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4.4. Though not touched on in the application many if not all residents of the area including myself 
fear the applicant will introduce some form of air traffic (helicopters and/or planes) to and from the 
site. This can not be over emphasised the residents of this area do not want any aircraft facilities 
in the area now and in the future. 


4.5. There is no consideration in the application of the impact the development will have on the next 
door neighbours eg Carolyn Hewlett who’s property is adjacent to the land for the proposed 
development. What does the applicant propose to mitigate the impact from the development on 
the adjacent neighbours?


4.6. The development will add a large number of people (guests and personnel) at any time to the 
population of the Punakaiki area. There is no clear explanation what the submitter will provide as 
emergency/contingency means in case of the Alpine Fault rupture (AF8) or in the event of any 
other natural disasters. The population increase from the development will create a considerable 
demand/load on the Local Civil Defence organisation if there is no sufficient provision for natural 
disaster contingencies by the development. 


5. Submitters requests:

5.1. The application should be declined until all the information and clarifications are provided and 

further public consultation carried out.

5.2. A firm confirmation/statement from the applicant as to their plans with the regard to any air traffic 

to and from the site.





