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Submission

Consultation Document Submissions

Arrowtown Design Guidelines 2016 > 1 Introduction > 1.1Purpose of the ADG

Support

Oppose

Other - Please clearly indicate your position in your submission below

The reasons for my support or opposition are

The guidelines will help Arrowtown retain its character and extend the "look and feel" to the

proposed medium density and low density areas where appropriate

I seek that the following

Extend the coverage of the guidelines to INCLUDE all alterations and building throughout

Arrowtown with the applicability reducing as the distance from the town center and historic zone

increases For example new houses in the low density area could have just some of the

characteristics to acknowledge their link to the Arrowtown character

Arrowtown Design Guidelines 2016 > 2 Heritage and Character > 2.5Old Town Residential

Neighbourhoods > 2.5.1Six Neighbourhoods identified…
Support

Oppose

Other - Please clearly indicate your position in your submission below

The reasons for my support or opposition are

I seek that the following

The maps showing building footprints etc are very out of date. Suspect they come from 2006

guidelines with some changes - this is very misleading to readers of the document As a MINIMUM

each map should include an "Accurate as at dd/mm/yyyy" statement included At best the maps

should be updated from the latest QLDC aerial photography which I understand is as at 2014 If

updating the maps is too expenses/time consuming then copies of the 2014 aerial photography

should be included

Proposed District Plan Text Affected > Chapter 10 - Arrowtown RHMZ > 10.4.4

Support

Oppose

Other - Please clearly indicate your position in your submission below

The reasons for my support or opposition are

2006 guidelines have worked !!!

I seek that the following

Attached Documents

File

No records to display.
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Submitter Details 
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Trade competition and adverse effects:
I could I could not

gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission 
I am I am not

directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submission that : 
a.  adversely affects the environment, and 
b.  does not relate to the trade competition or the effects of trade competitions.

Wishes to be heard:
Yes
No



Submission

Consultation Document Submissions

Arrowtown Design Guidelines 2016 > 1 Introduction > 1.1Purpose of the ADG
Support
Oppose
Other - Please clearly indicate your position in your submission below

The reasons for my support or opposition are

infrastructure in a far broader sense than schools, sewage,lighting, traffic and rates (etc) for not
only the contiguous area but the overall district. The plans for the district still finally economically
turn on tourism and if there is little than dull conformity of buildings offered, the the advantage of
difference is lost. Its wrong use was evident in the Retirement village proposal of Anderson & Monk.
You can not ignore the fact that there must firstly be a passage of a change of use from rural to
residential. Minimal supplies of supposedly affordable houses within a group of substantially non-

nearby effectively dragging up any sale price over building cost. In a way this is just the old rule of

cost price is overtaken by the richness of the nearby and adjacent properties. All these
developments in this rural area terminate the very thing needed to be protected. The scenic beauty
of the area setting off the mountain backdrop. They are merely money making schemes devoid of
long term sensitivity and sensibility. The actual developers (profiteers) are fairly wealthy and
ingenious and are using their ingenuity to further their monetary ambitions which may have
marketing attractiveness but is at the expense of the common good. The wide number of appeals
against the rurality of the District scheme seeking to get this zoning changed about Arrowtown to
residential type zones is culmulatively to do away with it when this is the very quality that sustains
the appeal of the district. Let one get approval and the precedent is made. Instead we have spotty
houses all over the hills some crammed behind greenery trees like mock apologies for their
intrusion into yesterdays fields. It is argued that the income returns from rurality- utterly wrong. The
needs of the community will need food, which will also need to be supported by rural land use.
Otherwise food will have to be trucked in from elsewhere - more heavy trucks on roads that can
barely keep pace with the current population. Do you therefore propose to cover the basin with
even more roads and more cars? Such a short sighted, appalling view. I am ashamed that it's been
allowed to get this far! 
Retirement Village which actually goes against the LAW and is an abuse of the Special Housing
Act. The current District plan is good. May it be kept this way and not succumb to the waves of
attacks from capital gainers. Also, as digital usability expert - one that's worked in international
organizations and other governments on consultations using digital, this is one the worst
consultations I have ever used. I have designed consultation systems for the UK Government.
Frankly,would surprised that anyone will finish this and comment on it as it needs to section by
section. There so many sections it makes it impossible for anyone from time and usability to fill out
properly - or is that you what you intended? I would argue that you actually undermined the public
right to comment by the very bad design you offered up and will be making views known as you
have defeated by this, the right of people to have their say. APPALLING.

I seek that the following

Arrowtown Design Guidelines 2016 > 2 Heritage and Character > 2.1Historic Overview
Support
Oppose
Other - Please clearly indicate your position in your submission below

The reasons for my support or opposition are
We must keep the historic nature of Arrowtown



I seek that the following
I cannot believe that such rampant development has been allowed and is being continued to being
allowed. You're killing the golden goose- why everyone comes to Arrowtown is the beauty of the
hills which you are destroying by infilling all the land - land that everyone comes for- with buildings.
You've allowed greed to destroy the very thing that keeps the money coming in. Disgusting
behavior.

Attached Documents

File

No records to display.
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Trade competition and adverse effects:
I could I could not

gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission 
I am I am not

directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submission that : 
a.  adversely affects the environment, and 
b.  does not relate to the trade competition or the effects of trade competitions.

Wishes to be heard:
Yes
No



Submission

Consultation Document Submissions

Arrowtown Design Guidelines 2016 > 1 Introduction > 1.1Purpose of the ADG
Support
Oppose
Other - Please clearly indicate your position in your submission below

The reasons for my support or opposition are
This clearly defines the old urban boundary. However the leg extension on Jopp Street is actually
outside the boundary as determined under the RMA PC 30 and PC29 . Part of the section in
McDonnell Road has also been extended into the urban boundary . The map needs updating

I seek that the following
To clarify the boundary as determined under the RMA and Judge Jackson's ruling on PC29

Arrowtown Design Guidelines 2016 > 1 Introduction > 1.1Purpose of the ADG
Support
Oppose
Other - Please clearly indicate your position in your submission below

The reasons for my support or opposition are

I seek that the following

Arrowtown Design Guidelines 2016 > 1 Introduction > 1.1Purpose of the ADG
Support
Oppose
Other - Please clearly indicate your position in your submission below

The reasons for my support or opposition are

I seek that the following

> 2.3.3New Town
Support
Oppose
Other - Please clearly indicate your position in your submission below

The reasons for my support or opposition are
Support mainly except the doubtful extension on Jopp St plan 2 COORECTION NEEDED
TOPLAN2 NO SPILL OVER MCDONNELL ROAD OF HOUSING INTO THE RURAL ZONE.

I seek that the following
Please note that the green 15 is NOT Butel park but is outside the now determined boundary of
Arrowtown and is in Jopp St - 2.3.3 page 15 Plan 3 does show the extended boundary in
McDonnell Road

Arrowtown Design Guidelines 2016 > 2 Heritage and Character > 2.6New Town Neighbourhoods >
2.6.6Neighbourhood 11

Support
Oppose
Other - Please clearly indicate your position in your submission below

The reasons for my support or opposition are
The brown section opposite the Dennison Fairways is now beyond the urban boundary as
designated under PC30 and PC29 and although this is reflected as reserve , it should be retained
as a reserve and Rural and not be built on



I seek that the following

Arrowtown Design Guidelines 2016 > 2 Heritage and Character > 2.6New Town Neighbourhoods >
2.6.7Neighbourhood 12

Support
Oppose
Other - Please clearly indicate your position in your submission below

The reasons for my support or opposition are
The walk ways reserve land and public open space designated should be clearly marked and
maintained . Vistas from the Cotter Avenue must be protected where possible . Housing almost
closes in these vistas.

