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Ch17: Rural (Part) (Stage 3) (PHC) 27.10.15 

  [4.00 pm] 

 

SJH:  Now, Ms Scott, you’re the same, front row’s the same as well, 

Ms Walsh, you’re for Te Rūnanga O Ngāi Tahu. 

 5 

MS WALSH:   Yes, sir. 

 

SJH:   And Mr Leckie, you’re from Annandale Enterprises. 

 

MR LECKIE:   Yes, sir. 10 

 

SJH:   Are there any submitters in person here today?  All right, thank you.  

Let’s go for the definitions in the Statement of Issues, anything, 

Ms Scott? 

 15 

MS SCOTT:  Yes, sir, I have been speaking with counsel for the Crown and 

similar to the pre-hearing for Transport the Crown has requested that 

the provisions in fact all be transferred to proposal 9, Natural and 

Cultural Heritage, rather than proposal 9 and proposal 19.  The Council 

agrees with that request and thinks that is sensible so that - - - 20 

 

SJH:   So it is to become part of that chapter or to be transferred to be heard 

with that chapter? 

 

MS SCOTT:   Transferred to be heard with that chapter. 25 

 

SJH:   All right, does any counsel oppose that?  All right, I’ll say direct, thank 

you. 

 

MS SCOTT:   Thank you, sir. 30 

 

SJH:   With that change, anything from the Crown, Mr Carranceja?   

 

MR CARRANCEJA: No, sir, and with that change, sir, no witness is necessary 

for this.  It will be considered as part of the Crown’s evidence for 35 

Natural and Cultural Heritage. 

 

SJH:   Thank you.  Ms Walsh? 

 

MS WALSH:   No, sir, and similar to Mr Carranceja, the same witnesses will 40 

be called for rural as they would be for Chapter 9. 

 

SJH:   Thank you.  Mr Leckie? 

 

MR LECKIE:   Yes, that is the same for Annandale Enterprises. 45 
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SJH:   So all the directions in such light will be – a timetable will be set down 

on the Natural and Cultural Heritage pre-hearing. 

 

MR CARRANCEJA:   Thank you, sir. 

 5 

SJH:   But there is a scope issue though, isn’t there?  

 

MS SCOTT:  Yes, sir, there is.  They are raised in paragraphs 7 to 11 and I 

think it would be sensible for the same approach to be followed as we 

have discussed this morning.  These are all submissions that are being 10 

made on earlier stages and they have not been challenged in those 

earlier stages.  My friend - - - 

 

SJH:   One of Mr Leckie’s clients? 

 15 

MS SCOTT:   Yes, and I understand he would like to speak to you about that 

one. 

 

MR LECKIE:   Yes, sir, so the scope issue in relation to Annandale, the relief 

sought is very broad in relation to rural or is essentially a rewrite of the 20 

chapter and I agree with my friend for the Council that this scope 

should be limited to the notified provisions in the rural chapter so I see 

no issue with that from my perspective. 

 

SJH:   All right, so I can make an order that the scope of your submission is 25 

limited to the notified version? 

 

MR LECKIE:   Yes, sir. 

 

SJH:   So you are now within scope? 30 

 

MR LECKIE:   Yes, sir. 

 

SJH:   Do you accept that, Ms Scott? 

 35 

MS SCOTT:   Yes, I do, sir. 

 

SJH:   As to the other two Stevens, Cashmere Trust and Cashmere Fields, Jill 

Rice and GT Developments, if they wish to file a memorandum giving 

grounds why they are within the scope they are to be filed within five 40 

working days,  Council reply three days later. 

 

MS SCOTT:   Thank you, sir. 

 

SJH:   Anyone have any other issues?  Right, thank you all very much. 45 
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MR CARRANCEJA:   Thank you, sir. 

 

MS SCOTT:   Thank you, sir. 

 

ADJOURNED  [4.04 pm] 5 


