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TO THE MAYOR AND COUNCILLORS OF THE 

MACKENZIE DISTRICT COUNCIL 
 

 

 

 

MEMBERSHIP OF THE PLANNING COMMITTEE 
 

John Bishop (Chairman) 

 Claire Barlow (Mayor) Graham Smith 

 Peter Maxwell Annette Money  

 Graeme Page Evan Williams  

 

 

 

Notice is given of a meeting of the Planning Committee  

to be held on Tuesday 23 April 2013 at 1pm 

 

 

 

 

VENUE:  Council Chambers, Fairlie 

 

 

BUSINESS:   As per agenda attached 

 

 

 

 

 

WAYNE BARNETT 

CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER 

 

17 April 2013 
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PLANNING COMMITTEE 

Agenda for Tuesday 23 April 2013 

 

I APOLOGIES 

 

II DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST 

  

III MINUTES  

 

 Confirm and adopt as the correct record the Minutes of the meeting of the Planning 

Committee held on 19 March 2013 including such parts as were taken with the Public 

Excluded. 

 

IV REPORTS 

 

1. South Canterbury Rural Fire Committee 2013/2014 Draft Statement of Intent 

2. Sale and Supply of Liquor Act 2012 

3. Lake Tekapo Enterprises – Reserves Contribution 

 

V    PUBLIC EXCLUDED 

That the public be excluded from the following part of the proceedings of this meeting 

namely: 

 

1. Previous Minutes Planning Committee Meeting 19 March 2013 

 

Reason for passing Ground(s) under 

 General subject this resolution in Section 48(1) for 

 of each matter relation to each the passing of 

 to be considered matter  this resolution 

 

Previous Minutes Planning Committee 

Meeting 19 March 2013 Commercial Sensitivity 48(1)(a)(i) 

   

 This resolution is made in reliance on Section 48(1)(a)(i) of the Local Government Official 

Information and Meetings Act 1987 and the particular interest or interests protected by Section 6 

or Section 7 of that Act, which would be prejudiced by the holding of the whole or the relevant 

part of the proceedings of the meeting in public are as follows: Previous Minutes Planning 

Committee Meeting 19 March 2013 section 7(1)(g) 
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MACKENZIE DISTRICT COUNCIL 
 

MINUTES OF A MEETING OF THE 

PLANNING COMMITTEE HELD IN THE COUNCIL CHAMBERS, FAIRLIE, 

ON TUESDAY 19 MARCH 2013 AT 11.41 AM 
 

 

PRESENT: 

John Bishop (Chairman) 

Crs Graham Smith  

Mayor Claire Barlow  

Peter Maxwell 

Annette Money 

 Graeme Page 

 Evan Williams 

  

IN ATTENDANCE: 

 Paul Morris (Manager – Finance and Administration) 

 Nathan Hole (Manager – Planning and Regulations) 

 Keri-Ann Little (Committee Clerk) 

 

I APOLOGY 

 

 There were no apologies.  

 

 

II DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST: 

 

 There were no Declarations of Interest. 

 

III MINUTES: 

 

 Resolved that the Minutes of the meeting of the Planning Committee held on Tuesday 4 

December 2012 to be confirmed and adopted as the correct record of the meeting.  

 

Mayor Barlow/ Graham Smith 

 

 Study of the Value of Water from Lake Tekapo: 

 Cr Williams referred to a study to be undertaken by Environment Canterbury and 

Meridian Energy Ltd of the value of water from Lake Tekapo.  He considered that the 

Council should contribute to the study, which would enable it to be a party to the 

Terms of Reference and secure co-ownership of the resulting information. 

 

  

IV REPORTS: 

 

1.  SUBDIVISION SERVICING REQUIREMENTS FOR RURAL ZONE: 

 

The Manager – Planning and Regulations circulated a hand out and spoke to this 

report.  
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 Mayor Barlow requested hand outs be circulated the day before the 

meeting so committee members are able to read the document and 

note any questions they would like to ask. 

 

      This hand out is Appendix A of this record. 

 

V    PUBLIC EXCLUDED 

That the public be excluded from the following part of the proceedings of this meeting 

namely: 

 

Annette Money/Graham Smith 

1. Misrepresentation Claim. 

2. Royal Forest and Bird Judicial Review (Verbal Report). 
 

Reason for passing Ground(s) under 

 General subject this resolution in Section 48(1) for 

 of each matter relation to each the passing of 

 to be considered matter  this resolution 

 

Misrepresentation Claim               Maintain Legal Professional Privilege  48(1)(a)(i) 

Royal Forest and Bird                   Maintain Legal Professional Privilege 48(1)(a)(i) 

Judicial Review 

    

   

 This resolution is made in reliance on Section 48(1)(a)(i) of the Local Government Official 

Information and Meetings Act 1987 and the particular interest or interests protected by 

