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Further Submission on Queenstown Lakes Proposed District Plan 2015 - Stage 1 
 

Clause 8 of the First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991 
 

 
To: Queenstown Lakes District Council  
By email: services@qldc.govt.nz 
 
Name of Submitter: DJ and EJ Cassells, the Bulling Family, the Bennett Family, M Lynch  
 

(c/o) Maree Baker-Galloway Rosie Hodson 
 
   Phone: 03 450 0736 
   Email: maree.baker-galloway@andersonlloyd.co.nz/ rosie.hodson@andersonlloyd.co.nz  
   Postal address: PO Box 201, Queenstown 9348 
 

1. This is a further submission in support of/ in opposition to submissions on the Proposed District Plan – Stage 1. 
 

2. In accordance with clause 8(1) of the RMA, we are: 
 

a. A person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the interest the general public has, because we own land 
potentially directly affected by matters raised in the submissions detailed in the Table below.  

 
3. The reasons for our support or opposition of the submissions, or of specific points raised in the submissions, are specified in the Table 

below.  
 

4. Without limiting the reasons set out in the Table below, the Submitter also wishes to formally voice concern over the process Council 
has employed in preparing its District Plan Review:  
 

a. Council has produced its Proposed Plan with little consultation of affected persons, and has set unreasonable self-imposed 
deadlines for affected parties to meet particularly given the volume of information that must be assessed and ongoing problems 
with accessing it. This process will not result in sound public decision-making and it is disappointing that the agenda set by the 
Council has not been responsive to the multitude of voices in the community which are requesting more time and consultation be 
put into the Review process.  
 



 

REH-909617-4-3-V3 

b. This is demonstrably inadequate, unfair and unreasonable. The deadline for further submissions should be further extended to 
remedy this deficiency. 
 

c. Accordingly, we seek/ reserve right to augment this submission due to the lack of adequate time given by Council to respond, 
and due to a lack of consultation carried out.  

 
 
Submission 

(number/ name and 

address)  

Support/ 

Oppose  

Provision(s)  Reasons   Decision sought 

821 Janice Kinealy  

New Zealand,9300 

janandmick.k@xtra.c

o.nz 

 

Support  Chapter 8 Medium 

Density Residential 

The relief sought in this submission to oppose any 

density change in the Proposed Plan, particularly in the 

Brisbane Street area is supported.  

A proposed density change from operative High 

Density to Proposed Medium Density does not take 

into account the special characteristics of this historic 

block of Queenstown.  

 

The Proposed density change will not create a 

desirable planning outcome in light of sustainable 

management of resources, nor will it achieve the 

higher order provisions of the Proposed Plan, such as 

those contained in chapters 3 and 6.  

 

That the Submission be allowed 

insofar as it seeks to oppose any 

density change over the Brisbane 

street area.  

599 Peter Fleming 

and others  

 

PO Box 

Support  Chapter 8 Medium 

Density Residential,  

 

  

The relief sought by the submitter to include parking 

requirements within Chapter 8 and specifically for the 

Brisbane/ Park Street area is supported.  

 

That the Submission be allowed 

insofar as it seeks to oppose any 

density change over the Brisbane 

street area without having 
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498,Queenstown,Ne

w Zealand,9348 

 

Proposing increased density without having regard to 

the effects on traffic and parking is not a justified 

outcome within the Proposed Plan. The section 32 

report from Council fails to adequately assess parking 

and traffic effects as a result of density changes, and 

as such the report has not been carried out 

adequately.  

 

provisions for transport and car 

parking considered.  

657 Lorraine 

Cooper  

8 Park 

Street,Quenestown,

New Zealand,9300 

 

Support Chapter 8 Medium 

Density Residential 

The relief sought by the submitter to retain the current 

road boundary setback of 4.5m in the Medium Density 

residential Zone is supported.  

 

This is an appropriate distance for a road boundary 

setback having regard to the density and special 

characteristics of some areas identified as within 

Medium Density Residential  

 

That the Submission be allowed 

insofar as it seeks to oppose any 

changes to road boundary setbacks 

in the Medium Density Residential 

Chapter.  

