment for this site. Council agreed to take this offline in relation to the listing of the 
façade and the potential for the inclusion of a Matter of Discretion for urban design.   
 
Public Trust Building: Council recommended listing only the façade of the building however 
agreement was not reached and this is a matter for the panel.  
 
 
Session 4 – Hands off Hagley 
 
Attendees: Caroline Rachlin (CCC), Alan Matheson (CCC), Jenny May (CCC), Amanda 

Ohs (CCC), Janice Carter (CCC), Matt Conway (Counsel / CCC), Sue Williams 
(Hands off Hagley), Anne Dingwall (Hands off Hagley), Anne Martin (Hands off 
Hagley), Alice Burnett (Beca/ Minutes) 

 
The parties discussed whether Hagley Park should have a heritage listing, in light of what 
is already identified in the Conservation Plan and in respect of the Open Space provisions. 
The Council is to consider this further in light of that discussion and will contact submitters 
once this further consideration has taken place.  
  
 
Session 5 – Objectives and policies- policy direction and drafting matters  
 
Attendees:  Caroline Rachlin (CCC), Alan Matheson (CCC), Jenny May (CCC), Matt 

Conway (Counsel / CCC), Mike Vincent (Heritage New Zealand), Geraldine 
Baumann (Heritage New Zealand), Jo Appleyard (Church Property Trustees/ 
Catholic Diocese), Suzanne Price (Church Property Trustees), Jeremy Phillips 
(Carter Group), Bob Nixon (Church Property Trustees), Vicki Barker (Crown), 
Sandra McIntyre (Crown), Maiki Andersen (Crown), Mike Mora (Riccarton/ 
Wigram Community Board), Helen Broughton (#3391), Alice Burnett (Beca/ 
Minutes) 

 
Feedback was received from the parties about the wording of the objectives and polic ies 
in Chapter 9.3. 
 
The Crown and Church Property Trustees provided alternative drafting suggestions for the 
objectives and policies and circulated prior to mediation. The Crown supported CPT’s 
proposed wording of “economic and financial constraints” instead of economic viability .  
The Crown agreed to work with the Council and CPT to further redraft provisions prior to 
the 30 March mediation.   
 
The Council was to consider further what details on heritage assessment methodology 
should be included in Policy 9.3.2.1, and how this should be worded to clearly express a 
policy direction. 
 
Other matters discussed included the appropriate focus and wording for the heritage area 

policy (9.3.2.2).    
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Further drafting and discussions are to occur ahead of the mediation on the 30 March, at 
which the provisions will be discussed further. Outcomes from this further mediation will be 
discussed in Session 13 of this report.  
 
 
Session 6 - Interiors 
 
Attendees: Caroline Rachlin (CCC), Alan Matheson (CCC), Jenny May (CCC), Amanda 

Ohs (CCC), Jackie Gillies (CCC), Matt Conway (Counsel /CCC), Mike Vincent 
(Heritage New Zealand), Geraldine Baumann (Heritage New Zealand), Hamish 
Cuthbert (represent Rosemary Lyon #3625), Jo Appleyard (Church Property 
Trustees/ Catholic Diocese), Tim Joll (Church Property Trustees/ Catholic 
Diocese), Suzanne Price (Church Property Trustees), Rochelle Hardy (Church 
Property Trustees/ Catholic Diocese), Vicki Barker (Crown), Sandra McIntyre  
(Crown), Maiki Andersen (Crown), Mike Mora (Riccarton/ Wigram Community 
Board), Helen Broughton (#3391), David Collins (The Great Christchurch 
Buildings Trust), Graham Taylor (Arts Centre of Christchurch Trust Board), 
Alice Burnett (Beca/ Minutes) 

 
The attendees discussed the potential approach to protection of heritage interiors 
discussed in the Council’s 7 March memoranda. There was general agreement among 
submitters that interiors should not be scheduled unless there was sufficient information 
about their significance available to justify this, and that if the Council is going to regulate 
interiors it needs to prioritise scheduling those interiors where they already have the 
detailed information needed such as council and public owned buildings and Heritage New 
Zealand Category 1 buildings. The Council agreed to consider further and report back at 
the 30 March mediation.     
 
