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Introduction 
 
Central Otago District Council is developing a spatial plan for the Vincent area that will address the challenges and opportunities of growth and 
land use in the area. 
 
The community were asked to provide feedback on the proposed spatial plan options for the Alexandra/Clyde area and the draft concept that has 
been developed for Omakau/Ophir. 
 
The Let’s Talk Options survey was open from mid-December 2020 to 15 February 2021. Copies of the survey were available on CODC’s website, 
from Alexandra library, Alexandra New World, the Clyde Four Square store and the Omakau Store. Information sessions were also held over the 
summer months. 
 
A total of 681 responses were received. 561 surveys were completed online via SurveyMonkey, this includes 94 hard copies that were completed 
and then entered into SurveyMonkey. Twenty-six responses were received via email but did not specifically answer the survey questions. These 
26 responses have been summarised and the sentiment included in this report as appendix one. 
 
Please note that 90 respondents completed the demographic information but provided no response to the survey questions. For the purposes of 
this analysis these respondents have been removed. 
 
This analysis report captures the 565 responses to the survey. 
 
Seventy-one comments were received via Council’s Facebook page relating to posts about the project. These Facebook conversations included 
people both from Vincent ward and across the wider district. The overall sentiment has been captured and is included in appendix two. 
 
Members of the project team met with the Youth Council to talk about the spatial plan, and Omakau School students submitted class feedback on 
the project. Neither group completed copies of the survey however notes from the discussion have been summarised and are included in this 
report as appendix three. 
  



4 
 

Summary of findings 
 
Here are the results of the Let’s Talk Options Vincent Spatial Plan community engagement process. Community responses to the survey can be 
viewed interactively via Vincent Spatial Plan Community Feedback, however this document provides the all-important commentary on the themes 
behind each preference choice. 

Alexandra/Clyde options 
Of the three options presented for the community to review, Option 2 which promoted balanced growth through both urban and rural development, 
was most preferred (45% of responses). This was followed by Option 1 which promoted expanding towns beyond their urban boundaries (33% of 
responses) and Option 3 which recommended containing growth within existing urban boundaries (21% of responses). In general, Option 2 was 
preferred across all locations – the exceptions being the Galloway, Manuherekia Road/Springvale Road rural/lifestyle block respondents (who 
preferred Option 1) and the Earnscleugh rural/lifestyle block respondents (who preferred Option 3)1. 
 
Option 2 – balanced growth 
Respondents who supported this option liked the mix of urban and rural lifestyle living options – the ability to subdivide larger rural residential 
properties and the blend of medium density (more compact) sections in the town centres with larger urban sections in the outskirts of towns. They 
liked the potential of more affordable housing options (through a mix of housing ‘types’) plus potential business and employment growth due to 
more people living in towns.  
 
To change: People who chose Option 2 wanted to ensure that green spaces and walkways were retained in towns to give the feeling of space and 
rural living. They also wanted to protect productive land from development, and to address the need for retirement living options.  
 
Option 1 – expanding growth beyond town boundaries 
Respondents who selected Option 1 liked its potential to provide a choice in both section sizes and type of housing on offer. Respondents felt this 
option enabled less-productive land to be used for affordable housing options (including retirement living) and provided more development area so 
that people didn’t need to live “on top of one another”. Rural/lifestyle residents who supported this option liked that it provided capacity for future 
population growth and provided a balance of both rural and urban living options.  
 

 
1 Please note the small sample sizes for the rural/lifestyle block categories  

https://app.powerbi.com/view?r=eyJrIjoiNWQ2NjBmZmUtOTM4Zi00NWIwLWI5MzgtM2I1ODBjMTdlOGFjIiwidCI6ImE4MjVhNjQ1LTZjZTItNDAzMy1iNmI3LWMxNDdiNmRjYmY1MCJ9


5 
 

To change: People who chose option 1 recommended that new subdivisions include green space, and that land-use practices and productive land 
be considered and protected. 
 
Option 3 – containing growth within town boundaries 
Respondents who selected this option supported the protection of rural and productive land. They liked that it retained open spaces around the 
towns for recreational activities and provided clear town boundaries. They also wanted Clyde and Alexandra to keep their respective character and 
uniqueness. Respondents valued the sustainable living practices that this option promotes – i.e., better use and lower costs for utilities and 
services, and commuting by walking/cycling. Respondents also felt this option offered a variety housing types, including smaller homes and 
apartments for first home buyers as well as older people wanting to down-size.  
 