I seek that the following

Arrowtown Design Guidelines 2016 > 2 Heritage and Character > 2.6New Town Neighbourhoods >
2.6.7Neighbourhood 12

Support
Oppose
Other - Please clearly indicate your position in your submission below

The reasons for my support or opposition are

I seek that the following
THE SECTION of McDonnell Road 2.6.7 now has a defined urban boundary as a result of RMA
Hearings finalised in 2015 for PC30 and 29 so plan4 page 19 needs updating. There must be no
spill over of houses across McDonnell Road into the Rural zoned land. Parking should not be
permitted on the side of the road opposite the houses.

Arrowtown Design Guidelines 2016 > 3 Town Centre Design Guidelines > 3.3Views and Vistas
Support
Oppose
Other - Please clearly indicate your position in your submission below

The reasons for my support or opposition are

I seek that the following

Arrowtown Design Guidelines 2016 > 3 Town Centre Design Guidelines > 3.8Parking
Support
Oppose
Other - Please clearly indicate your position in your submission below

The reasons for my support or opposition are
Parking should not be extended in the Town centre. The proposals are acceptable

I seek that the following

Arrowtown Design Guidelines 2016 > 4 Old Town and New Town Residential Area Guidelines
Support
Oppose
Other - Please clearly indicate your position in your submission below

The reasons for my support or opposition are
Arrowtown is special and a jewel in the crown and the Arrowtown refined and improved guidelines
are essential and extremely important . They must be included in the proposed District plan

I seek that the following
Ensure the Arrowtown refined and improved guidelines are put into the proposed District Plan for
the reasons outlined.

Proposed District Plan Text Affected > Chapter 4 - Urban Development > 4.2.5.2
Support



Oppose
Other - Please clearly indicate your position in your submission below

The reasons for my support or opposition are
This is absolutely critical for the future of Arrowtown

I seek that the following

Proposed District Plan Text Affected > Chapter 7 - Low Density Residential > 7.2.5.1
Support
Oppose
Other - Please clearly indicate your position in your submission below

The reasons for my support or opposition are

I seek that the following
Include the ADG

Proposed District Plan Text Affected > Chapter 7 - Low Density Residential > 7.4.10
Support
Oppose
Other - Please clearly indicate your position in your submission below

The reasons for my support or opposition are

I seek that the following

Proposed District Plan Text Affected > Chapter 8 - Medium Density Residential > 8.1
Support
Oppose
Other - Please clearly indicate your position in your submission below

The reasons for my support or opposition are

I seek that the following

Proposed District Plan Text Affected > Chapter 8 - Medium Density Residential > 8.2.6.1
Support
Oppose
Other - Please clearly indicate your position in your submission below

The reasons for my support or opposition are

I seek that the following

Proposed District Plan Text Affected > Chapter 8 - Medium Density Residential > 8.2.6.1
Support
Oppose
Other - Please clearly indicate your position in your submission below

The reasons for my support or opposition are

I seek that the following

Proposed District Plan Text Affected > Chapter 8 - Medium Density Residential > 8.4.11
Support
Oppose
Other - Please clearly indicate your position in your submission below

The reasons for my support or opposition are

I seek that the following

Proposed District Plan Text Affected > Chapter 10 - Arrowtown RHMZ > 10.2.1.2



Support
Oppose
Other - Please clearly indicate your position in your submission below

The reasons for my support or opposition are

I seek that the following

Proposed District Plan Text Affected > Chapter 10 - Arrowtown RHMZ > 10.4.4
Support
Oppose
Other - Please clearly indicate your position in your submission below

The reasons for my support or opposition are

I seek that the following

Proposed District Plan Text Affected > Chapter 14 - Arrowtown Town Centre > 14.2.1.2
Support
Oppose
Other - Please clearly indicate your position in your submission below

The reasons for my support or opposition are

I seek that the following

Proposed District Plan Text Affected > Chapter 14 - Arrowtown Town Centre > 14.4.2
Support
Oppose
Other - Please clearly indicate your position in your submission below

The reasons for my support or opposition are

I seek that the following

Proposed District Plan Text Affected > Chapter 14 - Arrowtown Town Centre > 14.4.4
Support
Oppose
Other - Please clearly indicate your position in your submission below

The reasons for my support or opposition are

I seek that the following

Proposed District Plan Text Affected > Chapter 14 - Arrowtown Town Centre > 14.5.1
Support
Oppose
Other - Please clearly indicate your position in your submission below

The reasons for my support or opposition are

I seek that the following

Proposed District Plan Text Affected > Chapter 14 - Arrowtown Town Centre > 14.5.2
Support
Oppose
Other - Please clearly indicate your position in your submission below

The reasons for my support or opposition are

I seek that the following

Attached Documents

File



No records to display.



Submitter Details 

First Name: J
Last Name: Hanan
Organisation: N/A
On behalf of: N/A
Street: 69 Mcdonnell Road
Suburb:
City: Arrowtown
Country:
PostCode: 9302
eMail: jmhanan@gmail.com

Trade competition and adverse effects:
I could I could not

gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission 
I am I am not

directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submission that : 
a.  adversely affects the environment, and 
b.  does not relate to the trade competition or the effects of trade competitions.

Wishes to be heard:
Yes
No



Submission

Consultation Document Submissions

Proposed District Plan Text Affected > Chapter 10 - Arrowtown RHMZ > 10.4.4
Support
Oppose
Other - Please clearly indicate your position in your submission below

The reasons for my support or opposition are
I support this fundamentally. These guidelines MUST be included in the District Plan. It is essential
to prevent the rampant and absolutely appalling proliferation of houses that will destroy Arrowtown.

I seek that the following

Attached Documents

File

No records to display.



Submitter Details 

First Name: thomas
Last Name: jenkins
Street: 21 Anglesea Street
Suburb:
City: Arrowtown
Country: New Zealand
PostCode: 9302
Daytime Phone: 034098990
Mobile: 021909276
eMail: ak.jenkins@xtra.co.nz

Trade competition and adverse effects:
I could I could not

gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission 
I am I am not

directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submission that : 
a.  adversely affects the environment, and 
b.  does not relate to the trade competition or the effects of trade competitions.

Wishes to be heard:
Yes
No



Submission

Consultation Document Submissions

Arrowtown Design Guidelines 2016 > 4 Old Town and New Town Residential Area Guidelines
Support
Oppose
Other - Please clearly indicate your position in your submission below

The reasons for my support or opposition are
To prevent any increase in the Arrowtown town boundary I support the aims and objectives of the
Arrowtown Design Guideline 2016.

I seek that the following
I believe that considerable weight should be given to the guidelines which should be seen as
requirements rather than just guidelines. The increased intensification will result in more traffic both
vehicular and pedestrian in the historic zone and therefore some consideration should be given to
reducing traffic speed (perhaps 40km) in the historic zone along with providing gravel footpaths and
improved street lighting on the main thoroughfares through the area .e.g. Merioneth Street Without
such forward thinking an accident is waiting to happen.

Attached Documents

File

No records to display.