Section 6 or Section 7 of that Act, which would be prejudiced by the holding of the whole 

or the relevant part of the proceedings of the meeting in public are as follows: 

Misrepresentation Claim and Royal Forest and Bird Judicial Review section 7(1)(g) 
 

 

THERE BEING NO FURTHER BUSINESS THE 

CHAIRMAN DECLARED THE MEETING CLOSED AT 12:24 PM 

 

 

 CHAIRMAN:   

 

  DATE:  ___________________________________ 
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MACKENZIE DISTRICT COUNCIL 

 

 

REPORT TO:  PLANNING COMMITTEE 

 

SUBJECT: SOUTH CANTERBURY RURAL FIRE COMMITTEE – 2013/14 

DRAFT STATEMENT OF INTENT  

 

MEETING DATE: 23 APRIL 2013 

 

REF:  LAN 14/4 

 

FROM:  MANAGER – PLANNING AND REGULATIONS 

 

ENDORSED BY: CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER 

 

 

 

PURPOSE OF REPORT: 

 

To report to the Committee for adoption the South Canterbury Rural Fire District Committee 

(SCRFC) draft statement of intent for 2013/14. 

 

 

 

 

 

STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS: 
 

1. That the report be received. 

2. That the Committee agrees to adopt the SCRFC’s 2013/14 draft statement of intent 

subject to confirming the proposed capital expenditure for Mackenzie District Council.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

NATHAN HOLE      WAYNE BARNETT 

MANAGER – PLANNING & REGULATIONS CHIEF EXECUTIVE 

OFFICER 
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ATTACHMENTS: 

 

The draft 2013/14 statement of intent.  

 

 

BACKGROUND: 
  

The SCRFC is no longer a council controlled organisation (CCO) in term of the Local 

Government Act, but is a Council organisation.  Even though the SCRFC is not a CCO, the 

Committee resolved to abide by recommended local government practice and continue to 

produce an annual Statement of Intent.  Doing so maintains transparency and describes 

reporting procedures and timelines.   

 

 

POLICY STATUS: 

 

N/A 

 

 

SIGNIFICANCE OF DECISION REQUESTED: 

 

This is a routine decision. 

 

 

CONSIDERATIONS 

 

The only consideration to note is the Mackenzie District Council budget in the document.  

This provides for the replacement of the Albury fire tanker in this budget, and also a vehicle 

to be purchased for rural fire use in the Mackenzie District.  Both of these items are in 

accordance with the Long Term Plan. 

 

 

CONCLUSION: 

 

The recommendation provides for the Council to adopt the draft Statement of Intent, while 

providing for further discussion on capital expenditure if necessary.    
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MACKENZIE DISTRICT COUNCIL 

 

 

REPORT TO:  PLANNING COMMITTEE 

 

SUBJECT: SALE AND SUPPLY OF LIQUOR ACT 2012  

 

MEETING DATE: 23 APRIL 2013 

 

REF:  REG 2/4 

 

FROM:  MANAGER – PLANNING AND REGULATIONS 

 

ENDORSED BY: CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER 

 

 

 

PURPOSE OF REPORT: 

 

For the Committee to consider a joint Local Alcohol Policy (LAP) with Timaru, Waimate 

and Waitaki district councils. 

 

 

 

 

 

STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS: 
 

1. That the report be received. 

2. That the Committee agrees to the development of a joint LAP with neighbouring local 

authorities.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

NATHAN HOLE      WAYNE BARNETT 

MANAGER – PLANNING & REGULATIONS CHIEF EXECUTIVE 

OFFICER 
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ATTACHMENTS: 

 

No attachments 

 

 

BACKGROUND: 
  

The Sale and Supply of Alcohol Act 2012 came into effect in December 2012.  Under the 

new Act, Council has the choice of either having or not having a Local Alcohol Policy (LAP) 

relating to the sale, supply and consumption of alcohol within the district.  Such a policy can 

provide the basis for local licencing decisions reflecting local issues and concerns. There is a 

detailed process for the creation of a LAP, including special consultative procedure, specific 

notification requirements, and the right of appeal to the licensing authority and the High 

Court. 

 

Councils can also have joint LAPs with other local authorities. It is suggested that Mackenzie 

District Council considers developing a joint LAP with neighbouring Councils which would 

involve sharing the workload and cost of developing the policy.  In the Act, when developing 

an LAP, councils must consider the nature and severity of alcohol related problems in their 

district(s). They must consult with Police and Medical Officers of Health before producing a 

draft policy.   

A LAP can: 

 Limit the location of licences in particular areas or near certain types of facilities, such 

as in specific neighbourhoods or near schools or churches. 

 Limit the density of licences by specifying whether new licences or types of licences 

should be issued in a particular area. 

 Impose conditions on groups of licences, such as a “one-way door” condition that 

would allow patrons to leave premises but not enter or re-enter after a certain time. 