To change: People who chose option 3 commented that further sustainability measures could be included, such as conservation of water and 
other finite resources, as well as more cycleways and walkways. People commented about the importance of retaining walkways, parks and sports 
fields within towns. They also wanted housing developments to be well designed to reflect the rural feel of the area and the heritage character of 
Clyde. 
 

Omakau/Ophir concept plan 
Of the 288 respondents who commented on the proposed concept plan for Omakau and Ophir, 44% were in support, 43% were unsure, and 8% 
were opposed to the plan. 
 
Respondents who supported the plan liked the recreational activities and facilities promoted (i.e., the walking/cycling tracks and community hub), 
the concept of maintaining the rural feel of Omakau and heritage character of Ophir, and the potential for the community to grow. Suggested 
changes from those who supported the plan included the expansion of the retail area and an appropriate location for industrial area (noting the 
value of long-standing businesses but also concern about the current location’s proximity to the river and visual impact on the town). 
 
Respondents who reported being unsure about the plan supported the expansion of the retail area and increased housing densities. They also 
liked the addition of the walking and walking tracks. However, they were unsure about the impact on current businesses if the industrial land was 
re-zoned without an alternative industrial area being established.  
 
Respondents who disliked the proposed concept plan were concerned about the lack of provision for adequate industrial area, noting that the 
businesses are essential in supporting local farms.   
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Demographics 
 
The Let’s Talk Options survey was anonymous, but we did ask the community to provide some details about themselves. These questions were 
compulsory, and all 543 respondents completed them. 

Where do you live or stay? 

 
Figure 1. Where respondents to the survey live within Vincent Ward. 
 
Thirty-three percent of respondents (180) live in Alexandra township. A good portion of respondents live rurally between Alexandra and Clyde (78). 
There was a relatively even split between those who live in a township (268 respondents) and those who live rurally or on a lifestyle block (229 
respondents). This means that the views of those living rurally will have a higher proportional representation in this data than their urban 
counterparts. 
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What is your living situation? 

 
Figure 2. Respondents’ living situation. 
 
Respondents were asked to let us know about their living situation. The vast majority live in their own home (73%). A smaller portion live in a rental 
property or board (12%) and a few live with family/friends (10%). Only three respondents were visitors to the area2. 
  

 
2 2018 Census figures indicate that 78% of homes/dwellings in the wider Dunstan/Manuherekia/Ida Valley catchment are occupant/trust owned, compared with 22% that are not 
owned by the occupants. Source: Statistics New Zealand  
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Which age group do you belong to? 
 

 
Figure 3. Age of respondents. 
 
There was a relatively consistent response rate to the survey across the range of age groups. The proportion of responses from those aged 
between 30 – 39 and 40 – 49 was higher than normally observed in surveys of Central Otago communities. There was also good engagement with 
youth in the district and the under 20 age group had better than usual representation in these survey results.  
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Growth options for Alexandra, Clyde and surrounds 
The community were asked to provide feedback about their preferred approach to growth for the Alexandra/Clyde area, by selecting one of three 
growth options and providing their reasons for selecting that option. They were also given the opportunity to let us know if there was anything they 
didn’t like about the option they chose.  
 
The community was also encouraged to give their thoughts about the options they didn’t choose. 
 

 
Figure 4. Community option preference. 

Option 1 - expanding growth beyond current town boundaries

Option 2 - balancing growth across urban and rural areas

Option 3 - containing growth within existing urban boundaries
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Option 2 (balancing population growth across urban and rural areas) was chosen by 43% of respondents and is the preferred option. This was 
followed by Option 1 (expanding growth beyond current town boundaries) which was selected by 32% of respondents. Option 3 (containing growth 
within existing urban boundaries) was selected by 21% of respondents. 
 