 
Session 7 – Definitions (Heritage investigation and temporary works, Repairs, Heritage 
setting, Heritage fabric) 
 
Attendees: Caroline Rachlin (CCC), Alan Matheson (CCC), Jenny May (CCC), Amanda 

Ohs (CCC), Matt Conway (Counsel /CCC),  Mike Vincent (Heritage New 
Zealand), Geraldine Baumann (Heritage New Zealand), Jo Appleyard (Church 
Property Trustees/ Catholic Diocese), Tim Joll (Church Property Trustees/ 
Catholic Diocese), Suzanne Price (Church Property Trustees), Rochelle Hardy 
(Church Property Trustees/ Catholic Diocese), Vicki Barker (Crown), Sandra 
McIntyre (Crown), Maiki Andersen (Crown), Bob Nixon (Church Property 
Trustees), David Collins (The Great Christchurch Buildings Trust), Mike Mora 
(Riccarton/ Wigram Community Board), Jeremy Phillips (Carter Group), 
Graham Taylor (Arts Centre of Christchurch Trust Board), Alice Burnett (Beca/ 
Minutes) 

 
Heritage investigative and temporary works:  
Agreement was reached to remove temporary lifting from Heritage Upgrade Works and 
Heritage Investigation rules and create a separate rule. Additionally, agreement was 
reached to insert ‘core drilling’ into the definition  and amend the activity standard in the 
associated permitted activity rule (P3) to reflect this.  
 
Repairs: 
Agreement was reached to use the wording as proposed by Ms McIntyre in Exhibit 16.   
 
Heritage setting:  
Agreement was reached to use the wording “integral to” as proposed by Ms McIntyre in 
Exhibit 16 instead of “contributes to”. The remainder of the changes to this definition sought 
in Exhibit 16 were not agreed and remain a matter for the Panel. 
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Heritage fabric: 
Agreement was reached to include an exemption for items inside museums and galleries 
in this definition. Ms Appleyard agreed to provide wording to Council around the exemptions 
for liturgical items, museum exhibitions, chattels , fixtures and fittings.  
 
 
Session 8 – Certification regime 
 
Attendees: Caroline Rachlin (CCC), Alan Matheson (CCC), Jenny May (CCC), Amanda 

Ohs (CCC), Matt Conway (Counsel /CCC), Mike Vincent (Heritage New 
Zealand), Geraldine Baumann (Heritage New Zealand), Jo Appleyard (Church 
Property Trustees/ Catholic Diocese), Tim Joll (Church Property Trustees/ 
Catholic Diocese), Suzanne Price (Church Property Trustees), Rochelle Hardy 
(Church Property Trustees/ Catholic Diocese), Vicki Barker (Crown), Sandra 
McIntyre (Crown), Maiki Andersen (Crown), David Collins (The Great 
Christchurch Buildings Trust), Alice Burnett (Beca/ Minutes)  

 
Agreement was reached to allow the use of supervision by a heritage expert as an 
alternative to compliance with the other standards in rules P1-P3.   
 
Discussion was had around the definition of a qualified specialist, how much experience 
was required by the professional and how the experience would be detailed.  This is to be 
the subject of further offline discussions and drafting between the Council, Crown and CPT. 
 
Discussion also occurred about the role of the certifier and the role of the Council in relation 
to certification.  Rules P10 and P11 are to be developed further, including the detail of what 
would need to be in an earthquake repair plan.  The wording would then go into an appendix 
in the Plan. The appendix would require the repair plan to include a statement certifying 
that the expert meets the definition of a qualified specialist, as well as setting out the 
experience they are relying on in the particular situation to establish that they are suitably 
experienced. 
 
Potential provision for a certifier to confirm works to be undertaken would not affect 
heritage fabric was raised by the Crown but no agreement was reached.  
 