Submitter Details 

First Name: Pam
Last Name: Hulls
Organisation: Chair, Akarua Arrowtown Autumn Festival in 2016.
Street: 13 Merioneth Street
Suburb: Queenstown-Lakes District
City: Arrowtown
Country: New Zealand
PostCode: 9302
Daytime Phone: 4098471
Mobile: 02102749125
eMail: pam@hulls.net.nz

Trade competition and adverse effects:
I could I could not

gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission 
I am I am not

directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submission that : 
a.  adversely affects the environment, and 
b.  does not relate to the trade competition or the effects of trade competitions.

Wishes to be heard:
Yes
No



Submission

Consultation Document Submissions

Arrowtown Design Guidelines 2016 > 1 Introduction > 1.1Purpose of the ADG
Support
Oppose
Other - Please clearly indicate your position in your submission below

The reasons for my support or opposition are
I support the Guidelines as providing a holistic way of keeping the character of Arrowtown intact -
but have the following comments: I do not agree that a single home on a section should be exempt.
I believe all homes should adhere to the guidelines in some way - a hedge, a garage back from the
street, using the recommended materials etc - so there is variety without being overwhelming. I
believe the broken roof lines should be incorporated in all houses. I would be disappointed if
Arrowtown became like some European towns/cities - a wonderful 'old' town and the rest of the
place very ordinary! I do not wish to comment on each section of the guidelines.

I seek that the following

Attached Documents

File

No records to display.



Submitter Details 

First Name: Elizabeth
Last Name: Winstone
Street: P.O Box 99253
Suburb: Newmarket
City: Auckland
Country: New Zealand
PostCode: 1149
Daytime Phone: 09 4227701
Mobile: 021539844
eMail: lizandphilwinstone@xtra.co.nz

Trade competition and adverse effects:
I could I could not

gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission 
I am I am not

directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submission that : 
a.  adversely affects the environment, and 
b.  does not relate to the trade competition or the effects of trade competitions.

Wishes to be heard:
Yes
No



Submission

Consultation Document Submissions

Arrowtown Design Guidelines 2016 > 4 Old Town and New Town Residential Area Guidelines
Support
Oppose
Other - Please clearly indicate your position in your submission below

The reasons for my support or opposition are
I attended the July 26 Public Meeting to hear more about the 2016 Arrowtown Design Guidelines
and i would like to convey my broad support for what you are trying to achieve.

I seek that the following

Attached Documents

File

No records to display.



Submitter Details 

First Name: Jane
Last Name: Hazlett
Street: 19 Merioneth Street
Suburb:
City: Arrowtown
Country: New Zealand
PostCode: 9302
Daytime Phone: 0273088582
Mobile: 0273088582
eMail: d.j.hazlett@xtra.co.nz

Trade competition and adverse effects:
I could I could not

gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission 
I am I am not

directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submission that : 
a.  adversely affects the environment, and 
b.  does not relate to the trade competition or the effects of trade competitions.

Wishes to be heard:
Yes
No



Submission

Consultation Document Submissions

Arrowtown Design Guidelines 2016 > 1 Introduction > 1.4Use of Guidelines
Support
Oppose
Other - Please clearly indicate your position in your submission below

The reasons for my support or opposition are
These guidelines help to protect the work/renovation/building that owners have already done in the
Historic Zone and give us comfort surrounding the new proposed MDR and LDR zones, especially
the MDR which borders the Historic zone. However, I think there needs to be more education for
some in the proposed LDR as many seem to not understand they only need resource consent if
putting two dwellings on one lot and then subject to guidelines which are assessed on case by
case basis depending on proximity to old town etc. Some don't realise that suggested guideline may
be as simple as planting/vegetation.

I seek that the following

Attached Documents

File

No records to display.



Submitter Details 

First Name: Noel
Last Name: Beggs
Street: 154 Centennial Avenue
Suburb: RD 1
City: Queenstown
Country: New Zealand
PostCode: 9371
eMail: beggsy@xtra.co.nz

Trade competition and adverse effects:
I could I could not

gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission 
I am I am not

directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submission that : 
a.  adversely affects the environment, and 
b.  does not relate to the trade competition or the effects of trade competitions.

Wishes to be heard:
Yes
No



Submission

Consultation Document Submissions

Arrowtown Design Guidelines 2016 > 1 Introduction > 1.1Purpose of the ADG
Support
Oppose
Other - Please clearly indicate your position in your submission below

The reasons for my support or opposition are
The Arrowtown Design Guidelines are vital to protect the unique character of Arrowtown for future
generations and ensure it is not destroyed by inappropriate change. I congratulate the review of the
existing guidelines and applaud the resulting document.

I seek that the following
Ensure that the guidelines are an integral part of the Resource Consent/Management process.

Arrowtown Design Guidelines 2016 > 1 Introduction > 1.5Use of Guidelines
Support
Oppose
Other - Please clearly indicate your position in your submission below

The reasons for my support or opposition are
Reflects the importance of Arrowtown's heritage features and historic character.

I seek that the following
Implement the ADG in its entirety.

> 2.3.2Old Town Residential
Support
Oppose
Other - Please clearly indicate your position in your submission below

The reasons for my support or opposition are
A common sense and entirely appropriate area for protection under the ADG.

I seek that the following
Inclusion in its entirety

Arrowtown Design Guidelines 2016 > 3 Town Centre Design Guidelines > 3.1Conservative
Heritage Character > 3.1.2Guidelines: Character Protection & Conservation > 3.1.2.1

Support
Oppose
Other - Please clearly indicate your position in your submission below

The reasons for my support or opposition are
Clear and concise description

I seek that the following

Arrowtown Design Guidelines 2016 > 3 Town Centre Design Guidelines > 3.1Conservative
Heritage Character > 3.1.2Guidelines: Character Protection & Conservation > 3.1.2.2

Support
Oppose
Other - Please clearly indicate your position in your submission below

The reasons for my support or opposition are
Consider the document to be extremely well compiled.



I seek that the following
Implement in its entirety

Arrowtown Design Guidelines 2016 > 4 Old Town and New Town Residential Area Guidelines >
4.1Conserve Heritage Character

Support
Oppose
Other - Please clearly indicate your position in your submission below

The reasons for my support or opposition are
Gives clear guidelines to development within the ARHMZ, and is sympathetic to the zone.

I seek that the following

Arrowtown Design Guidelines 2016 > 4 Old Town and New Town Residential Area Guidelines >
4.1Conserve Heritage Character > 4.1.2Guidelines: Character Protection and Conservation >
4.1.2.1

Support
Oppose
Other - Please clearly indicate your position in your submission below

The reasons for my support or opposition are
Vital that this is included, and followed.