A handful of respondents (21) chose ‘None of the options’. Interestingly the comments provided are very much along the same lines as those who 
did choose an option. The key themes in the comments from this group include: 
 

1. No one option is quite right, they do not go far enough to accommodate growth and more innovation is needed. 
2. Green spaces, walking and biking tracks need to be included in the development of any of the options. 
3. Less productive horticulture land needs to be re-zoned and there needs to be more large lot residential along Dunstan Road in particular. 
4. Barriers to subdividing need to be removed and more infill in Alexandra and Clyde is necessary. 
5. Housing options need to address housing affordability. 
6. It is imperative to protect our heritage and the rural feel of the area, as well as our unique environment. 
7. More focus needed on industry to ensure the creation of jobs. 
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Reasons for choosing Option 1 
Expanding growth beyond current town boundaries 

 
Figure 5. Comments about what people who chose Option 1 liked about it. 
 
Mixture of typologies and housing choices including retirement living and affordable living options (34) 
The strongest theme to come through in the comments was that Option 1 offered the best opportunity for choice in both the size of the land and 
type of housing. People felt this option freed up less-productive land that could be made available for more affordable housing options for people 
of all ages including retirement living options. They also preferred the space this option offered. 
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Provision for population growth (30) 
Respondents felt this option allowed for the best provision of population growth. People felt that it freed up land for more housing and therefore 
more people in the community. “Having more land available for growth”, “Room for growth and opportunity for more families to enjoy a semi-rural 
lifestyle”, “Think it is necessary for town growth and business progress”. 
 
Urban sprawl (19) 
These respondents liked the expansion beyond the town boundaries, spreading out into land that is currently not being used rather than in-fill in 
the townships. “Better to be spread out than on top of one another”, “Expansion of population beyond boundaries”, “I like the fact that we see 
development in the area between Alex and Clyde”. 
 
Maintain balance between urban and rural lifestyle options (18) 
Respondents liked having rural lifestyle options close to towns. ‘This option allows much needed growth and smaller land plots in areas currently 
zoned Rural residential’ ‘To be able to live on a 10 acre or 5 acre block close to the Alexandra township’. ‘This is a good balance between the 
urban and lifestyle expansion’, 
 
Improve diversity and town vibrancy (17) 
Respondents felt that growing ‘out’ beyond town boundaries means creating more space for population growth, which in turn creates more 
employment and a more vibrant town. ‘I like adding more housing to the area, but leaving the towns mostly as is’, ‘We want a vibrant town centre, 
growth, increased availability of land for residential and commercial. This option encourages growth with the least amount of restrictions.’, ‘The 
more people we can encourage into our town and surrounding areas the more businesses will want to locate in Alexandra’.  
 
Townships remain separate allowing for increased density and less controls within towns (17) 
Almost all of these comments were relating to this option allowing people to subdivide their larger sections. ‘I am in favour of having the option to 
subdivide any lifestyle block and have a managed growth strategy beyond those current town boundaries’, ‘We have been waiting for more land to 
be provided for sections to build on’, ‘Opportunity for more families to enjoy a semi-rural lifestyle’, ‘We would have the option to subdivide our 
property’.  
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What people did not like about their preferred Option 1… 

 
Figure 6. Comments about what people who chose Option 1 did not like about it.  
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Protection of rural/productive land uses and the natural environment (12) 
Respondents mentioned they wanted the pine trees between Alexandra and Clyde to remain and that any subdivision should include green space. 
Respondents also mentioned protecting any highly productive land and that productive land use practices needed to be considered i.e. reverse 
sensitivity. ‘Don't touch pines to the left (heading from Alex to Clyde)’, ‘With the growth already out this direction noise from the orchard into 
established housing has become a concern with frost fans’.  
 
Outside scope – locations (11) 
These comments all identified areas that are not currently included in the option i.e. Letts Gully, Springvale, Manuherekia triangle and Galloway. 
 
Townships remain separate allowing for increased density and less controls within towns (11) 
Respondents mentioned that this option provides opportunities to subdivide but they also like the idea of Alexandra and Clyde remaining as 
separate towns ‘Kinda like the idea of Alexandra and Clyde being separate’, ‘The opportunity to subdivide lifestyle blocks’. 
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Reasons for choosing Option 2 
Balancing population growth across urban and rural areas 

 
Figure 7. Comments about what people who chose Option 2 liked about it. 
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Maintain balance between urban and rural lifestyle options (71) 
Respondents like that this option offers a balance between urban and rural lifestyle living options. They like that it allows larger rural residential 
properties to be subdivided. ‘The medium density housing is okay in the city centre but on the outskirts of town I think low density and rural sections are 
better suited’, ‘Compromise between high density housing and sprawling suburbs’, ‘Ability to have some lifestyle blocks but most development contained 
in urban areas.’ 
 