 
Session 9 – Rules P3, P10, P11 in exhibit 11 
 
Attendees: Caroline Rachlin (CCC), Alan Matheson (CCC), Amanda Ohs (CCC), Matt 

Conway (Counsel /CCC), Mike Vincent (Heritage New Zealand), Geraldine 
Baumann (Heritage New Zealand), Jo Appleyard (Church Property Trustees/ 
Catholic Diocese), Vicki Barker (Crown), Sandra McIntyre (Crown), Maiki 
Andersen (Crown), Bob Nixon (Church Property Trustees/ Catholic Diocese), 
Graham Taylor (Arts Centre of Christchurch Trust Board), Alice Burnett (Beca/ 
Minutes) 

 
Feedback was received from the parties about the wording to components of the rules with 
further drafting to be undertaken by the Council.  
 
The following activity status table for various activities was suggested and discussed during 
mediation (noting that some of the permitted activity status would be accompanied by a 
standard concerning certification). It was noted that some further consideration was 
required for some components.  
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Rules Earthquake 
Damage 
Category 1 

Earthquake 
Damage 
Category 2 

Non 
Earthquake 
Damage 
Category 1 

Non 
Earthquake 
Damage 
Category 2 

Repairs Permitted Permitted Permitted Permitted 

Investigative Permitted Permitted Permitted Permitted 

Maintenance Permitted Permitted Permitted Permitted 

Restoration Permitted Permitted Controlled Permitted 

Reconstruction Permitted Permitted Controlled Permitted 

Upgrades Permitted Permitted Controlled 
(option) 

Controlled 
(option) 

 
 
Session 10 – New Permitted Activity to continue reconstruction activity authorized by 
existing plan until specified date 
 
It was agreed there was no need for a new rule in light of P11.  
 
 
Session 11 – Minor alterations 
 
Attendees: Caroline Rachlin (CCC), Alan Matheson (CCC), Amanda Ohs (CCC), Matt 

Conway (Counsel /CCC), Mike Vincent (Heritage New Zealand), Geraldine 
Baumann (Heritage New Zealand), Vicki Barker (Crown), Sandra McIntyre 
(Crown), Maiki Andersen (Crown), Jo Appleyard (Church Property Trustees/ 
Catholic Diocese), Vicki Barker (Crown), Sandra McIntyre (Crown), Maiki 
Anderson (Crown), Bob Nixon (Church Property Trustees/ Catholic Diocese), 
Graham Taylor (Arts Centre of Christchurch Trust Board), Alice Burnett (Beca/ 
Minutes) 

 
Mr van der wal and Mr Vincent agreed to draft a definition for minor alterations and circulate 
this around the parties for an offline discussion.  
 
 
Session 12 – Akaroa Historic Area 
 
Attendees: Caroline Rachlin (CCC), Alan Matheson (CCC), Amanda Ohs (CCC), Suky 

Thompson (Akaroa Civic Trust), Jan Cook (Akaroa Civic Trust), Vicki Barker 
(Crown), Sandra McIntyre (Crown), Maiki Andersen (Crown), Mike Vincent 
(Heritage New Zealand), Geraldine Baumann (Heritage New Zealand), Alice 
Burnett (Beca/ Minutes) 

 
Council to look at errors in the map which was circulated at mediation with particular regard 
to Garden of Tane and the cemeteries identified in green on the map.  
 
The revised wording of Policy 9.3.2.2 was discussed and the general focus was agreed 
subject to some further drafting changes and the nature of the matters of discretion to be 
developed.  With respect to 9.3.2.2.a(ii) wording such as “the area can be seen as a 
comprehensive, collective and integrated place” was discussed to replace “homoge neity”, 
and it was suggested that reference to “non-contributing places” also needed to be 
amended.   
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It was agreed that a Matter of Discretion should apply to all underlying zones in the Heritage 
Area. Council agreed to look further into which specific zones are affected and how the 
matter of discretion would fit into each zone.  
 
The following consent or notification triggers were raised during mediation for 
consideration:  

 When another consent was required via underlying zone 

 New building  

 Subdivision 

 Heritage rule was triggered 

 Limited notified  to Heritage New Zealand Akaroa Design Guideline Committee  
 
Note: Without prejudice Revised Proposal dated 29 March formed part of the 
discussions for the below sessions.  
 
