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MINOR CORRECTIONS TO DECISION 63  

Supplementary Definitions Decision 
___________________________________________________________________________ 

 
 
 
 
Outcomes: Proposals changed as set out in this decision and accompanying 

schedules.  
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COUNSEL APPEARANCES 
 
 
As recorded on page 2 of Decision 58.  

 
 
 
  





4 

Minor corrections decision for Decision 63 - Supplementary Definitions Decision 
 

 

 

(b) supplementary minor corrections to Decision 63 on 3 February 2017 

('supplementary corrections memorandum'); and  

(c) memorandum on the matters in [2] above on 3 February 2017 ('reporting 

memorandum'). 

[4] No other memoranda were received from submitters.  

Decision as to minor corrections 

[5] Clause 16 of Schedule 3 to the Canterbury Earthquake (Replacement District Plan) Order 

2014 ('OIC'/'the Order') provides that: 

(1) The hearings panel may, at any time, issue an amendment to a decision to correct a 

minor mistake or defect in a decision of the panel.  

(2) This power includes the power to amend or correct a proposal, provided that the 

amendment or correction is made before the proposal becomes operative in 

accordance with clause 16 of this order.  

[6] The Council has set out in its minor corrections memorandum a summary of the 

jurisdiction for minor corrections, which we adopt.   

Corrections sought by the Council 

[7] We have reviewed the corrections sought by the Council.  The Council has confirmed in 

paragraphs 3.1 to 3.3 of its reporting memorandum that we have jurisdiction to make all of the 

corrections sought by the Council in:  

(a) the body of the minor corrections memorandum; 

(b) Appendix A of the minor corrections memorandum; and 

(c) Appendices 1 and 2 of the supplementary corrections memorandum.   
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(a) Various minor inconsistencies arising from the integration of the Meadowlands 

Exemplar provisions (Decision 4) with the Subdivision and Residential New 

Neighbourhood provisions (Decisions 28 and 29);1 

(b) a minor correction to Rule 14.2.2.5 affecting Retirement Villages;2 and   

(c) a minor correction to the ODP in 16.6.9 (i) relating to the Tait Campus.3 

[14] We address each of these in turn below. 

Meadowlands Exemplar provisions 

[15] The Council has set out progress on its review of the structure of the Meadowlands 

Exemplar provisions in order to ensure consistency with the drafting style of the plan. The 

Council has advised that it will be in a position to provide the restructured package to the Panel 

by 17 February 2017. However, noting that the updated plan is now to be filed with the 

Secretariat on 24 February 2017, the latter date is appropriate.  

[16] We thank the Council for its work on this and look forward to receiving the revised 

provisions. 

Rule 14.2.2.5 affecting Retirement Villages 

[17] At [4.3] to [4.11] of its reporting memorandum the Council helpfully sets out the 

background to this matter.  Succinctly put, the Council had initially sought a minor correction 

to include 'retirement villages' in Rule 14.2.2.5 NC5 so that when there was non-compliance 

with Rule 14.2.3.4 site coverage, non-complying activity status was triggered. We indicated in 

Decision 63 that we were prepared to make the changes subject to the Council providing written 

confirmation from the submitters affected by those changes that they were in agreement.  

[18] Subsequently, the Council reached agreement with Ryman Healthcare Limited that the 

default activity status should be restricted discretionary. All but one submitter provided written 

                                                 
1  Memorandum of Counsel with specific chapter corrections, 9 December 2016, at 5.8-5.16. 
2  ibid at 8.2-8.5. 
3  ibid at 10.6-10.13. 
























































































































































































