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Meeting Date:
26 April 2012

REPORT TO:

Regulatory Committee

SUBJECT:

Request to cancel abatement notice

REPORT BY:

Team Leader Regulatory

Signature:

Author
Sue Courtney

Manager
Judith Batchelor

Summary Report
Under section 325A of the Resource Management Act 1991 any person may apply in
writing to the relevant authority to change or cancel an abatement notice. Mr Ross
Campbell has requested in writing that the abatement notice issued to him on 13
March 2012 be cancelled.
Recommendation
THAT THE COMMITTEE CONFIRM ITS DECISION MADE ON 8 DECEMBER 2012
TO SERVE AN ABATEMENT NOTICE ON THE OWNER OF THE NONCOMPLIANT REMOTE SIGN ‘ST HELENS GATE’ LOCATED AT 1 FRASER
CLOSE, HANMER SPRINGS.
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Considerations
At the meeting on 8 December 2011 the Committee agreed to authorise abatement
notices to be served by an enforcement officer on the owners of the two remaining
non-compliant remote signs in the Hanmer Springs area.
One of the abatement notices was issued to Mr Ross Campbell for a sign advertising
‘St Helens Gate’ located on the property of 1 Fraser Close, Hanmer Springs
requesting that the sign be removed by Friday 30 March 2012.
The ‘St Helens Gate’ sign is in breach of Rule A1.2.13(a) of the Hurunui District Plan
which states that:
“any permanent sign must be erected wholly within the site to which it
relates”.
Under section 325A (4) of the Resource Management Act 1991 - any person may
apply in writing to the relevant authority to change or cancel an abatement notice.
Mr Campbell forwarded an email to Sue Courtney (Team Leader Regulatory) on 27
March 2012 asking for the notice to be withdrawn. This was followed up by a letter
from Mr Campbell dated 30 March 2012, stating his reasons as to why the abatement
notice should be cancelled.
Mr Campbell asks in his letter that as Council has been exercising some discretion in
its application of the rules, as with the Hanmer Springs Golf Club, that the same
discretion be applied to his case.
The Hanmer Springs Golf Course had a number of sponsorship signs placed around
the course directly facing the road and providing advertising to passing vehicles. A
letter was sent to the President of the Golf Club requesting the signs to be
repositioned so that they were more in relation to the hole being sponsored, rather
that providing an advertising opportunity for the businesses from road users and
those not using the golf course. This letter was followed up by a meeting with the
committee of the Golf Club and a Council officer.
The interpretation of ‘sign’ in the District Plan ‘means any display or device intended
to attract attention for the purpose of directing, identifying, informing, or advertising
which is visible from a public place and include any frame or supporting structure.
Under section 325A (5) of the Resource management Act 1991 - the relevant
authority shall, as soon as practicable, consider the application having regard to the
purpose for which the abatement notice was given, the effect of a change or
cancellation on that purpose, and any other matter the relevant authority thinks fit;
and the relevant authority may confirm, change, or cancel the abatement notice.
Purpose for which the abatement notice was given
At the Hanmer Springs Community Board meeting 21 March 2011 the Board passed
the resolution ‘that council staff enforce the signage policy in the Hanmer Ward’ due
to the increase in the number of signs and the adverse visual effect these were
having on the environment. All but 2 of the 15 signs identified as non-compliant with
the District Plan were removed from the Hanmer Springs Ward.
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On 9 August 2011 Mr Campbell wrote to the Hanmer Springs Community Board
advising that his sign was ‘professionally produced, is of high-quality materials, and
located on private property via a business arrangement that I have with the owners of
that commercial land. It is not garish, and simply advises of sections for sale at the
end of the cu-de-sac’. Mr Campbell’s letter went on to say ‘I do agree that there are
a number of signs in and around Hanmer Springs that do look a bit amateurish and
tacky, and were probably erected without permission. A quiet word to the owners of
these would have a better effect than the current approach’.
Council officers are unable to take into account whether a sigh has been
professionally produced or not when considering them for compliance with the
District Plan, and any business arrangement allowing remote signage on private
property is in contrary to the District Plan Rule A1.2.13(a) “any permanent sign must
be erected wholly within the site to which it relates”.
The Hanmer Springs Community Board replied to Mr Campbell’s letter on 9
September 2011, supporting the enforcement action being taken by council officers
and suggesting to Mr Campbell that if he wished to have the remote signage rules
changed, that he could submit to the Hurunui District Plan that was currently being
reviewed.
The effect of a change or cancellation on that purpose
If the abatement notice issued to Mr Campbell on 13 March 2012 was cancelled, and
the ‘St Helens’ sign allowed to remain at its present location, this would be in contrary
to the signage rules in the District Plan.
If the abatement notice was cancelled it would also go against the decision made by
the Hanmer Springs Community Board to enforce remote signage, due to the
increase in the number of signs and the adverse visual effect these were having on
the environment.
If this sign was allowed to remain it would allow an unfair advantage to Mr Campbell
over the other 13 premises that have already removed their signs. This could also
been seem as an inconsistent approach by the Council.

APPENDICES
Email from Mr Campbell dated 27 March 2012
Letter from Mr Campbell dated 30 March 2012
Letter from Mr Campbell to the Hanmer Springs Community Board dated 9 August
2011
Letter from Hanmer Springs Community Board to Mr Campbell dated 9 September
2011
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