 Restrict or extend the maximum opening hours set in the Act: 

o 8am -- 4am for on licences (such as hotels and restaurants) 

o 7am -- 11pm for off-licences (such as bottle stores and supermarkets). 

 

A LAP must be reasonable and consistent with the object of the Act. The first two bullet 

points above will not apply to special licences and LAPs cannot include policies on matters 

unrelated to licensing. 

LAPs have legal standing and licencing bodies will have to consider LAPs when they make 

decisions about licence applications. 

 

POLICY STATUS: 

 

This is a new requirement specific to the Sale and Supply of Liquor Act 2012. 

 

 

SIGNIFICANCE OF DECISION REQUESTED: 

 

This is significant in that special consultative procedure is required. 

41



 

 

CONSIDERATIONS 

 

An LAP is not necessary, or alternatively Mackenzie could develop its own LAP as 

compared to a joint LAP.  As discussed above, if an LAP is not developed, the policy defaults 

to that in the Act which may be less restrictive than that of neighbouring local authorities.  

With no LAP the risk is that the District could see an influx of drinkers if hotels and bars in 

Mackenzie remain open after similar businesses in neighbouring districts have closed because 

of their tighter opening hours due to their more restrictive LAP. 

 

A joint LAP will maintain consistency across South Canterbury. 

 

 

CONCLUSION: 

 

The development of a joint LAP with neighbouring local authorities makes good sense in that 

expertise, advice and costs can be shared.  In addition having a consistent approach to the sale 

of liquor across South Canterbury is beneficial.    
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MACKENZIE DISTRICT COUNCIL 

 

 

REPORT TO:  PLANNING COMMITTEE 

 

SUBJECT: LAKE TEKAPO ENTERPRISES – RESERVES CONTRIBUTIONS  

 

MEETING DATE: 23 APRIL 2013 

 

REF:  RM070125 (25300-15905) 

 

FROM:  MANAGER – PLANNING AND REGULATIONS 

 

ENDORSED BY: CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER 

 

 

 

PURPOSE OF REPORT: 

 

For the Committee to consider the approving the issue of a section 224 certificate for Lot 73 

of the Cairns subdivision prior to the reserve contribution condition being fulfilled.   

 

 

 

 

 

STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS: 
 

1. That the report be received. 

2. That the Committee agrees to issue a section 224 certificate for Lot 73 of the Cairns 

subdivision provided an undertaking is received from Lake Tekapo Enterprises Ltd to 

fulfill Condition 26 of RM070125 or pay the equivalent cash contribution by 

20 December 2013.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

NATHAN HOLE      WAYNE BARNETT 

MANAGER – PLANNING & REGULATIONS CHIEF EXECUTIVE 

OFFICER 
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ATTACHMENTS: 

 

 Subdivision consent RM070125. 

 Letter from Lake Tekapo Enterprises dated 17 April 2013. 

 

BACKGROUND: 
  

The Committee may recall discussing a similar this matter in July 2011.  That discussion was 

around the completion of stage 1 (11 lots) of the Cairns subdivision in Lake Tekapo, and 

whether the Council would accept land in lieu of a cash reserves contribution.  The Planning 

Committee resolved to accept additional land to vest adjoining Lot 1000 DP 352127 behind 

the Lake Tekapo primary school instead of a cash contribution. 

 

Lake Tekapo Enterprises was advised of the Committee’s resolution immediately following 

the meeting, and condition 26 of RM070125 was subsequently amended to reflect the 

Committee’s resolution.  

 

The reserve land for stage 1 has yet to be determined and therefore has not yet vested with 

Council.  In addition I have been asked by Lake Tekapo Enterprises to provide a section 224 

certificate to allow for title to issue for one additional allotment (Lot 73).  Condition 26 of 

RM070125 requires the land to vest as reserve to have been determined already at the time of 

signing of the 224 certificate.  The Council is being asked to issue a section 224 prior to 

condition 26 being complied with.  As Planning and Regulations Manager I am not prepared 

to sign this 224 certificate unless the Planning Committee authorises me to do so.  

 

 

POLICY STATUS: 

 

N/A 

 

SIGNIFICANCE OF DECISION REQUESTED: 

 

This decision does not trigger the significance criteria. 

 

OPTIONS 

 

1. The first option is not to sign a 224 certificate until condition 26 has been complied 

with.  This is standard procedure and is what is required of all other subdivisions. 

 

2. Agree to issue the 224 certificate but have a requirement around when the reserve 

land must vest with Council.  Lake Tekapo Enterprises has given an undertaking that 

this work will be completed by 20 December 2013, and this will also include reserve 

land for the 11 allotments of stage 1. 

 

CONSIDERATIONS 

 

The immediate matter only relates to one additional allotment, being Lot 73.  For this reason I 

believe the risk to Council is low.  

 

CONCLUSION: 

 

The request is in breach of standard procedure and is very much taking Lake Tekapo 

Enterprises at their word, not having any security in the form of a bond in place.   
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