I seek that the following
Implement in its entirety

Arrowtown Design Guidelines 2016 > 4 Old Town and New Town Residential Area Guidelines >
4.1Conserve Heritage Character > 4.1.2Guidelines: Character Protection and Conservation >
4.1.2.2

Support
Oppose
Other - Please clearly indicate your position in your submission below

The reasons for my support or opposition are

I seek that the following

Proposed District Plan Text Affected > Chapter 4 - Urban Development > 4.2.5.2
Support
Oppose
Other - Please clearly indicate your position in your submission below

The reasons for my support or opposition are

I seek that the following

Proposed District Plan Text Affected > Chapter 7 - Low Density Residential > 7.2.5.1
Support
Oppose
Other - Please clearly indicate your position in your submission below

The reasons for my support or opposition are

I seek that the following

Proposed District Plan Text Affected > Chapter 8 - Medium Density Residential > 8.1
Support
Oppose
Other - Please clearly indicate your position in your submission below

The reasons for my support or opposition are

I seek that the following



Proposed District Plan Text Affected > Chapter 8 - Medium Density Residential > 8.2.6.1
Support
Oppose
Other - Please clearly indicate your position in your submission below

The reasons for my support or opposition are

I seek that the following

Proposed District Plan Text Affected > Chapter 8 - Medium Density Residential > 8.4.11
Support
Oppose
Other - Please clearly indicate your position in your submission below

The reasons for my support or opposition are

I seek that the following

Proposed District Plan Text Affected > Chapter 10 - Arrowtown RHMZ > 10.2.1.2
Support
Oppose
Other - Please clearly indicate your position in your submission below

The reasons for my support or opposition are

I seek that the following

Proposed District Plan Text Affected > Chapter 10 - Arrowtown RHMZ > 10.4.4
Support
Oppose
Other - Please clearly indicate your position in your submission below

The reasons for my support or opposition are

I seek that the following

Proposed District Plan Text Affected > Chapter 14 - Arrowtown Town Centre > 14.2.1.2
Support
Oppose
Other - Please clearly indicate your position in your submission below

The reasons for my support or opposition are

I seek that the following

Proposed District Plan Text Affected > Chapter 14 - Arrowtown Town Centre > 14.4.2
Support
Oppose
Other - Please clearly indicate your position in your submission below

The reasons for my support or opposition are

I seek that the following

Proposed District Plan Text Affected > Chapter 14 - Arrowtown Town Centre > 14.4.4
Support
Oppose
Other - Please clearly indicate your position in your submission below

The reasons for my support or opposition are

I seek that the following



Proposed District Plan Text Affected > Chapter 14 - Arrowtown Town Centre > 14.5.1
Support
Oppose
Other - Please clearly indicate your position in your submission below

The reasons for my support or opposition are

I seek that the following

Proposed District Plan Text Affected > Chapter 14 - Arrowtown Town Centre > 14.5.2
Support
Oppose
Other - Please clearly indicate your position in your submission below

The reasons for my support or opposition are

I seek that the following

Attached Documents

File

No records to display.



Submitter Details 

First Name: verona
Last Name: Cournane
Street: 4 Tipperary Place
Suburb:
City: Arrowtown
Country:
PostCode: 9302
eMail: verona.cournane@xtra.co.nz

Trade competition and adverse effects:
I could I could not

gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission 
I am I am not

directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submission that : 
a.  adversely affects the environment, and 
b.  does not relate to the trade competition or the effects of trade competitions.

Wishes to be heard:
Yes
No



Submission

Consultation Document Submissions

Proposed District Plan Text Affected > Chapter 4 - Urban Development > 4.2.5.2
Support
Oppose
Other - Please clearly indicate your position in your submission below

The reasons for my support or opposition are
I support this because it will ensure the village characteristics are maintained.

I seek that the following

Proposed District Plan Text Affected > Chapter 4 - Urban Development > 4.2.5.2
Support
Oppose
Other - Please clearly indicate your position in your submission below

The reasons for my support or opposition are
This is because Arrowtown should have it's village type atmosphere preserved and maintained.

I seek that the following

Proposed District Plan Text Affected > Chapter 7 - Low Density Residential > 7.2.5.1
Support
Oppose
Other - Please clearly indicate your position in your submission below

The reasons for my support or opposition are

I seek that the following

Proposed District Plan Text Affected > Chapter 7 - Low Density Residential > 7.4.10
Support
Oppose
Other - Please clearly indicate your position in your submission below

The reasons for my support or opposition are
Having smaller units available means that first home purchasers, and older people who wish to
down size can potentially meet their housing needs. Currently in Arrowtown there are extremely few
such units available.

I seek that the following

Proposed District Plan Text Affected > Chapter 8 - Medium Density Residential > 8.1
Support
Oppose
Other - Please clearly indicate your position in your submission below

The reasons for my support or opposition are
This is difficult. Neither option fully expresses my thoughts. The problem is an individual may plan
to settle in Arrowtown but needs time to pay down a mortgage on a property. % years may not be
sufficient time. Yet conversely speculators may buy up available property or bare land then land
bank this for years and years for the purpose of capital gains only.

I seek that the following

Proposed District Plan Text Affected > Chapter 8 - Medium Density Residential > 8.2.6.1
Support



Oppose
Other - Please clearly indicate your position in your submission below

The reasons for my support or opposition are
Urban land which has a very low density of housing must be protected. Arrowtown cannot sprawl
further out into the greater community area

I seek that the following

Proposed District Plan Text Affected > Chapter 8 - Medium Density Residential > 8.4.11
Support
Oppose
Other - Please clearly indicate your position in your submission below

The reasons for my support or opposition are
I support in principal, but consent should still be required and judged on a case by case example.

I seek that the following

Proposed District Plan Text Affected > Chapter 10 - Arrowtown RHMZ > 10.2.1.2
Support
Oppose
Other - Please clearly indicate your position in your submission below

The reasons for my support or opposition are

I seek that the following

Proposed District Plan Text Affected > Chapter 10 - Arrowtown RHMZ > 10.4.4
Support
Oppose
Other - Please clearly indicate your position in your submission below

The reasons for my support or opposition are

I seek that the following

Proposed District Plan Text Affected > Chapter 14 - Arrowtown Town Centre > 14.2.1.2
Support
Oppose
Other - Please clearly indicate your position in your submission below

The reasons for my support or opposition are

I seek that the following

Proposed District Plan Text Affected > Chapter 14 - Arrowtown Town Centre > 14.4.2
Support
Oppose
Other - Please clearly indicate your position in your submission below

The reasons for my support or opposition are

I seek that the following

Proposed District Plan Text Affected > Chapter 14 - Arrowtown Town Centre > 14.4.4
Support
Oppose
Other - Please clearly indicate your position in your submission below

The reasons for my support or opposition are

I seek that the following



Proposed District Plan Text Affected > Chapter 14 - Arrowtown Town Centre > 14.5.2
Support
Oppose
Other - Please clearly indicate your position in your submission below

The reasons for my support or opposition are

I seek that the following

Attached Documents

File

No records to display.



Submitter Details 

First Name: Kerry
Last Name: Hapuku
Street: PO Box 1501
Suburb:
City: Invercargill
Country:
PostCode: 9840
Daytime Phone: 027 240 3707
Mobile: 027 240 3707
eMail: kerryhapuku@hotmail.com

Trade competition and adverse effects:
I could I could not

gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission 
I am I am not

directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submission that : 
a.  adversely affects the environment, and 
b.  does not relate to the trade competition or the effects of trade competitions.

Wishes to be heard:
Yes
No
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Submitter Details 

First Name: Sandra
Last Name: Zuschlag
Street: 20 Bracken Street
Suburb:
City: Arrowtown
Country:
PostCode: 9302
Daytime Phone: 034098123
eMail: sandra@creationgreen.co.nz

Trade competition and adverse effects:
I could I could not

gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission 
I am I am not

directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submission that : 
a.  adversely affects the environment, and 
b.  does not relate to the trade competition or the effects of trade competitions.

