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INTRODUCTION  
 
My name is Janice (Jan) Audrey Cook. I am a self-employed designer and 

business administrator. I reside at French Farm, Akaroa. 

I have been engaged by the Rod Donald Banks Peninsula Trust to provide 

evidence on their behalf. 

The objectives and activities of the Rod Donald Banks Peninsula Trust (Trust) 

are described in the Introduction to its written submission dated 15 June 

2015. 

 

SCOPE OF EVIDENCE 

The specific parts of the Open Space Proposal that my evidence relates to 

are:  

Chapter 18, Rules in 18.5.2, 18.7  

The key document referred to in this evidence is the Evidence of Janice Carter 

for the Council, dated 19 January 2016 and her Attachment C, Revised 

Proposal 
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1. I attended mediations relating to the Open Space Proposal on 10 

December 2015.  

2. The Trust generally agrees with the Recommendations in the Evidence of 

Ms Carter and the consequent amendments in the Revised Proposal in 

relation to its submissions on the CCC Public Open Space Strategy, 

Customary Harvest, Guest Accommodation and Farm Stay. 

Hel i- landing Areas 

3. In relation to Heli-landing areas the Trust has requested that provisions for 

heli-landings should all be located in Proposal 6.1 Noise, and therefore are 

not necessary for the Open Space Natural Zone.  

4. The Trust now agrees with Ms Carter that restrictions on Heli-landings in 

the OSNZ are necessary to protect the public amenity and natural values of 

the area and may not be adequately covered by the noise provisions in 6.1 

alone. In particular the standards in 6.1 are tied to proximity to residential 

activity. The OSNZ by its nature does not contain many residential units 

and is not generally adjacent or close to other residential zones.  

5.  The Trust’s view is that access to the OSNZ ought to be primarily by non-

motorised means, i.e. walking and cycling, and therefore wishes to restrict 

the potential for the use of helicopters for access or tourism. Banks 

Peninsula’s reserves provide places for people to get away from the noise 

and bustle of the City. Regular, intrusive helicopter use is not compatible 

with maintaining the amenity of these areas for the use and enjoyment of 

others.  

6. In addition the noise of heli-landing and take-off may disturb wildlife in 

these areas.  

7.  The Trusts accepts that the small number of flights provided for as a 

permitted activity - Rule 18.5.2.1,P18 - will not lead to an unacceptable 

level of flights, or enable the establishment of regular tourist flights.  
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8.  I note that heli-landings for emergencies, farming, construction, 

community events and other essential activities are exemptions in the 

definition for Heli-landing, so are not restricted by this rule.  

9. The wording in Rule P18 has been based on that in the Banks Peninsula 

District Plan and does not reflect new terminology in the Proposed Plan. 

‘Dwelling’ should be replaced with ‘Residential Unit’ and ‘is owned or 

occupied by the applicant’ replaced with ‘is on the site on which the landing 

occurs’. 

10. In addition the Trust has requested that the Heli-landing setbacks in 6.1 

also apply to guest accommodation and I consider that it would be 

appropriate to also include this in P18, b. iv.  

11. The Trust agrees that heli-landings that do not meet the standards in P18 

should be a non-complying activity – Rule 18.5.2.5 NC4.  

12. As stated by Ms Carter in 15.5 and 15.6, the matter of Heli-landings on 

Banks Peninsula was extensively dealt with in a recent variation to the 

Banks Peninsula District Plan.  There was a strong community view that heli-

landings for other than essential activities ought to be very restricted, due 

to the topography of the area and the potential for sound to reverberate 

around the harbours and valleys. In particular the community does not want 

to see the area used a destination or base for tourist flights. The visitor 

industry is a vital part of the economy of Banks Peninsula, and of Akaroa in 

particular. Peace and tranquillity – a place to get away from it all – are 

highly valued aspects of the area’s current attraction for both residents 

and visitors.  

13. I therefore consider that non-complying status is appropriate to reflect the 

community’s wish to protect the peaceful amenity of the area and avoid an 

intrusive level of non-essential flights. I note that the Banks Peninsula 

District Plan does not currently provide for any heli-landing activity in the 
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Open Space zones, so the proposed rules are more permissive in that they 

provide for a limited number of landings.  

14. I consider that it may still be appropriate to locate heli-landing rules for the 

OSNZ, providing the standards are not more permissive than those in P18. 

The Trust has submitted on Proposal 6.1 seeking changes to the proposed 

rules for Banks Peninsula.  

 

 

 

 

  
Jan Cook 

27 January 2016  
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