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Introduction. 

1. This rebuttal evidence is submitted by the Ilam and Upper Riccarton 

Residents Association (“IURRA”) in response to the evidence of Laura 

Catherine Buttimore and Alexandra Hanlon both on behalf of the University of 

Canterbury (#797), and both dated 25th March 2015  

 

Evidence of Alexandra Hanlon – Student Accommodation. 

2. Ms Hanlon notes at para 28 of her evidence that “the long term impact of the 

Canterbury earthquakes [on student accommodation] is difficult to forecast.”  

She also notes that the period 2014 – 2016 is “the forecast peak for repair 

and rebuild works, and related worker accommodation demands.” IURRA 

concurs with both these statements although IURRA believes that the 

situation with respect to private rental accommodation both currently and in 

the future may not be as bleak as portrayed by Ms Hanlon. 

3. However IURRA does not intend at this juncture to debate the veracity or 

otherwise of Ms Hanlon’s figures but rather wishes to comment specifically on 

the University’s proposals with respect to the provision of student 

accommodation within Residential Zones. 

4. At paras 63 to 65 (inclusive) Ms Hanlon address the issue of “student 

behaviour complaints”. IURRA commends the University for its more recent 

pro-active stance in attempting to address issues created by a small minority 

of students whose anti-social activities are the source of these complaints.  

5. It should be noted however that the number of formal complaints received 

and recorded by the University does not truly represent the extent of the issue 

as the details of many generally more minor, but nonetheless annoying 

incidents are not passed to the University. There is also a degree of 

acceptance by the local community that ‘students will be students’ and hence 

these matters are tolerated more frequently than might otherwise occur 

elsewhere in the city. 
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6. Whilst IURRA agrees with Ms Hanlon where at para 63 she (anecdotally?) 

notes that “[T]ypically, managed student accommodation in halls of residence 

offers a more supportive environment for student learning with less disruption 

to neighbours than residential ‘flatting’” it is worth noting that the University’s 

current “halls of residence:” are, in nearly all cases, sited away from 

residential houses.   

7. However IURRA also agrees with Mr Scott Blair of Christchurch City Council 

in his evidence dated 12th March 2015 where at para 13.7 he suggests that 

anti-social behaviour is best addressed outside the strictures of the Resource 

Management Act. 

8. Accordingly IURRA’s primary evidence and this rebuttal evidence are both 

based on matters strictly pertinent to the planning process (i.e. student 

behaviour is not a matter of consideration); in particular in relation to impacts 

on the surrounding environment and the current, generally high levels of 

ambiance within the Residential Suburban and Residential Transition Zones.. 

9. IURRA is not opposed to the University’s request that small scale student 

hostel accommodation (i.e. up to six single bedrooms) be a permitted activity 

within the Residential Zones, provided that the word “single” is inserted 

between “six” and “bedrooms” in the University’s proposal. (IURRA believe 

that it is the University’s intention that the bedrooms be for single occupancy 

but that the addition of “single” would clarify this matter.) 

 

Evidence of Laura Catherine Buttimore – Student Accommodation. 

10. At para 45 of her evidence Ms Buttimore states that she believes “that any 

potential adverse effects associated with a large scale student hostel [defined 

by inference of her evidence as being more than six, single bedrooms] in a 

residential zone will be managed through not only the student hostel rule 

framework, but bulk and location, noise and traffic and transport associated 

provisions.” 
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11. IURRA are not entirely comfortable with but would not be opposed to the 

current pCRDP provisions for student hostel accommodation containing more 

than six but less than ten single bedrooms in residential zones as being a 

restricted discretionary activity (IURRA would prefer this activity to be 

discretionary.) 

12. However IURRA is opposed to Ms Buttimore’s suggestion that student 

hostels with ten or more single bedrooms be a restricted discretionary activity 

given the potentially wide impacts on the hosting environment. Applications to 

establish student hostels of 10 or more single bedrooms in a residential zone 

should, it is submitted, be a ‘non-complying’ activity as the scale of the activity 

and the consequential effects would be out of keeping with the objectives of 

the residential zoning. 
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