Wishes to be heard:
Yes
No



Submission

Consultation Document Submissions

Arrowtown Design Guidelines 2016 > 5 Approved Lists > 5.1Plants
Support
Oppose
Other - Please clearly indicate your position in your submission below

The reasons for my support or opposition are
Amelanchier is tree which grows to 7m and is planted on the eastern and northern side of the
museum. I think this is a great tree which has beauty to all seasons - therefore it is called a 4
season tree (red new leafs in early spring, white flowers in spring, blue edible berries in summer,
copper red autumn colour and nice multi stemmed habitus. On the list it is listed under the wrong
size and not ticked for historic Arrowtown.

I seek that the following
Please change and check with other trees as well. i think we need a very good list of medium high
trees for Arrowtown as these have a good chance to survive here. Tall specimen trees like oak or
maple are too big for normal sections and should only be planted in reserves.

Proposed District Plan Text Affected > Chapter 8 - Medium Density Residential > 8.2.6.1
Support
Oppose
Other - Please clearly indicate your position in your submission below

The reasons for my support or opposition are

utilising the Arrowtown Design RDGuidelines 2016 as a guide" . This is not enough power.
"Notwithstanding the higher density of development anticipated in the zone, development is of a
form that is sympathetic to the character of Arrowtown, including its building design and form, scale,
layout, and materials in accordance with the Arrowtown Design Guidelines 2016." This is better - it
needs to be in accordance.

I seek that the following
The Arrowtown design guidelines should not just be guidelines for all zones in Arrowtown but a
paper which needs to be acted upon. We have the design guidelines since 10 year and have got
developments here which would have not complied with the old design guidelines if they had more
power. I would like to see the ADG having the same power as the Jacks Point design guidelines.
Which would mean that every new project will need to be signed off and we therefore need a
review board. This should consist of professionals. Secondly should every Arrowtowner know
about the guidelines as changes to a property especially in the garden can be done any time. But
without valuing the goals and knowing about them damage can be done easily. The guidelines
need to be alive and not just made for the drawer, which happened the last 10 years. Arrowtowner
need to be informed and helped with. Only then it makes sense to have these guidelines. We can
have a person helping Arrowtowner plan their project -especially if it is renovation - like getting
more privacy in the garden or changing the entrance way or pruning a tree. All these little steps
done right are a success just as any new project done right as well. Only if the ADG are used and
acted upon and not just as a guide we will keep Arrowtown special.

Attached Documents

File

No records to display.



Submitter Details 

First Name: Vicki
Last Name: Patton
Street: 26 Essex Avenue
Suburb:
City: Arrowtown
Country: New Zealand
PostCode: 9302
Mobile: 027 205 1968
eMail: vickiandmichael@paradise.net.nz

Trade competition and adverse effects:
I could I could not

gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission 
I am I am not

directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submission that : 
a.  adversely affects the environment, and 
b.  does not relate to the trade competition or the effects of trade competitions.

Wishes to be heard:
Yes
No



Submission

Consultation Document Submissions

Character
Support
Oppose
Other - Please clearly indicate your position in your submission below

The reasons for my support or opposition are
I support the guidelines in trying to retain the low key, rustic and rambling nature of Arrowtown. I
respond to these as an Arrowtowner who cares about the character of the whole town, not just my
own 'patch'. I support these guidelines in attempting to keep Arrowtown's 'comfortable and lived-in'
feeling created by the older buildings and features - especially the stone/iron elements and
vegetation. I like the idea of retaining a sense of equality in the town and the feeling of community. I
support that redevelopments and new features do not 'pretend' to be old but rather are in keeping
with Arrowtown's historic nature.

I seek that the following

Arrowtown Design Guidelines 2016 > 3 Town Centre Design Guidelines > 3.8Parking >
3.8.1Guidelines: Views and Vistas > 3.8.1.1

Support
Oppose
Other - Please clearly indicate your position in your submission below

The reasons for my support or opposition are

I seek that the following
What are the options for future parking if not in the places listed in this section?

Arrowtown Design Guidelines 2016 > 3 Town Centre Design Guidelines > 3.17The False Front
Shop Building Type > 3.17.1Guidelines: The False Front Shop Building Type > 3.17.1.6

Support
Oppose
Other - Please clearly indicate your position in your submission below

The reasons for my support or opposition are
I support the use of multiple cells to accommodate larger homes and businesses in the town centre
and the 'old town'. We do need our town to continue to develop and not be hamstrung by guidelines
that restrict growth. Multiple cells could be subtly joined together to form larger developments.

I seek that the following

Arrowtown Design Guidelines 2016 > 4 Old Town and New Town Residential Area Guidelines
Support
Oppose
Other - Please clearly indicate your position in your submission below

The reasons for my support or opposition are
While I live in a 'new town' area, I am happy to support cohesion in the town by applying as many
guidelines as possible and practical when redeveloping my home and landscape. I like the many
examples given in photos of what aspects work with the Arrowtown look and those that don't.

I seek that the following

Attached Documents

File



No records to display.
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Julia Chalmers

From: Julia Chalmers
Sent: Thursday, 18 August 2016 1:14 PM
Subject: Submission Arrowtown design Guiidelines
Attachments: Arrowtown Submission.doc

 
 

From: M J Kramer [mailto:mjkramer@xtra.co.nz]  
Sent: Friday, 5 August 2016 2:21 PM 
To: QLDC Services 
Subject: Submission Arrowtown design Guiidelines 
 
Mark Kramer  
  
6 Criterion street  
Arrowtown 9302 
  
Phone  03 442 1614 
  
Cell       021 1057905 



Submission in regard to the Arrowtown design guide lines.  

 

I support the extension of the Arrowtown Design guide lines to cover Arrowtown in its entirety. 

 

Two things are of some concern  

 

1 The guide lines do not discriminate in regard to the type of dwelling to which they apply. 

 

For example. An application to construct two separate dwellings on one section flags up the need 

for a resource consent and consideration of the Arrowtown design guide lines. 

 

This also applies if the application is to convert an existing building in to a separate self 

contained dwelling. For example installing a kitchen in the loft space over an existing garage, or 

converting an existing sleep out to self contained. 

 

2 There is no requirement for a recourse consent, or for the Arrowtown design guide lines to be 

considered if the application is for construction of a single building on a section. Even if that 

building were to contain two dwellings. Under the most contentious part of the proposed medium 

density zone in Arrowtown the changes in site coverage and height recession plains mean 

buildings seven meters high by sixteen meters long could be possible be built one and a half 

meters off a common boundary. with no control.  

 

This lack if design consideration is already evident in the recently constructed high rise buildings 

situated at the end of Jack Reid park.             

 

To summarize under the current proposal if I wish to convert my existing sleep out to self 

contained, I need a recourse consent and the involvement of the Arrowtown urban design group 

along with the associated cost. 

 Where as my neighbour could build a seven meter high sixteen meter long high-rise with in a 

meter and a half of my boundary with out any controls. 

 

Submission  

 

Remove the current and proposed need for a recourse consent for simple conversions  

 

Include the need for a recourse consent and design controls over single buildings. 

 

Rational 

 

There is a greater need for small self contained affordable dwellings in Arrowtown than 

exclusive expensive high rise developments. This should be reflected in the process required in 

creating them. 

 

Mark Kramer.       



YOUR DETAILS   //  Our preferred methods of corresponding with you are by email and phone. 

TO   //  Queenstown Lakes District Council
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I		  	 gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

*I			   **	 directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submission: 
				    (a) adversely affects the environment; and 
				    (b) does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition. 

PLAN CHANGE   //  To which this submission relates to:

* 	Delete entire paragraph if you could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission. 
**	Select one.
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MY SUBMISSION IS   //  Include whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or with to 
have them amended; and the reasons for your views.

