


Option 1 Option 2 Option 3 Option 4 Option 5 Option 6

Maintain rural land 

(status quo- no change or 

development)

Rezone to Rural 

Residential & 

bespoke rule 

changes – ie the 

proposal

Retain rural zone and 

apply for resource 

consent for 66 non-

compliant lots

Compliant rural lots (5 

lots)

Compliant rural 

residential lots (circa 50 

lots)

Half number of lots 

proposed in rural-

residential zone (circa 30 

lots)

The maximum potential 

benefits may not occur, 

if Resource Consent is 

not approved, regarding 

(a) providing for the 

greatest quantity of rural 

lifestyle housing, and (b) 

retaining economic 

activity and employment 

in the district.

Rural land would not 

remain in forestry use.

When compared to the 

proposed plan change, 

additional rural land 

elsewhere in the district 

would be utilised to meet 

rural lifestyle property 

demand (for 36 properties) 

that could have otherwise 

been met on this property. 

This is a lost opportunity to 

maximise economic benefits 

that would be achievable if 

66 lots were created.

Benefit

Rural land would remain in 

forestry use.

Refer to original report Provides flexibility for 

returning to forestry use 

if desired.

Rural land would remain in 

forestry use.

¾ of the GDP, tourism, 

population growth and 

employment would occur – 

from that proposed/could 

be realised under the 

proposed plan change

Half the GDP, tourism, 

population growth and 

employment would occur – 

from that proposed/could 

be realised under the 

proposed plan change

When compared to the 

proposed plan change, 

additional rural land 

elsewhere in the district 

would be utilised to meet 

rural lifestyle property 

demand (for 16 properties) 

that could have otherwise 

been met on this property. 

This is a lost opportunity to 

maximise economic benefits 

that would be achievable if 

66 lots were created.

Cost

Other lifestyle development 

would need to occur 

elsewhere in the District, or 

would not occur in the 

District and this would forgo 

economic benefits of 

population growth, 

construction-added GDP, 

employment, tourism, and 

not meet housing needs.

Refer to original report Other lifestyle development 

would need to occur 

elsewhere in the District, or 

would not occur in the 

District and this would forgo 

economic benefits of 

population growth, 

construction-added GDP, 

employment, tourism, and 

not meet housing needs.