Mixture of typologies and housing choices including retirement and affordable living options (65) 
The community believe Option 2 would provide more affordable living through the mix of land sizes and housing choices. ‘Option 2 is clearly the best 
solution to cope for expansion in a balanced way and provide people with choice.’, ‘lower cost urban properties are a good option for first homeowners’, 
‘rural lifestyle blocks offer a fantastic lifestyle for families.’, ‘This benefits young working families as much as retirees and first home buyers.’ 
 
Improve diversity and town vibrancy (33) 
Respondents mentioned that this option provides more housing options (medium and high density) which is important to attract new people to the area 
as well as retain those already here i.e. first home buyers. They believe that having more people in the area creates more business and employment 
opportunities and therefore a more vibrant place to live. ‘Needs to be an increase of small to medium sized homes at a lower cost for the younger 
generation to afford’, ‘Encouraging people to live in town, which will suit many people’s lifestyle, will see economic growth as those people will use the 
facilities local to them.’, ‘Infilling urban settings to cater for smaller lots and ease of care while accessing local amenities and leisure options.’ 
 
Increased density (29) 
Respondents felt this option provided the best opportunity for increased housing density both within townships and with expansion onto rural land. ‘We 
need more high density’.  
 
Protection of rural/productive land uses and the natural environment (22) 
Respondents like that this option allows for expansion into rural areas but doesn’t impact too much on existing productive land. ‘Being able to make 
existing rural blocks smaller makes it possible for sections with privacy and space, without encroaching on too much productive land.’, ‘It allows for 
expansion in both Alexandra and Clyde but not too densly - it has less impact on the landscape.’. ‘I think it is ok to have more dense living in our towns - 
as long as our environs are protected from sprawl’. 
 
Omakau* (8)  
Some comments about Omakau were made within the Alexandra/Clyde options section of the survey. General sentiment across all mentions of Omakau 
is for it to remain the size it is and not to affect surrounding rural/productive land. 
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What people did not like about their preferred Option 2… 

 
Figure 8. Comments about what people who chose Option 2 did not like about it. 
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Protection of rural/productive land uses and the natural environment (23) 
Respondents felt that with medium density housing and infill in the townships it is very important to keep green spaces and walkways to retain the 
feeling of living in a ‘rural’ area. They also feel that productive land should be protected from development. ‘I feel it is very important that we have a 
very strong emphasis on green spaces/walkways to still give the feeling of space’, ‘Wouldn’t like to see us lose the parks and rural aspects’, 
‘Important to have linkages through town with greenways and shady walking areas’, ‘If productive land is wasted on housing, I think it’s a negative 
idea.’  
 
Mixture of typologies and housing choices including retirement and affordable living options (17) 
Respondents reiterated that it’s important to have a mix of land sizes and housing options to ensure affordability. A number of respondents also 
mentioned the need for retirement living options. ‘There's no plan for a retirement village in Alexandra, I think it is important to have one as well as 
Clyde’, ‘Just that there is provision for smaller, cheaper sections ear marked for first time buyers and retirement/sheltered housing’.   
 
Increased density (14) 
There was a mix of responses around increased housing density. Some respondents expressed concern about high density housing in the 
townships ‘assumes growing out is better than growing up’. And others felt increased density in the townships was a good idea, ‘would probably 
like to see higher density housing in the centre of Alexandra, such as townhouses and apartments to create a "downtown" feel’, ‘It may be timely to 
encourage more medium density residential in the urban areas’. 
 
Infrastructure (13) 
Respondents who selected Option 2 felt that the infrastructure to support proposed development would need to be considered, with reference to 
rural development putting pressure on available water resources. Road safety was also mentioned. ‘Infrastructure needs to be carefully thought 
out’, ‘some consideration for traffic flow and safety’.  
 