I SEEK THE FOLLOWING FROM THE LOCAL AUTHORITY   //  Give precise details:

SIGNATURE

Signature (to be signed for or on behalf of submitter) **

Date  

** If this form is being completed on-line you may not be able, or required, to sign this form.

I		  	 wish to be heard in support of my submission.

I			   consider presenting a joint case with others presenting similar submissions.

Queenstown Lakes District Council	  
Private Bag 50072, Queenstown 9348	  
Gorge Road, Queenstown 9300

P: 03 441 0499 
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www.qldc.govt.nz P
a
g
e
 2

/2
  
//

  J
ul

y 
20

16

ange
Typewritten Text

ange
Typewritten Text

ange
Typewritten Text

ange
Typewritten Text

ange
Typewritten Text
I oppose the ADG:
-	being applied to the whole of Arrowtown
-	imposing a "heritage" framework over future development in the whole of 
Arrowtown.
I support the concept of tighter development controls in Arrowtown but believe the 
appropriate mechanism for this is the District Plan.
My reason for this view is that most of Arrowtown has been built after the 1950’s - the 
bulk in the 1970’s (Adamson subdivision) with successive waves after that.  All of
these eras signify a distinctly unique chapter in the evolution that is Arrowtown's built 
environment and are no less important than the era that saw european miners settle in 
the town.
To require all neighbourhoods, be they 50 years old or 5 years, to pay homage to the towns origins as a mining town by, for instance, building picket fences or planting cherry
trees, risks compromising the integrity and history of these areas. Issues with new 
developments are often about poor road and pedestrian environment, inadequate 
setbacks from the road and size and scale of homes disproportionate to the section, neighbouring houses or road. All of these issues are evident in the Cotter Ave area.
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	-ensure the process for decision making is transparent and robust
	-those involved in making recommendations are accountable
	-to be revised to recognise and respect the distinctly different development phases 
and that it is inappropriate to impose a "heritage" framework on the New Town
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Submission on the Arrowtown Design Guideline s 

Arrowtown Planning Advisory Group August 2016 

The Arrowtown Planning Advisory Group stemmed from the Arrowtown Planning Group that was 

established as part of a council amalgamation agreement in 1989. After the current District Plan 

finally became operative, the terms of reference were laid out for an Arrowtown Planning Advisory 

Group ( APAG) in 2004. The 2003 community workshop called for such a group to be formed. The 

groups function is quite wide. It advises council (specifically the planning department) on any 

matters relating to history or development in Arrowtown. This is more defined as commenting on 

development in the heritage management zones in Arrowtown and comment was based around the 

objectives, policies and rules in the District Plan. The 2003 workshop also called for Design 

Guidelines to be produced for the 'old town' and this was undertaken in 2006 and these guidelines 

were adopted by council. They are what's known as the Arrowtown Design Guidelines 2006 

Since 2006 the guidelines have been an invaluable tool in the tool box of the APAG and have guided 

successful development in Arrowtown's heritage zones for the last 10 years. Development in these 

zones, generally requires a resource consent. The APAG a free volunteer service and has resulted in 

locals with expert knowledge making themselves available to advise and guide applicants, 

architects, planners and developers. 

The 2006 Guidelines made mention of the new town and it was always hoped that aspects of the old 

town would be reflected in new development. This was not intended to mimic the past but get 

development that was sympathetic in terms of scale, design and materials. Unfortunately a lot of 

new development has not respected this and many people are disappointed in what has occurred in 

some parts of Arrowtown with huge houses that pay no respect to the Arrowtown vernacular. 

Architects, designers and owners have almost always supported the process in the old town as it has 

reduced planning costs and ensured quality results. Since 2004 only 2 or 3 owners/developers have 

objected to the use of the guidelines. Most people find it a very valuable and collaborative process. 

The results have generally been considered to be excellent and the old town is seen to have retained 

its character and amenity while allowing for sustainable redevelopment and new building to occur. 

The Design Guidelines 2006 and now 2016, are fine grained and talk about things like suitable 

planting, footpaths, swales, kerb and channel and lighting. One thing the APAG is aware of, is the 

low key engineering in 'old' Arrowtown which has repeatedly been seen as a point of difference, 

that adds to the amenity and character. This has been confirmed by the community in the 1994 and 

2003 workshops and the 2015 Shaping our Future forum. We are aware traffic, pedestrian and 

parking pressures are having an impact on low key infrastructure and some people are calling for 

sealed footpaths. We support the status quo as outlined in the guidelines but seek better council 

maintenance in terms of gravelling footpaths and cleaning out drains and swales. 

We support sensitive street lighting that adequately guides pedestrians but allows the night sky to 

still be viewed 



The APAG have always been concerned about inappropriate development in the 'new town' and 

these concerns were further raised when council proposed mid density zoning in parts of the 'new' 

town. To that end, if mid density zoning is to occur, the APAG supports the use of design guidelines 

to vet multi-unit development. The APAG also supports the neighbourhoods in the new town to be 

included in the guidelines. The APAG was told that the intention was to use the guidelines for all of 

Arrowtown. This has been done in Millbrook and Jack's Point for instance. It is not trying to make 

Arrowtown a special zone but say that if you build in Arrowtown there are certain expectations. 

What the message seems to be is: 

That there are development rights presently existing in the new town that allow development of a 

single house as a controlled activity ( if all the site rules are adhered to). 

There is no need to take any notice of the guidelines if you don't wish to in the new town but we are 

hoping that you as property owners, architects and designers will take consideration of the guidelines 

when planning development or redevelopment of sites in the new town. 

We had hoped for a more overarching use of the guidelines to cover all development. 

Generally we see the Arrowtown Guidelines 2016 as an excellent document that will continue to 

work well in Arrowtown and ensure sensitive development in the 'old town' while assisting 

development in the new town in terms of scale, character and amenity. We were concerned at the 

public meeting on the guidelines to hear comments suggesting the guidelines were trying to make 

Arrowtown into a museum and were denying people their rights. In our view this is not the intention 

and we see the balance being between retaining the character that is universally appreciated and 

allowing reasonable and responsible development rights. 

larke for the Arrowtown Planning Advisory Group 
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Submitter Details 

First Name:     Philip

Last Name:     BLAKELY

Street:     PO Box121

Suburb:     ARROWTOWN

City:     ARROWTOWN

Country:     New Zealand

PostCode:     9302

Daytime Phone:     +6434420303

Mobile:     +64278460452

eMail:     blakelywallace@gmail.com

Wishes to be heard:

Yes

No

Are you a Certain Person:

Representing Public Interest

Having Special Interest

Local Authority

Certain Person Comment:

Submission

Consultation Document Submissions

Original Submitter: 

Original Point: 

Support

Oppose

The reasons for my support or opposition are

I seek that the following

Original Submitter: 

Original Point: 

Support

Oppose

The reasons for my support or opposition are

I seek that the following

Original Submitter: 

Original Point: 

Support

Oppose

The reasons for my support or opposition are

I seek that the following

Original Submitter: 
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Support

Oppose
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I seek that the following

Original Submitter: 

Original Point: 
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Oppose
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The reasons for my support or opposition are

I seek that the following

Original Submitter: 
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Oppose
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Original Point: 

Support

Oppose

The reasons for my support or opposition are

I seek that the following

Original Submitter: 

Original Point: 

Support

Oppose

The reasons for my support or opposition are

I seek that the following

Original Submitter: 

Original Point: 