59 Lynda Baker  

10 Golden 

Terrace,Queenstown

,New Zealand,9300 

lyndab@queenstown

.school.nz 

 

Support Chapter 12 

Queenstown Town 

Centre Zone  

Policy 12.2.2.2 

The following parts of the submission are supported:  

 

"Support proposed policy 12-2-2-2 but request that: 

a) a clause be added such as 'Developers required to 

add positively to the availability of car parking spaces 

in CBD or near surrounds' 

b) provision be made for car parking based on the size 

of the building".  

 

That the Submission be allowed 

insofar as it seeks make provision 

for traffic and car parking 

requirements within the park Street/ 

Brisbane Street area, and the 

recognition of historic character in 

chapter 12.  
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These submissions accurately reflect the special 

character of areas of Queenstown central which are 

worthy of future protection.  

 
Proposing increased density without having regard to 

the effects on traffic and parking is not a justified 

outcome within the Proposed Plan. The section 32 

report from Council fails to adequately assess parking 

and traffic effects as a result of density changes, and 

as such the report has not been carried out 

adequately.  

 
 

82 Toni Okkerse 

32 Park 

Street,Queenstown,

New Zealand,9300 

tokkerse@outlook.co

m 

 

Support Chapter 12 

Queenstown Town 

Centre Zone 

Policy 12.2.2.2 

The following relief sought by the submitter is 

supported:  

 

"Support Policy 12.2.2.2 but amend it by: 

a) Adding the clause 'development required to add 

positively to the parking spaces in the 

CBD or near surrounds' 

b) Adding the word 'historic' to the last bullet point (i.e. 

'- Positively respond to the Town Centre's historic 

character' And make provision for carparking based on 

the size of the building - currently workers are 

parking all day in places like the gardens and the Park 

Street"  

 

That the Submission be allowed 

insofar as it seeks make provision 

for traffic and car parking 

requirements within the park Street/ 

Brisbane Street area, and the 

recognition of historic character in 

chapter 12. 
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Support proposed policy 12.2.2.3 however make 

provision for carparking based on the size of 

the building - currently workers are parking all day in 

places like the gardens and the Park 

Street 

These submissions accurately reflect the special 

character of areas of Queenstown central which are 

worthy of future protection.  

 
Proposing increased density without having regard to 

the effects on traffic and parking is not a justified 

outcome within the Proposed Plan. The section 32 

report from Council fails to adequately assess parking 

and traffic effects as a result of density changes, and 

as such the report has not been carried out 

adequately.  

 

206 Lindsay 

Jackson  

33 Stewart 

Street,Frankton,Que

enstown,New 

Zealand,9300 

lindsay@dyingstar.n

et 

 

Support Chapter 12 

Queenstown Town 

Centre Zone 

 

The following relief sought by the submitter is 

supported:  

 

"Support Policy 12.2.2.2 but amend it by: 

a) Adding the clause 'development required to add 

positively to the parking spaces in the 

CBD or near surrounds' 

b) Adding the word 'historic' to the last bullet point (i.e. 

'- Positively respond to the Town Centre's historic 

That the Submission be allowed 

insofar as it seeks make provision 

for traffic and car parking 

requirements within the park Street/ 

Brisbane Street area, and the 

recognition of historic character in 

chapter 12. 
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character' And make provision for carparking based on 

the size of the building - currently workers are 

parking all day in places like the gardens and the Park 

Street"  

 

Support proposed policy 12.2.2.3 however make 

provision for carparking based on the size of 

the building - currently workers are parking all day in 

places like the gardens and the Park 

Street 

These submissions accurately reflect the special 

character of areas of Queenstown central which are 

worthy of future protection.  

 
Proposing increased density without having regard to 

the effects on traffic and parking is not a justified 

outcome within the Proposed Plan. The section 32 

report from Council fails to adequately assess parking 

and traffic effects as a result of density changes, and 

as such the report has not been carried out 

adequately.  
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628 Neville Mahon  

PO Box 95,New 

Zealand,9348 

reception@jea.co.nz 

 

Oppose  08 Medium Density 

Residential  

 

09 High Density 

Residential  

 

Part seven Maps  

The relief sought by the submitter to rezone Medium 

Density zoned land to High Density Residential is 

opposed.  

 

The areas sought for rezoning contains land generally 

identified in the Park St- Brisbane St areas.  

