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1. EXPERT CONFERENCING  

Urban design expert conferencing for the additional Residential Medium Density Zone (aRMD) areas 

for Linwood (Eastgate), Hornby and Papanui (Northlands) was held on Monday 16th May via 

teleconferencing. The session was facilitated by John Mills. Jane Rennie’s (JR) ‘Will Say’ Statement 

was used as the basis for the discussion. 

2. PARTICIPANTS  

Name Representing 

Jane Rennie (JR) Housing New Zealand 

Edward Jolly (EJ) Christchurch City Council 

 

3. ISSUES DISCUSSED  

3.1 Housing New Zealand (HNZ) Unit Requirements and Demand 

Both parties acknowledge the need expressed previously by Housing New Zealand to reconfigure its 

existing housing stock amongst other issues, including providing more 1 bedroom units. 

3.1.1     Locational Criteria for the Identification of the RMD Zone. 

Both parties agreed from an urban design perspective to the appropriateness and purpose of the 

locational criteria used to identify RMD in general as set out in policy (and which is beyond 

challenge). The criteria to be within walking distance of a Key Activity Centre (KAC), public transport 



route, park or significant open space or school was deemed appropriate. Both parties agreed that to 

the best of their knowledge that the identified sites met this criteria.  

However, it was agreed that the nature of the proposed aRMD zoning south of the Hornby Hub was 

counterintuitive and created ‘islands’ of RMD on the wrong side of the Residential Suburban Density 

Transition (SRDT) zone and within the residential suburban (RS) zone. It was acknowledged that the 

reasons why this has occurred were not fully understood during conferencing and both parties 

reserved the ability to investigate further.  

3.1.4  Additional RMD Zoning 

Both parties agreed to the proposal to increase the RMD zone and the principle to intensify 

development around centres and provide additional housing to meet demand. 

3.1.5 HNZC location  

Both parties agreed that HNZC housing is appropriately located within the aRMD zone as the needs 

of HNZC tenants parallel the criteria for the RMD locations, including walkable distance from 

transport, KAC’s, parks or open space and schools. 

3.1.6 Boundaries of RMD 

EJ raised the concern about having different zones on opposite sides of a street. He suggested that 

the principle to transition zones mid-block between private lots was more appropriate. However, 

after discussion between the participants it was agreed that there are sensitivities to either 

approach and that the boundaries should be considered on a case-by-case basis, taking into 

consideration amenity effects, such as overlooking and shading and residential character. 

3.1.7 RMD Rules Package  

The participants discussed the appropriateness of the rules package for the additional areas. EJ 

identified that a fine grain assessment was being undertaken by the Council to ascertain the 

appropriateness of the rules package in each area proposed by the IHP. Therefore, EJ reserved the 

right to agree on the appropriateness of the rules package at this time. 

3.1.8 Height Overlay 

Some uncertainty between the participants to the reason for the proposed 8m height overlay was 

discussed. Both parties reserved the right to further investigation. 

3.1.9 Safety (CPTED) 

Both parties agreed that the activity status assessment matters within the RMD zone for multi-unit 

development met requirements to assess concerns for safety and Crime Prevention through 

Environmental Design (CPTED) principles. 

3.1.10 Character Considerations 

Both parties agreed that in terms of the appropriateness of areas to accommodate change and 

specifically change in character the attributes within private properties (which are the subject of the 

aRMD zone) should be considered with greater regard to the public realm, such as streets, which are 

under the control of Council.  

3.1.11 Street Trees  



It was discussed that mature street trees can be defining qualities of an area. As long as they are 

retained, they may aid in the ability for an area to absorb change through screening and providing  

structure to the streetscape better than if they were absent. Additionally, the aRMD zones proposed 

specifically in Hornby and Linwood provide the potential opportunity through redevelopment for the 

street amenity to be enhanced through tree planting etc. 

 

We confirm that this Expert Conferencing Statement is a true and accurate record of the 

conferencing session held on 16 May 2016 and we have complied with the Code of Conduct for 

Expert Witnesses.  
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