 
Session 13 – Further discussion on drafting of provisions  
 
Attendees: Caroline Rachlin (CCC), Alan Matheson (CCC), Warren Bangma (Counsel/ 

CCC), Amanda Ohs (CCC), Jenny May (CCC), Vicki Barker (Crown), Sandra 
McIntyre (Crown), Maiki Andersen (Crown), Mike Vincent (Heritage New 
Zealand), Geraldine Baumann (Heritage New Zealand), Graham Taylor (Arts 
Centre of Christchurch Trust Board), Jan Cook (Akaroa Civic Trust), Jeremy 
Phillips (Carter Group), Jan Cook (Rod Donald Banks Peninsula Trust & Akaroa 
Civic Trust), Rochelle Hardy (Church Property Trustees), Suzanne Price 
(Church Property Trustees), Tim Joll (Church Property Trustees), Alice Burnett 
(Beca/ Minutes) 

 
Discussion was had around the Council’s updated proposal not to list (and regulate) any 
interiors at this stage apart from the Council owned buildings that have Conservation Plans  
with detail suitable for scheduling (approximately 40 buildings) . Future work is needed to 
assess other heritage buildings in the District and incorporate protection of these interiors 
into the Replacement Plan by way of a Council Plan Change.   All parties agreed with this 
approach and considered it a pragmatic response given the lack of specific detail on 
interiors, the need for building owner consultation and the timing. 
 
Discussion was had in relation to rewording of the Objective, Policies and Rules. The 
outcome of the objective and policies discussion will be outlined in the revised proposal on 
8 April 2016.   
 
Provided as Attachment 1 are notes from the Crown, however it is noted that this has not 
been circulated to the parties, and is for information purposes only.  
    

Agreement was made to have an offline discussion in relation to Policy 15.1.5.1 with 
Council and CPT. The Crown supports the draft wording circulated by CPT.   
 
Definitions 
There was also discussion around a number of definitions : 
Alteration of a heritage item – all reference to interiors needs to reflect the Council’s new 
approach to interiors 
Heritage fabric – CCC to consider a separate “interiors” definition and to circulate wording.  
Heritage investigative… – core drilling into a separate clause c.  
Heritage setting – Crown supports wording 
Minor alterations – CCC to circulate wording suggested by Mr van der Wal for comment.  
General agreement that a definition would not be necessary if the rule was drafted 
appropriately.  
Temporary lifting/relocation – CCC to consider further. 
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Discussion was had in relation to a heritage works plan as redrafted in the Councils  30 
March Proposal. In particular: 

 the need for a registered architect (under clause a) to have heritage conservation 
qualifications  to undertake certification of heritage matters,  

 the need for relevant projects (in clause b) to be demonstrated with evidence 
rather than just specified,  

 that the relevance of experience to the project needs to be stated . 
 
 
Session 14 – Site specific requests 
 
Attendees: Caroline Rachlin (CCC), Alan Matheson (CCC), Warren Bangma (Counsel/ 

CCC), Amanda Ohs (CCC), Jenny May (CCC), Anne Hansbury (CCC), Diana 
Shand (ICON), Neil Grow (Elmwood), Ainsley McLeod (Elmwood), Hamish 
Cuthbert (represent Rosemary Lyon #3625), Nicole Laueustein (ICON), Dave 
Pearson (ICON ), Penny Wenlock (#4002), Bill Packard (#4002), Sue Williams 
(Hands off Hagley), Chris Kissling (Hands off Hagley), Anne Dingwell (Hands 
off Hagley), Alice Burnett (Beca/ Minutes)  

 
Elmwood:  
Agreement was reached to retain the car park within the heritage listing with an exemption 
from the heritage rules. 
 
Rosemary Lyon:  
Agreement was reached to alter the heritage setting so that the setting boundary would 
be identified by a stone wall.  
 
Penny Wenlock and Bill Packard:   
Agreement was reached to reduce the heritage setting.  
 
ICON:  
Council agreed to have an offline discussion about the submitter statement with the 
outcome of this to be addressed in closing legal submissions.  
 
Hands off Hagley:   
No agreement was reached in relation to the heritage listing for Hagley Park and therefore 
this is a matter for the panel.  
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
John Mills 
Environment Court Commissioner - Mediator 
8 April 2016 
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Attachment 1 – feedback received from the Crown as to discussion regarding 
objectives, policies, rules and definitions as part of Session 13. 
 