Retain heritage and rural feel (13) 
Respondents would like to preserve the character (of Clyde in particular) and the rural feel of the area and have some concerns that too much 
development may be detrimental to that. ‘I relocated to Central Otago for space, views of the mountains, and feeling of freedom from lots of people 
and traffic’, ‘I have concerns about character of Clyde if lot size is greatly reduced outside of Heritage precinct’.   
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Reasons for choosing Option 3 
Containing population growth within existing urban boundaries 

 
Figure 9. Comments about what people who chose Option 3 liked about it. 
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Protection of rural/productive land uses and the natural environment (60) 
Respondents felt that this option goes the furthest to protect rural and productive land. It also retains the open spaces surrounding the townships 
which is important for recreational opportunities. ‘The rural area is productive and we cannot afford to carve up valuable food producing land for 
non-productive housing’, ‘Option 3 protects rural land the most’, ‘rural areas need to be protected for productive use, and this will in turn protect the 
rural open landscapes values’.  
 
Townships remain separate allowing for increased density and less controls within towns (53) 
Respondents like this option as it prevents urban sprawl and focuses development within existing town boundaries, ‘It offers the least sprawl onto 
rural land’, ‘redeveloping the urban areas is most important before moving out to rural areas’. They also like the clear boundaries for Alexandra 
and Clyde to help retain the character and uniqueness of each town, ‘keeping Alexandra and Clyde as separate areas, as each has their own 
character’, ‘this at least shows a clear boundary between Alexandra and Clyde’.   
 
Sustainable living and infrastructure including passive transport options (52) 
Another common theme was that this option promotes sustainable living and infrastructure with the concentration of population living closer to 
existing infrastructure and the services and amenities they need. ‘encourages efficient provision of services and transport’, ‘the best potential for 
encouraging walking and having people out and about on foot’, ‘containing population within boundaries allows better use and lower cost of 
services and utilities’, ‘This option is the only one that will significantly enhance the CBD by increasing the foot traffic in the area’. 
 
Mixture of typologies and housing choices including retirement and affordable living options (33) 
Respondents felt that this option allowed for a greater variety of housing types including smaller homes and apartments. These could be more 
affordable for younger people and first home buyers, as well as older people who want to down-size or move closer to services and amenities. 
‘Medium density housing provides a stepping stone onto the property market for young people’, ‘more accommodation options to cater for different 
ages and income brackets’.  
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What people did not like about their preferred Option 3… 

 
Figure 10. Comments about what people who chose Option 3 did not like about it. 
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Sustainable living and infrastructure including passive transport options (24) 
Respondents raised concerns around sustainable living including land-use, water conservation and having development that encourages cycling 
and walking rather than vehicles. ‘we need to proceed to 'reduce' our resource use, and this includes land’, ‘Need more cycleways, EV rechargers 
and other amenities that will help conserve finite natural resources’.   
 
Protection of rural/productive land uses and the natural environment (22) 
Respondents feel that with increased density in townships it is important to retain green spaces, walkways and parks for recreation. ‘the danger of 
not enough green space for sport and recreation’, ‘also have green spaces available within the town that are easily accessible’, ‘Need more green 
spaces and green corridors’. Respondents felt that growth beyond urban boundaries may be necessary but not at the expense of productive land, 
‘this should be limited to less productive land’. 
 
Retain heritage and rural feel (20) 
Respondents mentioned the need for housing developments to be well designed and in keeping with the rural feel of the area. They felt the 
heritage (Clyde in particular) needs to be respected and protected. ‘There is a risk that the village could lose its appeal and character unless some 
innovative and considered practices with strict guidelines are put in place’, ‘more clarity on building standards for the heritage precinct in Clyde’. 
 
Increased density (17) 
These respondents expressed concern around too much housing density with urban boundaries. A number of them mentioned the importance of 
good design when building on smaller sections, ‘small sections have a place but need to be associated with excellent urban design and high-
quality public domain and reserve space’, ‘Need creative solutions to affordable living spaces high density designs’, ‘My only concern with this 
option is around the nature of the in filling’.    
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Draft concept plan for Omakau/Ophir 
The community were asked to provide feedback on the draft concept plan for Omakau/Ophir. 
 

