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(Full name)
This is a submission on proposed Plan Change 13 to the Central Otago District Plan (the proposal).

| could/could i’lqt* gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.
B R : (* Select one)

| am/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 trade competition or the effects of trade competition.
(Delete entire paragrabh"if%u could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission)
(* Select One)

The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to are:

................................................................................................................................................
................................................................................................................................................

...............................................................................................................................................

................................................................................................................................................

(Please include:
o whether you support or oppose the specific provisions or wish to have them amended; and

e reasons for your views;
and continue on additional page if necessary)

I seek the following decision from the local authority:

"

................................................................................................................................................
................................................................................................................................................

................................................................................................................................................

(Please give precise details)

| wish/do=net-wish to be heard in support of my submission.

(Please strike out as applicable)
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If others make a similar submission, | will consider presenting a joint case with them at a hearing.
(Please delete if you would not consider presenting a joint case)

Signature of Submitter
(or person authorised to sign on behalf of submitter)
(A signature is not required if you make a submission by electronic means)

Telephone No: .77, 495 1774 ..

Postal Address:  ...... F - o MO, o, O it ey I ol

Contact Person:  ......... { '. ;'...‘Z..‘ ..... g N i L | ST,
(name & designation, if applicable)

SUBMISSIONS CLOSE IN RESPONSE TO PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 13 ON
WEDNESDAY 20 JUNE 2018

Note to person making submission
If you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission, your right to
make a submission may be limited by clause 6(4) of Part 1 of Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act

1991.

Please note that your submission (or part of your submission) may be struck out if the authority is satisfied that
a least 1 of the following applies to the submission (or part of the submission):

o itis frivolous or vexatious:
it discloses no reasonable or relevant case:
it would be an abuse of the hearing process to allow the submission (or the part) to be taken further:
it contains offensive language:
it is supported only by material that purports to be independent expert evidence, but has been prepared
by a person who is not independent or who does not have sufficient specialised knowledge or skill to
give expert advice on the matter.



Submission objecting to proposed Plan Change 13.
As follows, without limitation;

The proposal attempts to usurp and negate the legitimate processes of consultation between the
population of Cromwell and the CODC. It is perverse for the applicants to talk of having a
masterplan when that process is currently developing within the community and its elected
representatives.

There are numerous assumptions made in the application that are highly dubious and represent
wishful thinking at best, in particular in the areas of environmental effects, reverse sensitivity and
flow on effects to the development of Cromwell.

This proposal is objectionable in both its breadth and in its detail. | ask that it be rejected.



