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PROPOSED DISTRICT PLAN  
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Submitter: 

 
Jonathan Sanders 

 

Point Number 2.1   

Category: Proposed Change to Rule 14.2.4.1(viii) - Car Spaces for People with 
Disabilities (Operative District Plan Section 14 - Transport)  

Support/Oppose/Neutral:  Oppose 

Summary of Submission That there be no requirement to provide an accessible car park for Residential 
Visitor Accommodation with less than 12 guests. 

 

Point Number 2.2   

Category: Proposed variation to Rule 29.5.5 - Mobility Parking spaces (Proposed District 
Plan Chapter 29 - Transport)  

Support/Oppose/Neutral:  Oppose 

Submitter Number: 1 Submitter: Duncan Edwards 

On behalf of: The older persons in the 
Wakatipu basin 

Organisation: Age Concern Southland 
(Queenstown branch) 

 

Point Number 1.1   

Category: Proposed Change to Rule 14.2.4.1(viii) - Car Spaces for People with 
Disabilities (Operative District Plan Section 14 - Transport)  

Support/Oppose/Neutral:  Oppose 

Summary of Submission That the proposal is drafted with higher accessible parking requirements. 

 

Point Number 1.2   

Category: Proposed variation to Rule 29.5.5 - Mobility Parking spaces (Proposed District 
Plan Chapter 29 - Transport)  

Support/Oppose/Neutral:  Oppose 

Summary of Submission That the proposal is drafted with higher accessible parking requirements.  
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Summary of Submission That there be no requirement to provide an accessible car park for Residential 
Visitor Accommodation with less than 12 guests. 

 

 

 

Submitter Number: 4 Submitter: Emma Turner 

On behalf of: Paterson Pitts Group Organisation: Paterson Pitts Group 

 

Point Number 4.1   

Category: Proposed Change to Rule 14.2.4.1(viii) - Car Spaces for People with 
Disabilities (Operative District Plan Section 14 - Transport)  

Support/Oppose/Neutral:  Support 

Summary of Submission That accessible parking provision is retained in the Operative District Plan 

 

Point Number 4.2   

Category: Proposed variation to Rule 29.5.5 - Mobility Parking spaces (Proposed District 
Plan Chapter 29 - Transport)  

Support/Oppose/Neutral:  Support 

Submitter Number: 3 Submitter: Brian Fitzpatrick 

On behalf of: Remarkables Park Limited Organisation: Remarkables Park 
Limited 

 

Point Number 3.1   

Category: Proposed variation to Rule 29.5.5 - Mobility Parking spaces (Proposed District 
Plan Chapter 29 - Transport) > 29.5 Rules - Standards for activities outside 
roads > 29.5.5. Mobility Parking Spaces > 29.5.5.31  

Support/Oppose/Neutral:  Oppose 

Summary of Submission That the requirement for accessible car parks for unstaffed utilities be zero, or 
that Rule 29.5.5.31 is deleted. 
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Summary of Submission That accessible parking provision is retained in the Proposed District Plan. 

 

Point Number 4.3   

Category: Proposed Change to Rule 14.2.4.1(viii) - Car Spaces for People with 
Disabilities (Operative District Plan Section 14 - Transport)  

Support/Oppose/Neutral:  Support 

Summary of Submission That accessible parking provision is determined by activity. 

 

Point Number 4.4   

Category: Proposed variation to Rule 29.5.5 - Mobility Parking spaces (Proposed District 
Plan Chapter 29 - Transport)  

Support/Oppose/Neutral:  Support 

Summary of Submission That accessible parking provision is determined by activity. 

 

Point Number 4.5   

Category: Proposed Change to Rule 14.2.4.1(viii) - Car Spaces for People with 
Disabilities (Operative District Plan Section 14 - Transport)  

Support/Oppose/Neutral:  Oppose 

Summary of Submission That the variation is reconsidered against the status quo so that there is no 
significant increase in the parking requirements as a result of the variation. 

 

Point Number 4.6   

Category: Proposed variation to Rule 29.5.5 - Mobility Parking spaces (Proposed District 
Plan Chapter 29 - Transport)  

Support/Oppose/Neutral:  Oppose 

Summary of Submission That the variation is reconsidered against the status quo so that there is no 
significant increase in the parking requirements as a result of the variation. 

 

 

 

 