 
 
 
The following represents recording of issues by the Crown but has not been circulated to 
the parties. 
 
 
Objective 9.3.1 
The parties broadly agreed with the Objective.  HNZ did not support reference to financial 
and engineering constraints in the Objective and consider it should be in the policy instead.  
The use of the word “constraints” or “factors” was a minor area of disagreement between 
the parties. 
 
Policy 9.3.2.1 
The Crown considers the detail in the policy sits better in an Appendix.  If it is to be retained, 
then a number of clauses in (a) need to be clarified and tightened up.   CCC were conscious 
of not losing the essence of the values in the process.  CCC to revisit (a). 
 
Both the Crown and CPT proposed wording for policy 9.3.2.1(c).  CCC to reconsider in light 
of the revised approach to interiors. 
 
Policy 9.3.2.2 
HNZ, the Crown and Akaroa Civic Trust support the minor rewording of policy 9.3.2.2 as 
discussed. 
 
Policy 9.3.2.3 
All parties agreed to include wording of financial and engineering constraints/factors in 
policy 9.3.2.3.  Most parties agreed to the proposed wording by CPT for 9.3.2.3(a)(iii) as 
the basis for the Council’s redrafting.  It was agreed to remove the term non-contributing 
from policy 9.3.2.3(c)(ii). 
 
Policy 9.3.2.6 
Crown queried where the reference to the Teachers College came from?  CCC to follow up 
with Mark Stevenson.  All parties agreed there is no need to reference certification in this 
policy. 
   
Policy 9.3.2.8 
Crown supported the general content but suggested splitting policy 9.3.2.8 into two parts 
specifying which conditions need to be demonstrated and which conditions the Council 
should have regard to. CPT also provided alternate wording. Crown agreed to send 
through revised wording. 
 
 
Rules 
 
Discussion was had in relation to rules as redrafted in the Councils circulated revised 
proposal. In particular: 
 

 Agreed to exclude “core drilling” from P3  

 P8 – Crown noted their preference of not restricting (a) to list specific properties 
or specify a date. Heritage NZ raised concern with deleting (b) and wanted at a 
minimum a prompt to encourage owners to consult with Heritage NZ. No 
agreement was reached. 
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 P11/P12 – Heritage NZ noted their outstanding concern with the certification 
process proposed. CPT suggested adding a consultation clause to the Heritage 
Works Plan to consult Heritage New Zealand. It was agreed this would be a good 
concession. 

 RD5 – Noted that it needs to also apply to P10 and P11 if not complying with 
standards. 

 9.3.5.X Heritage Areas – Suggested Council look at Sandra McIntyre’s Exhibit 16 
for further examples of drafting. There was also discussion of whether design 
guidelines should be referenced, whether an additional MOD on contributing and 
non-contributing items, the need to link/reference in underlying zone chapters. 

 Temporary lifting – Council agreed to check the existing definition is sufficient and 
the Crown agreed to draft rules for temporary lifting and relocation for 
consideration.  

 
Heritage works plan 
 
Discussion was had in relation to a heritage works plan as redrafted in the Councils  30 
March Proposal. In particular: 
 

 the need for a registered architect (under clause a) to have heritage conservation 
qualifications  to undertake certification of heritage matters,  

 the need for relevant projects (in clause b) to be demonstrated with evidence 
rather than just specified,  

 that the relevance of experience to the project needs to be stated . 
 
 
Definitions 
 
There was also discussion around a number of definitions: 
 

 Alteration of a heritage item – all reference to interiors needs to reflect the Council’s 
new approach to interiors 

 Heritage fabric – CCC to consider a separate “interiors” definition and to circulate 
wording. 

 Heritage investigative… – core drilling into a separate clause c.  

 Heritage setting – Crown supports wording 

 Minor alterations – CCC to circulate wording suggested by Mr van der Wal for 
comment.  General agreement that a definition would not be necessary if the rule 
was drafted appropriately.  

 Temporary lifting/relocation – CCC to consider further. 
 
 


