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1 We act for Gulf Central Properties Limited (GCPL), submitter 399 on the proposed 

Selwyn District Plan. GCPL's submission seeks rezoning of land at Curraghs Road 

/ Dawsons Road, Templeton. 

2 On Thursday 4 August 2022, Aston Consultants Limited filed the following evidence 

in support of GCPL's submission, in accordance with the directions contained in 

Minute 19: 

(a) Evidence of Andrew Craig – Landscape 

(b) Evidence of Andrew Leckie – Traffic 

(c) Evidence of Ivan Thomson – Planning  

3 At the time the evidence was filed, the covering email advised that a services report 

and preliminary site investigation report (PSI) would be provided as soon as 

possible.  

4 On 24 August 2022, Aston Consultants sought to file the following further evidence 

in support of GCPL's submission: 

(a) Evidence of Simon Pollock – summarising and appending a PSI; and 

(b) Evidence of Andrew Tisch – summarising and appending an infrastructure 

report. 

5 In response, Council staff advised that an extension for filing the evidence is 

required.  

6 Counsel respectfully requests that the two briefs of evidence filed on 24 August 

2022 be accepted and considered by the s42A officers and the Panel.  

7 It is submitted that would be appropriate to allow an extension for the late filing of 

the evidence, because: 

(a) The evidence was not available on 5 August 2022 due to availability and 

capacity of experts to meet this deadline, particularly in the context of a 

number of assessments and statements of evidence being due on this date. 

(b) The evidence to be filed is relatively concise and addresses the technical 

suitability of the site for industrial development. 

(c) The evidence was provided to Council 13 working days after the due date.  
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(d) Section 42A reports are to be provided 20 working days prior to the rezoning 

hearing. Minute 19 anticipates that rezoning hearings will commence on 23 

January 2023. In this context, the delay of 13 working days in submitting the 

evidence to the Council is not considered to materially affect Council's ability 

to consider and respond to that evidence in the s42A report. 

(e) Further submitters are directed to provide evidence by 2 September 2022. 

There are 10 further submitters on the GCPL submission, 7 in support and 

3 in opposition. Of the further submissions in opposition, two (Christchurch 

City Council and CSI Property Limited) generally oppose the majority of 

rezoning requests. These further submissions do not identify reasons for the 

opposition that are specific to the GCPL site. The third further submitter in 

opposition (Fulton Hogan Limited) states that it is not opposed to the 

rezoning in principle, but opposes the submission on the basis of potential 

for reverse sensitivity effects on its quarry operation. These matters are not 

considered to relate to the PSI or infrastructure evidence for which the 

extension is sought. Accordingly, it is not anticipated that any further 

submitter will be prejudiced by the extension. In the unlikely event that a 

further submitter does wish to comment on this evidence, they could seek a 

corresponding extension. Again, it is not considered that this would 

materially affect Council's ability to prepare the s42A report. 

(f) If the extension is not allowed, that may materially prejudice GCPL's case in 

support of its submission.  

(g) GCPL accepts that the granting of an extension for its evidence may result 

in its rezoning request being scheduled towards the latter part of the block 

of time currently allocated to the rezoning hearings in 2023. 

 

 

_____________________________ 

Sarah Eveleigh  

Counsel for the Submitter 
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