
 

  

 

 

 

 

 

IN THE MATTER OF  the Resource Management Act 1991 and the 

Canterbury Earthquake (Christchurch 

Replacement District Plan) Order 2014  

 

AND  

 

IN THE MATTER OF the proposal for the re-zoning of 112 

Waimairi Road 

 

 

Date: 12 October 2016 

 

___________________________________________________________________________ 

Decision on request by Ilam and Upper Riccarton Residents Association requesting the 

Panel direct the Council to notify a proposal to change the zoning of a strip of land 

between 112 and 122 Waimairi road to RSDT 
__________________________________________________________________________ 

[1]  By Decision 171 the Panel directed the Christchurch City Council (‘Council’) to notify 

a proposal to zone 112 Waimairi Road Special Purpose (Tertiary Education) Zone (‘SPTE’).  

[2] By memorandum dated 30 September 2016 the University of Canterbury abandoned its 

attempt to have 112 Waimairi Road SPTE zoned so the property remained Residential 

Suburban Density (‘RSDT’).2 

[3] Between 112 and 122 Waimairi Road there is a narrow strip of land that was zoned SPTE 

by the Panel in its Decision 19.3  At paragraph 5 of the Council’s memorandum of 7 October 

2016 the timeline relating to this strip of land from a zoning perspective is set out.4  That makes 

clear the strip was not part of the notification relating to 112 Waimairi Road.  

[4] The Ilam and Upper Riccarton Residents Association (‘IURRA’) filed a memorandum 

dated 5 October 2016. 5 

                                                 
1  Decision 17, Residential (Part) – Stage 2. 
2  Memorandum of Counsel regarding not presenting evidence at Hearing, 30 September 2016. 
3  Decision 19, Specific Purpose Zones – Stage 2. 
4  Memorandum responding to IURRA, 7 October 2016 at [5].  
5  Memorandum to Panel, 5 October 2016. 
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[5] It acknowledged the matters above but requested that the Panel direct the Council to 

notify a proposal to have the strip zoned RSDT. 

[6] In their memorandum the IURRA point out the plethora of paper led to them overlooking 

the Council’s memorandum alerting them to what zoning was sought for the strip.  They say 

because they missed this communication from the Council other residents were not advised of 

the position.  Accordingly, they seek notification for a proposal that if agreed to would zone 

the strip RSDT. 

[7] This is opposed by the Council. Firstly, they say the IURRA had notice and their 

oversight does not excuse them when Decision 19 zoned the land SPTE. Secondly, they point 

to the logistical problem in notification given that the term of the Panel ends on 16 December 

2016.  The relevant timeline is set out in the Council’s memorandum of 7 October at paragraph 

15.6  Thirdly, they submit Decision 19 was not appealed and is now operative. 

[8] While this is no doubt a matter of concern to the IURRA it is a relatively minor issue in 

the context of the CRDP. The Panel declines to direct notification for the following reasons: 

(a) The Association has played an active part in the CRDP. They are not without 

experience. Their administrative oversight does not excuse them. 

(b) The land is already zoned in Decision 19, a decision that has not been appealed. 

The decision is now part of the operative plan. 

(c) The timeline for notification set out in the Council’s memorandum of 7 October 

2016 sets an insurmountable logistical problem that the IURRA ought to have been 

aware of. 

(d) The matter is quite minor and does not warrant the Panel exercising its power to 

require the Council to notify. 

  

                                                 
6  Memorandum responding to IURRA, 7 October 2016 at [15].  
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[9] We decline the IURRA’s request to direct the Council to notify this matter. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Sir John Hansen 

Chair for and on behalf of the Panel. 