Support

Oppose

The reasons for my support or opposition are

I seek that the following

Original Submitter: 

Original Point: 

Support

Oppose

The reasons for my support or opposition are

I seek that the following

Original Submitter: 

Original Point: 

Support

Oppose

The reasons for my support or opposition are

I seek that the following

Original Submitter: 

Original Point: 

Support

Oppose

The reasons for my support or opposition are

I oppose the combining of the Old Town and New Town Guidelines. This has resulted in the

weakening of the Old Town guidelines and creates confusion in how they have been reorganised

from the 06 Guidelines. It creates the perception that the cottage styles and forms of the old town

are to be used in the New town when the intention is to encourage some of the characteristics of

the old town into the New Town but not slavishly adhere to cottage styles

I seek that the following

THat the document is reorganised to separate out the Old Town residential zone (as per the 06

Guidelines) and have separate guidelines for MDRZ and LDRZ
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COMMENTS	
  ON	
  DRAFT	
  2016	
  ARROWTOWN	
  DESIGN	
  GUIDELINES	
  
	
  
These	
  comments	
  are	
  divided	
  into:	
  	
  

1.   Overall	
  comments	
  and	
  	
  
2.   General	
  comments	
  

Overall	
  comments	
  	
  
The	
  first	
  chapters	
  of	
  the	
  revised	
  document	
  work	
  well	
  	
  ie	
  	
  

•   Introduction	
  
•   Heritage	
  and	
  character	
  
•   Town	
  Centre	
  Design	
  Guidelines	
  

	
  	
  
4	
  	
  Old	
  Town	
  New	
  Town	
  Residential	
  areas	
  Gudelines	
  
While	
  there	
  is	
  logic	
  in	
  attempting	
  to	
  combine	
  the	
  Old	
  town	
  and	
  New	
  town	
  it	
  has	
  created	
  
some	
  confusion	
  and	
  importantly	
  has	
  weakened	
  the	
  DG	
  for	
  the	
  Old	
  Town.	
  Chapter	
  4	
  seems	
  
muddled	
  and	
  confused	
  and	
  is	
  the	
  result	
  of	
  attempting	
  to	
  cobble	
  together/amalgamate	
  
aspects	
  of	
  the	
  06	
  Guidelines	
  and	
  as	
  a	
  result	
  doesn’t	
  work.	
  
	
  
Combining	
  the	
  two	
  has	
  also	
  given	
  the	
  perception	
  that	
  cottage	
  buildings	
  and	
  features	
  of	
  the	
  
AHRMZ	
  are	
  intended/enforced	
  across	
  the	
  whole	
  of	
  the	
  town	
  (which	
  is	
  not	
  the	
  case)	
  but	
  can	
  
be	
  interpreted	
  that	
  way	
  due	
  to	
  the	
  layout	
  and	
  way	
  it	
  is	
  presented	
  in	
  016	
  draft.	
  	
  Some	
  of	
  the	
  
criticism	
  from	
  the	
  public	
  meeting	
  that	
  the	
  Guidelines	
  were	
  trying	
  to	
  enforce	
  cottage	
  style	
  
buildings	
  in	
  the	
  new	
  residential	
  areas	
  results	
  from	
  the	
  combining	
  of	
  the	
  old	
  and	
  new	
  town	
  
residential	
  guidelines	
  (even	
  though	
  it	
  is	
  made	
  clear	
  in	
  the	
  document	
  that	
  following	
  the	
  
character	
  of	
  the	
  old	
  town	
  is	
  less	
  important	
  further	
  way	
  from	
  the	
  old	
  town	
  boundary)	
  	
  
	
  
In	
  addition	
  some	
  of	
  the	
  guidelines	
  for	
  the	
  old	
  town	
  are	
  not	
  applicable	
  in	
  the	
  new	
  residential	
  
areas.	
  	
  ie	
  Site	
  planning	
  and	
  design	
  appropriate	
  to	
  the	
  old	
  town	
  is	
  not	
  applicable	
  to	
  the	
  new	
  
town	
  and	
  mostly	
  cannot	
  be	
  achieved	
  eg	
  spaciousness	
  as	
  a	
  key	
  characteristic	
  of	
  the	
  old	
  town	
  
cannot	
  be	
  achieved	
  especially	
  for	
  MDR.	
  	
  Similarly	
  settlement	
  pattern	
  is	
  a	
  characteristic	
  of	
  
the	
  old	
  Town	
  (which	
  possibly	
  could	
  incorporated	
  in	
  new	
  development	
  for	
  both	
  the	
  old	
  and	
  
new	
  town).	
  
	
  
The	
  old	
  town	
  would	
  be	
  better	
  left	
  stand	
  alone	
  in	
  my	
  opinion.	
  
	
  
Also	
  confusing	
  is	
  that	
  features	
  that	
  are	
  characteristic	
  of	
  the	
  old	
  town	
  eg	
  Churches	
  and	
  
church	
  grounds	
  have	
  been	
  included	
  under	
  General	
  Guidelines	
  and	
  in	
  this	
  location	
  is	
  out	
  of	
  
context.	
  
	
  
There	
  are	
  other	
  examples	
  out	
  of	
  context	
  under	
  General	
  Guidelines	
  eg	
  (4.9)	
  spaciousness	
  and	
  
and	
  (4.10)	
  the	
  streetscape.	
  
	
  
Suggested	
  solution	
  
Start	
  with	
  a	
  general	
  discussion	
  on	
  the	
  elements	
  the	
  create	
  the	
  character	
  of	
  residential	
  
Arrowtown	
  (with	
  emphasis	
  on	
  the	
  old	
  town)	
  and	
  include	
  the	
  general	
  guidelines	
  that	
  flow	
  
from	
  that.	
  	
  Then	
  have	
  a	
  section	
  devoted	
  to	
  the	
  Old	
  Town	
  (so	
  that	
  its	
  guidelines	
  remain	
  
strong	
  and	
  clear	
  to	
  owners	
  developers	
  in	
  that	
  zone)	
  and	
  a	
  separate	
  section	
  for	
  the	
  MDRZ	
  	
  
and	
  LDRZ.	
  



	
  
Guidelines	
  need	
  to	
  allow	
  for	
  development/evolution	
  of	
  new	
  building	
  styles	
  in	
  the	
  new	
  town	
  
(as	
  has	
  happened	
  up	
  to	
  now	
  eg	
  crib	
  era,	
  but	
  the	
  key	
  characteristics	
  they	
  should	
  retain	
  are	
  
scale	
  and	
  modular,	
  or	
  broken	
  up	
  forms	
  (to	
  avoid	
  McMansions).	
  	
  There	
  are	
  also	
  some	
  key	
  
elements	
  such	
  as	
  encouraging	
  hedging	
  and	
  trees	
  	
  that	
  can	
  help	
  achieve	
  a	
  degree	
  of	
  cohesion	
  
of	
  the	
  old	
  and	
  new	
  town.	
  
	
  
Therefore	
  suggest	
  	
  Chapter	
  4	
  start	
  with:	
  
	
  
General	
  	
  Guidelines	
  (Old	
  and	
  New	
  Town	
  Residential	
  Areas	
  )	
  	
  ie	
  elements	
  that	
  make	
  up	
  the	
  
character	
  of	
  Arrowtown	
  	
  and	
  relevance	
  to	
  the	
  whole	
  town	
  	
  ie	
  sets	
  the	
  scene	
  for	
  the	
  
residential	
  section.	
  