 
Figure 11. Number of responses to the draft concept plan for Omakau/Ophir 

 
Two hundred and eighty-eight people provided feedback on the draft concept plan for Omakau/Ophir, 43 of which live in either Omakau township 
(39) or Ophir township (4) and 42 live rurally near Omakau and Ophir. 
 
Of the people who wished to comment on the proposed concept plan, 44% supported the plan (126; 32 of which reside in Omakau, Ophir, or the 
surrounding rural area), 43% were unsure (124; 17 of which live in Omakau/Ophir and surrounds) and 13% do not support it the concept plan (38; 
25 of which live in Omakau/Ophir and surrounds).  
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Respondents who do support the concept plan 
What respondents liked about the concept plan (87 comments) 

 
Figure 12. Comments about the things that people who support the concept plan like. 
 
Recreational activities/facilities was the most commonly mentioned theme. These respondents like the addition of more walking and cycling tracks 
and believe the community hub is a good idea, ‘Like the proposed walking cycling tracks’, ‘Loop Trail Network linking the two towns is a good 
thing’. The community like that the towns remain largely the same size and that the heritage of the area (particularly Ophir) is protected, ‘I like the 
concept of maintaining and protecting the heritage style within Ophir’, ‘Takes into account Ophir’s great character and historic value’. 
 
Respondents like that this concept will help their community grow, ’Great attempt to grow our community, more housing for more families’, 
‘Sufficient plans to meet the growth forecasted’.  They also liked that this concept kept most residential growth within existing town boundaries, 
particularly in Ophir, and along existing corridors, ‘Keeping residential growth within current town area’, ‘Confining expansion to existing corridors 
and confining rural residential development to area close to Omakau’ 
 
The addition of retirement living and the potential for more affordable housing is also seen as a positive thing about the concept plan, ‘the 
retirement option has been included’, ‘needs to be options for lower cost housing in the area’. 
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What respondents disliked about the concept plan (47 comments)

  
Figure 13. Comments about the things that people who support the concept plan do not like. 
 
The thing respondents who support the concept plan didn’t like about it was the provision for commercial and industrial growth. Many of the 
comments referred to disappointment that the retail area was not going to be expanded more, ‘Shopping area is really small’. A few comments 
referred to the industrial area. There were concerns that some long-standing business may feel pressure to move and that there is no indication of 
where they may relocate to. On the other hand, some comments mentioned that the industrial area should be located as far from the river as 
possible and that it’s a bit of an eyesore. 
 
Eleven people said there wasn’t anything they disliked about the draft concept plan.  
 
Those who mentioned recreational activities/facilities felt the playground should be bigger, one mentioned the addition of a skatepark. Comments 
about infrastructure were questioning whether the existing infrastructure could cope with the proposed changes.  
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Respondents who do not support the concept plan 
 
What non-supporters like about the concept plan (12 comments)  

 
Figure 14. Comments about things that non-supporters like. 
 
These comments were quite varied with only a couple of commonalities.  People liked that it was mostly contained within existing boundaries and 
that there would be some medium density housing options. They also liked the walking and cycling tracks.  
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What non-supporters dislike about the concept plan (29 comments) 

 
Figure 15. Comments about things that non-supporters do not like. 
 
There was a very clear trend in what those who did not support the concept plan disliked about it and that was the provision for industrial areas. 
Almost all of these comments referred dissatisfaction with the proposal to rezone the existing industrial area. Many mentioned these businesses 
are essential to support local farmers. ‘I dislike the proposed rezoning of land where service station and engineering workshops are’, ‘I don't like 
the idea of the rural businesses being rezoned’.  
 
Some expressed concern over how these changes may affect the rural outlook of the area. 
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Respondents who were unsure about whether they support the concept plan 
 
What respondents who are unsure about the concept plan like (33 comments) 

 
Figure 16. Comments about what people who are unsure about the concept plan like. 
 
Respondents who are unsure about the proposed concept plan like that there would be more retail in the area, they also liked increased housing 
density within the townships. ‘More retail will be great for the town.’ ‘Encourage higher density housing within townships to reinforce sense of 
village.’ 
 