 

The submission seeks a higher density zoning over 

areas which are a special historic character for 

Queenstown centre and should be retained as such. 

The Proposed provisions for HDR zoning are not 

appropriate for this area, and will not give effect to the 

higher order provisions of the Proposed Plan.  

 

Council's section 32 Report has not justified a denser 

zoning of this are, and nor has submission 628.  

 

The construction of a building for a retirement village 

as a restricted discretionary activity, and the matters of 

discretion which are proposed in the submission are 

not adequately justified.  

 

That the submission be refused in 

its entirety.  

383 Queenstown 

Lakes District 

Council 

 

Support in 

part   

08 Medium Density 

Residential  

 

09 High Density 

The relief sought through submission points 383. 22; 

383.23; 383.24 in the MDR Zone are supported in 

principle.  

 

Support the submission insofar as it 

provides for privacy provisions in 

the MDR Zone on the basis that 

these provisions may need further 
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Private Bag 

50072,Queenstow

n,New 

Zealand,9348 

mayor@qldc.govt.

nz 

  

 

 

Residential  

 

Part seven Maps 

The addition of privacy provisions in the MDR zone is a 

desirable planning outcome; however this may not be 

a suitable provision to be applied across the entire 

MDR Zone. Some areas within the MDR Zone as 

notified are subject to special characteristics which 

may create a need for increased privacy protection 

provisions; such as the Brisbane/ Park St area.  

 

 

amendment to take into account the 

special characteristics of the Park 

St/ Brisbane St area.  

 
 
 

5. We wish to be heard in support of my submission.  
 

6. We will consider presenting a joint case with others presenting similar submissions.  
 
 
 
 

 
……………………………………….. 
DJ and EJ Cassells, the Buling Family, the Bennett Family, M Lynch  
By its duly authorised agents  
ANDERSON LLOYD  
Per: Maree Baker-Galloway     
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Address for service of Submitter: 
Anderson Lloyd  
PO Box 201 
QUEENSTOWN 9348 
Tel 03 450 0700 
Fax 03 450 0799 
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Further Submission on Queenstown Lakes Proposed District Plan 2015 - Stage 1 
 

Clause 8 of the First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991 
 

 
To: Queenstown Lakes District Council  
By email: services@qldc.govt.nz 
 
Name of Submitter: Friends of the Wakatipu Gardens and Reserves Inc 
 
 

(c/o) Maree Baker-Galloway Rosie Hodson 
 
   Phone: 03 450 0736 
   Email: maree.baker-galloway@andersonlloyd.co.nz/ rosie.hodson@andersonlloyd.co.nz  
   Postal address: PO Box 201, Queenstown 9348 
 

1. This is a further submission in support of/ in opposition to submissions on the Proposed District Plan – Stage 1. 
 

2. In accordance with clause 8(1) of the RMA, we are: 
 

a. A person representing a relevant aspect of the public interest 
 

b. Friends of the Wakatipu Gardens and Reserves Inc is a community association concerned with the general welfare and 
wellbeing of the Wakatipu Gardens area and its surrounds, including blocks of land generally bordered by Park to Brisbane 
Street.  
 

c. The Friends of the Wakatipu Gardens and Reserves Inc has a membership of local residents from the surrounds of the Gardens, 
as well as from the wider District. The Association advocates for the interests of these members in all matters relevant as they 
arise in the community.  

 
3. Without limiting the reasons set out in the Table below, the Submitter also wishes to formally voice concern over the process Council 

has employed in preparing its District Plan Review:  
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a. Council has produced its Proposed Plan with little consultation of affected persons, and has set unreasonable self-imposed 
deadlines for affected parties to meet, particularly given the volume of information that must be assessed and ongoing problems 
with accessing it. This process will not result in sound public decision-making and it is disappointing that the agenda set by the 
Council has not been responsive to the multitude of voices in the community which are requesting more time and consultation be 
put into the Review process.  
 

b. This is demonstrably inadequate, unfair, unreasonable, and to an extent, unconstitutional. The deadline for further submissions 
should be further extended to remedy this deficiency. 
 

c. Accordingly, we seek/ reserve right to augment this submission due to the lack of adequate time given by Council to respond, 
and due to a lack of consultation carried out.  

