FORM 13: SUBMISSION |~

ON A RESOURCE CONSENT APPLICATION CLtoNELL

Resource Management Act 1991 Section 96

TO /! Queenstown Lakes District Council

n YOUR DETAILS // ourpreferred methods of corresponding with you are by email and phone.

Name: Arrowtown Village Association (Noel Beggs, Chairperson on behalf of full committee)

e ——— - - -

Phone Numbers: Work: ‘i Home: i Mobile:

Email Address: chairperson@arrowtownvillage.n2

'; Postal Address: Post code: |

APPLICANT DETAILS

Applicant’s Name: Olive Leaf Centre Trust

L=y e — — = e —

Application Reference Number: RM 170844

Details of Application:

Resource consent is sought is sought to establish a multi-purpose building within the setting of the St Patrick's Church (listed
heritage building Ref # 370) that breaches building bulk and location standards, and to undertake associated earthworks.
The multi-purpose building is to be used for residential and non-residential (primarily community and presbytery) purposes,
and consent is sought for associated hours of operation, to breach noise, and transport standards at 7 Hertford Street,
Arrowtown

Location of Application:
7 Hertford Street, Arrowtown

,1 Support | / |V QOppose ‘ the application

v I Do | / l Do not | wish to be heard in support of my submission

| z
- | Signature (to be signed for or on behalf of submitter) ** % |

| B
ot oe/ig

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

|
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MY SUBMISSION IS // The particular parts of the application | support or object to are:

' As attached %

E THE REASONS FOR MY SUBMISSION ARE:

- As attached

-/ MY SUBMISSION WOULD BE MET BY THE QUEENSTOWN LAKES DISTRICT

COUNCIL MAKING THE FOLLOWING DECISION // include any conditions sought:

-Decline application
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MY SUBMISSION IS // The particular parts of the application | support or object to are:

The Arrowtown Village Association (AVA) works in an energetic, co-operative and organised way for
the benefit of the village of Arrowtown. Since the association's incorporation (as the Arrowtown
Residents Association) in 1999 by local ratepayers it has represented those who choose to live in or
have other associations with our town.

The AVA is a charitable incorporated society representing the Arrowtown community. The
Arrowtown QLDC ward councillor is an ex officio committee member with voting rights. Thisis a
valuable connection between our community and our local council ensuring Arrowtown values are
heard and understood within council.

The AVA has in 2018 been appointed guardian of the Shaping Our Future (SOF) 2017 report

e SOF is a visioning document for Arrowtown compiled by an intensive community
consultation process and the approval of QLDC.

e SOF is the most recent, community driven, vision for Arrowtown

e The Olive Leaf Centre Trust proposal is deemed to be against the aspirations the Arrowtown
community holds, as expressed by the vision statements and recommendations within the
SOF report.

The proposal is located within the historic residential zone of Arrowtown. This zone has been
implemented and preserved through many years of planning and foresight and is the result of

e District Plan Rules
e Arrowtown Design Guidelines
e Community Workshops
e Input from the Arrowtown Planning Advisory Group and the QLDC Urban Planning Group
along with the application of these rules and guidelines by QLDC Planners
e Furthermore this zone has been reinforced by the
o 2016 revision of the Arrowtown Design Guidelines (version 1, within the Proposed
District Plan)
o Recently adopted SOF report.

The AVA objects to the application based on the SOF report.
The AVA has particular concern with:

e The modernist structure proposed has little sympathy with the historic zone nature
o Note we have no concern with the building design as such, but the use of this design
within the Arrowtown Historic zone is inappropriate based on SOF
recommendations.
e The potential use of QLDC road reserve as a planting/mitigation zone due to the extensive
earthworks modifying the natural landscape
e Potential noise effects in the historic residential zone
e The applicant reliance on the Wanaka Urban Design Group comments rather than those of
the Arrowtown Planning and Advisory Group. APAG has local knowledge and is familiar with
the community aspirations as found within the Arrowtown Design Guidelines



e The applicant’s emphasis on a perceived requirement for community facilities. A range of
community spaces exist already through a variety of council, church and sports club supplied
facilities within Arrowtown. Inadequate community facilities were not a finding of the SOF
community process.

e This application sets a dangerous precedent for Arrowtown and the values the community
holds should such an out of character proposal be approved.

THE REASONS FOR MY SUBMISSION ARE:

The AVA speaks for the association's members by reference to the SOF report and the community
consultation from which it was finalised, irrespective of the views or interests of the individual
committee members.

The AVA has encouraged members to make individual submissions based on their personal opinions.

The very special nature of Arrowtown, its unique character, its historical heritage, and its tourist
potential all mean that careful monitoring, guardianship and management is required. All
community driven documents highlight the desire to preserve, retain and enhance the authenticity
of the Arrowtown historic zone which is cherished by the community and both New Zealand and
International visitors.

The AVA additionally feels this proposal is contrary to the spirit of the District Plan Rules, the
Arrowtown Design Guidelines and the Arrowtown Planning Advisory Group recommendations.

The fact that this application has been made sets a dangerous precedent for Arrowtown and the
values the community holds. The very nature of Arrowtown's historic zone is threatened by such
proposals.

The Shaping Our Future (SOF) report for Arrowtown, has the core principles of

e Heritage

e Character

e Community
e Environment

The following statements and recommendations from SOF highlight that this application is
inappropriate for this site.

ARROWTOWN COMMUNITY VISION 2050 AND BEYOND

e  Avibrant, diverse community that is pro-active in managing its future in a way that values
and sustainably protects its heritage, character, lifestyle and the natural environment



Heritage:

e Arrowtown is a living, ever-changing town that respects, retains and celebrates its
heritage, character and amenities. Heritage continues to be an economic driver for
Arrowtown

e  QLDC rigorously uses its statutory documents (District Plan and Arrowtown Design
Guidelines), to ensure that the rich heritage status of Arrowtown continues to be
maintained. This includes buildings, plantings, features and landscapes

e  Designated Historic areas are protected by design controls developed by the appropriate
experts and administered/regulated by people with specialist knowledge of Arrowtown.

Character:

e The character and amenities valued by Arrowtown residents and visitors today are carried
forward into the future. The town’s scale respects the natural landforms, and new and old
sit comfortably together

This Character vision statement highlights that the AVA objection is not against the proposal design
in itself, but that the design will not sit comfortably within the historic residential zone. The design
does not meet the SOF Character vision as highlighted, with the scale and form being problematic,
and is not a sympathetic blending of style for the zone.

Further relevant statements from the Character section of SOF:

e |mpediments to delivering the vision
e [nappropriate design proposals and poor application of the District Plan.
e Recommendations
= The District Plan is based on local community feedback regarding the preferred
approach to future development.

The RMA requires an assessment of whether the activity will result in any significant adverse effect
on the environment,

Section 2 of the RMA defines environment as:

“Environment” includes —

(a) Ecosystems and their constituent parts, including people and communities; and
(b) All natural and physical resources; and

(¢) Amenity values; and

(d) The social, economic, aesthetic, and cultural conditions which affect the matters stated in
paragraphs

(a) to(c) of this definition or which are affected by those matters:

The SOF report statements highlighted in this submission illustrate that the effects on the
environment due to this proposal are major.