Respondents also liked the addition of walking and cycling tracks, ‘Proposed walking bicycle tracks’. Some felt the plan would improve the look 
and feel of the town, attracting more people to the area, ‘Omakau is a wonderful little town that needs more families’.  
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What respondents who are unsure about the concept plan dislike (23 comments) 

 
Figure 17. Comments about the things that people like who are unsure about the concept plan. 
 
Respondents were unsure about what the concept plan would mean for the businesses currently in the industrial area to be rezoned and where 
they would relocate to, ‘It is not clear where the current industrial businesses are to be located to’, ‘Unsure what it means for the current 
businesses’. 
 
Some respondents were concerned about the location of the new walking and cycling tracks and some mentioned there was no provision for new 
amenities. 
 
Some respondents wanted to be sure that productive land would be protected, ‘Protect at all costs our productive land. When it’s gone there will 
be no chance of getting it back’, ‘Not sure if it protects existing rural land enough’.   
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Appendix one: Additional community feedback 
 

Letters and emails 
Council received 26 emails and letters, in addition to the surveys, that shared views on the Vincent Spatial Plan. A number of comments within 
these related to individual sections/properties. Other commonly discussed themes and recommendations included: 
 
Alexandra/Clyde 
 The protection of the natural environment as well as practices on rural and productive land (i.e. the risk of reverse sensitivity). 
 Sustainable infrastructure practices (commuting by bicycle, safe road corridors, sustainable drinking water). 
 Allowance for increased density within townships, while ensuring that towns remain separate from each other (i.e. avoiding urban sprawl). 
 Improved diversity and town vibrancy (a vibrant town centre, employment and business opportunities). 
 A mixture of housing types (including affordable housing and retirement living options). 
 Allowance of sufficient sections to accommodate for current and future growth. 

 
Omakau/Ophir 
 Sustainable infrastructure (i.e. water supplies and flood risk) and living practices (e.g. cycling, for transport and tourism opportunities). 
 Provision for commercial and industrial growth. 
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Appendix two: Social media 
Facebook conversations 
 
During the community engagement period, three separate posts were listed on Council’s Facebook page: 
 
 Do you want to see smaller section sizes, more housing options and higher densities in Alexandra and Clyde? 

Reached 6,484, with 48 comments 
 

 Are lifestyle sections taking up productive rural land in the Vincent area? 
Reached 5,349, with 11 comments 
 

 We have an aging population and need to begin to think about the housing requirements our future population will need. 
Reached 3,444, with 12 comments 

 
The main theme discussed in Facebook commentaries were retention of larger urban sections. Other mentioned included affordable housing, 
sustainable infrastructure (roading and services that will cope with future growth) and maintaining the balance between urban and rural lifestyle 
options. 
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Appendix three: Feedback from Youth 
Central Otago Youth Council  
Feedback gathered from a youth council meeting: 
 
What would bring/keep young people here? 
 Opportunities for jobs and education 
 More facilities like the polytechnic (expansion to Alexandra?) 
 Apartments for young people returning here after university 
 To raise a family or retire (would not come back for work alone) 
 Diversification of businesses 

 
Other thoughts… 
 Less industrial farming, more lifestyle blocks with small scale farms 
 It’s safer to be here and easier to raise a family 
 Medium density further out of town or stick to lifestyle blocks 
 Subdivisions that split off — greenfields, urban sprawl (this might mitigate safety and pollution) 
 Connectivity to walk and cycle easily; and places to lock bikes safely 
 Encourage diversity of people in Alexandra 
 Climate refugee place of settlement—need to accommodate high and medium density housing 
 Community is more important that housing; Molyneux Estate is designed in a way that fosters getting to know each other better. 

 

Omakau Primary School 
Feedback gathered from the students: 
 
Ideas for Omakau 
 Access to the water holes and beaches along the river  
 Skatepark 
 Shops – e.g. clothing, salad bar café, pharmacy, dairy, mini supermarket 
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 Full-sized hockey turf 
 Netball courts 
 Motorbike shop 
 Mountain bike / motorbike track 
 Scooter park at the domain 
 Gym 
 Farms – keeping our land 
 Parks / trees / nature reserves 
 Destination for school camps (attractions could include a climbing wall, kayak course, community pool with water slide) 
 Council on-board with water 
 Arena at the showgrounds 
 Community facilities – library, school  
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