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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 Rural Proposal that my evidence relates to are:  

Chapter 17, Redline version dated 15 October 2015 - 

Rule 17.2.2.1 Permitted activities, P13 Farmstay 

Rule 17.2.2.1 Permitted activities, P15 Rural tourism facility 
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1. The Trust attended mediations relating to the Rural Proposal on 6 & 7 

October 2015. Agreement was reached to the Trust’s satisfaction on all of 

the matters in its Rural submission, including provision for tramping huts in 

Rule 17.2.2.1, P15. 

2. The Trust supports the Revised Rural Proposal dated 15 October (appendix 

1 to the Evidence of D Hogan for the Council) except for the following. 

3. The Trust considers that the amended wording for the standards relating 

to Farmstay and Rural Tourism activities in the Revised Proposal should be 

improved to provide better clarity. 

4. In order to provide clarity that a farmstay activity may occur in a new 

building up to 100m2, I suggest the following amendment 

Rule 17.2.2.1, P13 Farmstay 

a.  ii.    guests may be accommodated within an existing residential 

unit, minor residential unit, or tramping huts in exist ing bui ld ings, 

or within new buildings of up to 100m2 and camping grounds 

restricted to tents. 

5. The wording of the standards for Rural tourism facility is clumsy and 

appears to require that such a facility must include tramping huts and 

camping in tents. I suggest the following amendment -  

Rule 17.2.2.1, P15 Rural tourism facility 

a.   Any Rural tourism facility shall 

i.   shal l limit the gross floor area of any building and/or impervious 

surfaces used, to an area of less than 100m2; 

ii.   shall  limit the area of any ancillary retail activity to less than 25m2; 

and  

iii.  may include tramping huts and camping in tents in association with 

walking and cycling tracks. 
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6. I consider that providing for tramping huts under P13 Farmstay alone is 

not sufficient, because it limits the number of guests to 10 and must be in 

association with a residential unit. 

7. I consider that provision for tramping huts in association with walking and 

cycling tracks for a greater number of occupants under P15 Rural tourism 

facilities is appropriate for the following reasons; 

• The activity is low impact in that it does not involve motor vehicle 

access, the huts provide only basic facilities and occupants are self-

catering. The maximum building size of 100m2 limits the number of 

occupants to an acceptable level. 

• By their nature tramping huts are usually some distance from 

residential units and it is quite likely that there will be no residential unit 

on the site. 

• Provides for walkways and cycleways and associated facilities on 

private rural land, with or without a residence, where low key public 

access can help support conservation or farming activities. 

• Provides for an important public recreational activity. 

 

  

Jan Cook 

27 October 2015 

 


