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Port Hills White Zone - Indicative Timeline

Purpose

1. This paper provides an indicative timeframe for Port Hills White Zone rezoning and suggests an
alternative zaning approach for your consideration.

Recommendations .

2. It is recommended that you; Q&@

@

1. Note the indicative timeframe for rezoning the Port Hills White %o
attached to this report, where the Port Hills White Zone could bl
rezoned by the end of May, with decisions made progressively ffe
March (subject to the scientific and geotechnical informatio
avallable as expected); . 'ﬁf’"

2. -Note- an alternative faster -approach-to-zoning - deci whereby land
zoning Is related to-actual land damage sustained oﬁopeﬁies and future
fsks such as from rockfall are addressed by t uncil in its hazard

- management role;

&
3. EITHER > .
Q@\
31 Agree to proceeding with the& ning appreoach referred fo in kS’
£O

Recommendation 1;
OR

3.2 Divect officlals to e further advice on the alternative zoning--resing
approach referredt ecommendahon 2;

/)

NGTEd { APPROVED / NOT APPROVED

\&/;/)

Diane Turner Hon Gegy Brownlee
Goneral Manager - Strategy, Planning | Minister for Canterbury Earthquake Recovery

& Policy

Date: / 12012

Attachment: Pert Hills — Indicative Timeframe for Zoning Declslons
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Background

3. 19 Jan 2012 we provided you with an update on progress for rezoning decisions in the Port
Hills White Zone (CERA Report M/12/0195 refers). You have since requested an indicative
timeframe for rezoning.

Comment

4. CERA is working to a rezoning timeframe for the Port Hills White Zone as indicated in the
timeline attached to this briefing.-

5. The timeline indicates the Port Hills White Zone could be fully rezoned by the of May,
with decisions made progressively from early March, The timing is [argely termined by
the scientific and geotechnical information needed becoming available.

6, Land zoning in this way aims to provide certainty and confidence t%’[i property cwners
(including properties with significant land damage and those with %@Eng Act s.124 notices
attached due to life risk) — but it takes some time to gather required scientific and

An alfernative rezoning approach Q/"Z}
7. An alternative approach to Port Hills rezoning w e to relate the land zoning decisions
to actual land damage sustained on properﬂes@@b land on which residential properties are
situated). s&

8. White Zone areas with area-wide land @@age could be assessed against similar criteria to
flat land zoning. This may mean: <
«0

~Red Zone {or somethingdiilar) is appropriate in some areas (eig. cliff collapse) =

8 1 Where there are sgn;ﬁ;ﬁarriers to remediate the land on an area-wide basis a

could be in the or%§\ 00 propetties.

8.2 Where the land js, undamaged or expected to be repairable via the usual
EQC/insura rocess could he zoned Green — could be in the order of 1300 -1600

propen‘;

8.3 Peop@?ou!d be protected from life safety risk through Christchurch City Council's
appiication of Building Act s.124 notices until such time as the risk is mitigated

dr/d more permanent avoidance approach is put in place — could he in the order of
@roo 700 properties. This could mean some property owners are permanently unable

% {o reside their properties.

9. With this approach, rezoning decisions for all of the Port Hills White Zone could be
achievable by early March. CERA would then work with GCC on an ongoing programme of
recovery for the Port Hills, aimed initially at providing certainty and confidence to property
owners with s.124 notices attached to their properties. This would likely include further
consideration of a financial contribution for owners permanently unable to reside in their
properties.
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10. CERA support for CCC could include:

Providing the 3D modelling study by Geovert to support the Council's

Engaging with the insurance sector on risk issues in the Port Hills (and

ceniral government involvement here is particularly appropriate given
potential implications for ongoing provision of insurance cover nationwide),

Fulfilling the Crown’s responsibilities/obligations as landowner of §9% of the

Enabling recovery mechanisms via the Canterbury Earthquake Recovery Act

ned and

Q@@

10.1
" consideration of rockfall mitigation measures;

10.2

10.3

. and/or a Recovery Plan (if appropriate).

104
rockfall source areas. (Much of the rockfall source areas ar
managed by the Department of Conservation and C
Council.)

10.5 Funding support from central government (via t

ost-sharing process

...currently. under consideration and led by,Trea_sury@_,_ T

11. An initial assessment of this alternative zoning approach is {i’@vn in the table below:

Q/@*

church City

Benefits

Riﬁ@@
&V

°

Zoning decisions made faster X

Provides certainty and conﬁdenc\igo

property owners  with sig%%?
damaged properties and those Wwithout

indicated by the Councif '\%plication of
s.124 notices) @Qx

Simplifies the p{§§\géses for properties
with CCC s.12% ices (CERA zoning is
no longer ap 1te)

Remov Qﬁe barrier for insurance claims

settl ts with properties no longer in
th ite Zone _

g:;vides correct incentives for CCC on
efficiently and effectively managing
hazards

Avoids setting precedents for central
government action on addressing local
hazards ahead of the outcome of the
RMA review

b

ntly |

3&@ Continued lack of certainty or confidence

for property owners with s124 notices
attached because of rock fall risk

Confusion about meaning of green zone

when some very high risk areas-may be |

identified by the Council as unsuitable for
ongoing residential use

Futtre insurability of these areas is
unclear (but could be considered as part
of the ongoing recovery in the Port hills)

Council capacity to quickly and effectively
resolve life risk issues and provide
certainty to property owners
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12. The best approach to land zoning is a difficult judgement call and depends on relative

weighting of priorifies such as timeliness of decisions, certainty of outcome for many
property owners versus all property owners, simplicity of process (and the ease of clear
public communication), and incentives on the Council to efficiently and effectively manage
hatural hazards.

13. If you consider there may be merit in the alternative approach outlined above, officials will

provide further advice about options for government intervention in this regard.

Cliff cdllapse properties

14. ERA previously advised that “EQC has advised that of its initial assessmen (‘r the 80

15.

building may be a write-off but the land is repairable. For the remajpi properiies, is

properties referred to above, 11 properties are a write-off and for a further 1 O¥operties, the
considers damage fo the land andfor buildings can be repaired.” (CE eport M/12/0195

refers.) \%@

CERA understands that EQC requires further information fro@%nkin & Taylor before it
~can-finalise. its- assessment-of the-11 properties-it-consider, likely-to be-full write-offs;

CERA is seeking further information from EQC to help rstand the insurance payout

sifuation for these property owners, The exact ins e outcome for these property

assessments and the nature of each insurance p%i)@s r these properties are unknown.
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* these timings are subject to the geotechnical inputs being mﬁmm_u_m as expected.
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