•   Settlement	
  pattern	
  (street	
  layout,	
  Lot	
  size,	
  and	
  pattern)	
  
•   Views	
  and	
  Vistas	
  
•   Spaciousness	
  and	
  simplicity	
  
•   Churches	
  and	
  Church	
  Grounds	
  
•   New	
  section	
  on	
  buildings	
  (but	
  reference	
  to	
  Old	
  Town	
  section	
  for	
  more	
  detail)	
  
•   The	
  streetscape	
  
•   Pedestrian	
  Networks	
  
•   Existing	
  Vegetation	
  
•   Hedges	
  fences,	
  walls	
  and	
  gates	
  
•   Structure	
  Trees	
  
•   Native	
  vegetation	
  
•   Vegetation:	
  	
  Plant	
  Material	
  
•   Paving	
  surfaces	
  and	
  material	
  
•   New	
  Trees	
  and	
  planting	
  
•   Utilities,signs	
  and	
  structures	
  
•   Reserves	
  and	
  Parkways	
  

	
  
Old	
  Town	
  Guidelines	
  should	
  be	
  stand	
  alone	
  and	
  separate	
  	
  

•   Conserve	
  heritage	
  character	
  	
  
•   Site	
  planning	
  and	
  Design	
  
•   Existing	
  buildings	
  and	
  new	
  construction	
  
•   The	
  Cottage	
  and	
  Shed	
  building	
  Types	
  
•   Parking	
  Driveways	
  and	
  Garages	
  
•   Openings	
  
•   Construction	
  and	
  materials	
  
•   Colour	
  
•   Possible	
  Variations	
  

	
  
This	
  format	
  would	
  help	
  avoid	
  criticism	
  that	
  the	
  Guidelines	
  appear	
  to	
  be	
  intent	
  on	
  making	
  
cottage	
  style	
  buildings	
  apply	
  to	
  the	
  whole	
  town	
  when	
  that	
  is	
  not	
  the	
  case.	
  
	
  
New	
  Town	
  (	
  MDRZ	
  and	
  LDRZ)	
  

•   Introduction/general	
  discussion	
  
•   Redevelopment,	
  Upgrade	
  and	
  New	
  Subdivision	
  



•   Site	
  Planning	
  and	
  Design	
  	
  	
  	
  (includes	
  parking	
  and	
  driveways)	
  
•   New	
  Construction	
  	
  
•   Reserves	
  and	
  Parkways	
  
•   Private	
  boundaries	
  with	
  Reserves	
  and	
  Parklands	
  

	
  
Add	
  discussion	
  on	
  possible	
  styles	
  	
  and	
  is	
  not	
  the	
  intent	
  of	
  Guidelines	
  to	
  stifle	
  new	
  evolution	
  
of	
  new	
  design	
  styles.	
  
Reference	
  	
  General	
  Guidelines	
  for	
  landscape	
  component	
  	
  applicable	
  to	
  MDRZ	
  and	
  LDRZ	
  ie	
  	
  
structure	
  trees,	
  	
  hedges,	
  paving	
  materials	
  etc	
  (rather	
  than	
  repeat	
  again)	
  
	
  
Effect	
  of	
  Guidelines	
  on	
  LDRZ	
  
It	
  was	
  hoped	
  that	
  the	
  2016	
  version	
  of	
  the	
  DG	
  would	
  be	
  able	
  to	
  have	
  more	
  effect	
  on	
  the	
  
LDRZ	
  as	
  the	
  06	
  Guidelines	
  were	
  largely	
  ineffectual	
  in	
  this	
  zone	
  and	
  much	
  of	
  what	
  has	
  been	
  
developed	
  	
  is	
  ‘could	
  be	
  anywhere.’	
  
	
  
The	
  same	
  situation	
  will	
  apply	
  to	
  the	
  revised	
  Guidelines.	
  The	
  question	
  needs	
  to	
  be	
  addressed	
  
should	
  the	
  Guidelines	
  for	
  LDRZ	
  be	
  enforced	
  through	
  District	
  plan	
  processes	
  as	
  for	
  other	
  
zones?.	
  	
  
	
  
Issues	
  not	
  addressed	
  and/or	
  need	
  further	
  work	
  
Section	
  on	
  MDRZ	
  is	
  good	
  	
  as	
  far	
  as	
  it	
  goes	
  but	
  doesn’t	
  provide	
  guidelines	
  that	
  deal	
  with	
  for	
  
example:	
  
-­‐shading	
  	
  (and	
  importance	
  of	
  design	
  to	
  maximise	
  sunlight)	
  	
  	
  	
  
-­‐	
  stormwater	
  	
  (given	
  stormwater	
  is	
  to	
  ground	
  in	
  most	
  areas	
  of	
  Arrowtown	
  –	
  may	
  not	
  be	
  
appropriate	
  with	
  medium	
  density?).	
  	
  Also	
  swales	
  and	
  no	
  kerb	
  and	
  channel	
  may	
  not	
  work	
  for	
  
higher	
  density.	
  
-­‐	
  parking.	
  Probably	
  2	
  cars	
  minimum	
  per	
  house.	
  	
  How	
  will	
  parking	
  be	
  handled.	
  
	
  
General	
  comments	
  /corrections/typos	
  
	
  
Neighbourhoods	
  -­‐	
  	
  	
  add	
  Issues/Threats	
  (instead	
  of	
  just	
  threats)	
  	
  in	
  this	
  section	
  
	
  
2.3.3.2	
  add	
  under	
  Threats	
  	
  -­‐	
  add	
  lack	
  of	
  a	
  footpath	
  
	
  
Plan	
  20	
  	
  new	
  buildings	
  in	
  PO	
  Development	
  shown	
  as	
  heritage	
  buildings	
  –delete	
  
p54	
  –	
  photo	
  of	
  historic	
  cottage	
  out	
  of	
  context	
  in	
  Town	
  Centre	
  Guidelines	
  
	
  
3.4.5	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  (g)	
  Delete	
  Lighting	
  will	
  be	
  required	
  in	
  Arrow	
  Lane	
  	
  ie	
  lighting	
  has	
  been	
  installed	
  
	
   (h)	
  willow	
  trees	
  have	
  been	
  removed	
  from	
  Arrow	
  Lane	
  
	
   (i)	
  Delete	
  powerlines	
  underground	
  	
  (done)	
  
	
  
3.5	
  Capital	
  G	
  for	
  Buckingham	
  Green	
  
	
  
p59	
  	
  	
  Thompson	
  St	
  photo	
  out	
  of	
  context.	
  
3.6.1	
  (a)	
  Replace	
  Do	
  not	
  use	
  	
  with	
  Avoid	
  
3.7	
  –	
  para3	
  	
  Delete	
  ‘all’	
  of	
  this	
  species	
  	
  with	
  ‘some	
  of	
  these	
  species	
  



3.8.1.1	
  (d)	
  delete	
  ‘plant	
  willows	
  behind	
  the	
  Bus	
  Park	
  to	
  decrease	
  its	
  dominance’	
  	
  ie	
  planting	
  
done.	
  
MDRZand	
  LDRZ	
  	
  -­‐	
  Figure5	
  correct	
  spelling	
  of	
  component	
  
	
  
4.8.2.3(b)	
  	
  correct	
  spelling	
  of	
  ‘element’	
  
	
  
	
  
Philip	
  Blakely	
  
Blakely	
  Wallace	
  Associates	
  
August	
  16,	
  2016	
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