 
 

Submission 

(number/ name and 

address)  

Support/ 

Oppose  

Provision(s)  Reasons   Decision sought 

821 Janice Kinealy  

New Zealand,9300 

janandmick.k@xtra.c

o.nz 

 

Support  Chapter 8 Medium 

Density Residential 

The relief sought in this submission to oppose any 

density change in the Proposed Plan, particularly 

in the Brisbane Street area is supported.  

A proposed density change from operative High 

Density to Proposed Medium Density does not 

take into account the special characteristics of 

this historic block of Queenstown.  

 

The Proposed density change will not create a 

desirable planning outcome in light of sustainable 

management of resources, nor will it achieve the 

higher order provisions of the Proposed Plan, 

That the Submission be allowed 

insofar as it seeks to oppose 

any density change over the 

Brisbane street area.  
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such as those contained in chapters 3 and 6.  

 

599 Peter Fleming 

and others  

 

PO Box 

498,Queenstown,Ne

w Zealand,9348 

 

Support  Chapter 8 Medium 

Density Residential,  

 

  

The relief sought by the submitter to include 

parking requirements within Chapter 8 and 

specifically for the Brisbane/ Park Street area is 

supported.  

 

Proposing increased density without having 

regard to the effects on traffic and parking is not a 

justified outcome within the Proposed Plan. The 

section 32 report from Council fails to adequately 

assess parking and traffic effects as a result of 

density changes, and as such the report has not 

been carried out adequately.  

 

That the Submission be allowed 

insofar as it seeks to oppose 

any density change over the 

Brisbane street area without 

having provisions for transport 

and car parking considered.  

657 Lorraine 

Cooper  

8 Park 

Street,Quenestown,

New Zealand,9300 

 

Support Chapter 8 Medium 

Density Residential 

The relief sought by the submitter to retain the 

current road boundary setback of 4.5m in the 

Medium Density residential Zone is supported.  

 

This is an appropriate distance for a road 

boundary setback having regard to the density 

and special characteristics of some areas 

identified as within Medium Density Residential  

 

That the Submission be allowed 

insofar as it seeks to oppose 

any changes to road boundary 

setbacks in the Medium Density 

Residential Chapter.  
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59 Lynda Baker  

10 Golden 

Terrace,Queenstown

,New Zealand,9300 

lyndab@queenstown

.school.nz 

 

Support Chapter 12 

Queenstown Town 

Centre Zone  

Policy 12.2.2.2 

The following parts of the submission are 

supported:  

 

"Support proposed policy 12-2-2-2 but request that: 

a) a clause be added such as 'Developers required to 

add positively to the availability of car parking 

spaces in CBD or near surrounds' 

b) provision be made for car parking based on the size 

of the building".  

 

These submissions accurately reflect the special 

character of areas of Queenstown central which 

are worthy of future protection.  

 
Proposing increased density without having 

regard to the effects on traffic and parking is not a 

justified outcome within the Proposed Plan. The 

section 32 report from Council fails to adequately 

assess parking and traffic effects as a result of 

density changes, and as such the report has not 

been carried out adequately.  

 
 

That the Submission be allowed 

insofar as it seeks make 

provision for traffic and car 

parking requirements within the 

park Street/ Brisbane Street 

area, and the recognition of 

historic character in chapter 12.  

82 Toni Okkerse 

32 Park 

Support Chapter 12 

Queenstown Town 

The following relief sought by the submitter is 

supported:  

That the Submission be allowed 

insofar as it seeks make 
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Street,Queenstown,

New Zealand,9300 

tokkerse@outlook.co

m 

 

Centre Zone 

Policy 12.2.2.2 

 

"Support Policy 12.2.2.2 but amend it by: 

a) Adding the clause 'development required to add 

positively to the parking spaces in the 

CBD or near surrounds' 

b) Adding the word 'historic' to the last bullet point (i.e. 

'- Positively respond to the Town Centre's historic 

character' And make provision for carparking based 

on the size of the building - currently workers are 

parking all day in places like the gardens and the Park 

Street"  

 

Support proposed policy 12.2.2.3 however make 

provision for carparking based on the size of 

the building - currently workers are parking all day in 

places like the gardens and the Park 

Street 

These submissions accurately reflect the special 

character of areas of Queenstown central which 

are worthy of future protection.  

 
Proposing increased density without having 

regard to the effects on traffic and parking is not a 

justified outcome within the Proposed Plan. The 

section 32 report from Council fails to adequately 

provision for traffic and car 

parking requirements within the 

park Street/ Brisbane Street 

area, and the recognition of 

historic character in chapter 12. 
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assess parking and traffic effects as a result of 

density changes, and as such the report has not 

been carried out adequately.  

 

206 Lindsay 

Jackson  

33 Stewart 

Street,Frankton,Que

enstown,New 

Zealand,9300 

lindsay@dyingstar.n

et 

 

Support Chapter 12 

Queenstown Town 

Centre Zone 

 

The following relief sought by the submitter is 

supported:  

 

"Support Policy 12.2.2.2 but amend it by: 

a) Adding the clause 'development required to add 

positively to the parking spaces in the 

CBD or near surrounds' 

b) Adding the word 'historic' to the last bullet point (i.e. 

'- Positively respond to the Town Centre's historic 

character' And make provision for carparking based 

on the size of the building - currently workers are 

parking all day in places like the gardens and the Park 

Street"  

 

Support proposed policy 12.2.2.3 however make 

provision for carparking based on the size of 

the building - currently workers are parking all day in 

places like the gardens and the Park 

Street 

These submissions accurately reflect the special 

character of areas of Queenstown central which 

That the Submission be allowed 

insofar as it seeks make 

provision for traffic and car 

parking requirements within the 

park Street/ Brisbane Street 

area, and the recognition of 

historic character in chapter 12. 
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are worthy of future protection.  

 
Proposing increased density without having 

regard to the effects on traffic and parking is not a 

justified outcome within the Proposed Plan. The 

section 32 report from Council fails to adequately 

assess parking and traffic effects as a result of 

density changes, and as such the report has not 

been carried out adequately.  

 

628 Neville Mahon  

PO Box 95,New 

Zealand,9348 

reception@jea.co.nz 

 

Oppose  08 Medium Density 

Residential  

 

09 High Density 

Residential  

 

Part seven Maps  

The relief sought by the submitter to rezone 

Medium Density zoned land to High Density 

Residential is opposed.  

 

The areas sought for rezoning contains land 

generally identified in the Park St- Brisbane St 

areas.  

 

The submission seeks a higher density zoning 

over areas which are a special historic character 

for Queenstown centre and should be retained as 

such. The Proposed provisions for HDR zoning 

are not appropriate for this area, and will not give 

effect to the higher order provisions of the 

That the submission be refused 

in its entirety.  
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Proposed Plan.  

 

Council's section 32 Report has not justified a 

denser zoning of this are, and nor has submission 

628.  

 

The construction of a buildings for a retirement 

village as a restricted discretionary activity, an the 

matters of discretion which are proposed in the 

submission are not adequately justified.  

 

383 Queenstown 

Lakes District 

Council 

 

Private Bag 

50072,Queenstown,

New Zealand,9348 

mayor@qldc.govt.n

z 

  

 

 

Support 

in part   

08 Medium Density 

Residential  

 

09 High Density 

Residential  

 

Part seven Maps 

The relief sought through submission points 383. 

22; 383.23; 383.24 in the MDR Zone are 

supported in principle.  

 

The addition of privacy provisions in the MDR 

zone is a desirable planning outcome; however 

this may not be a suitable provision to be applied 

across the entire MDR Zone. Some areas within 

the MDR Zone as notified are subject to special 

characteristics which may create a need for 

increased privacy protection provisions; such as 

the Brisbane/ Park St area.  

 

Support the submission insofar 

as it provides for privacy 

provisions in the MDR Zone on 

the basis that these provisions 

may need further amendment to 

take into account the special 

characteristics of the Park St/ 

Brisbane St area.  
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4. We wish to be heard in support of my submission.  
 

5. We will consider presenting a joint case with others presenting similar submissions.  
 
 
 
 

 
……………………………………….. 
Friends of the Wakatipu Gardens and Reserves Inc 
By its duly authorised agents  
ANDERSON LLOYD  
Per: Maree Baker-Galloway     
 
 
 
Address for service of Submitter: 
Anderson Lloyd  
PO Box 201 
QUEENSTOWN 9348 
Tel 03 450 0700 
Fax 03 450 0799 
 
 


