esentors question the legality of failin

me Repr B to present the true evidence regarding this new settlement
’ ",,.mcle during the Examination stages and hearings. The

Y question the sudden attempted removal and dissolution which had
taken place saying this is not a substitution for Presenting legally robust, justifiable and accountable evidence. Some
representors send in views via their

3 : be
written statements that ALL evidence of alternatives must be included for the Plan to
legally sound. They argue that the new settlement must therefore be included.

21 June 2019 ~NHDC Planning Officer

parts of their statements relating to t
three representors whose Hearing St

: hose
Nigel Smith sends letters to these specific representors demanding that‘ t::y;r;er:aaitlzast
he legality of the new settlement, by 1 July 2019. Smith demands rEdyaCt'z new settlement.
atements question the presence of THE NEW GARDEN CITY COMPANY an
Since the ATLAS report had been paid for by Council with public funds, and THE NEW GARDEN CITY COMP Agre::?e:i‘ietr; the
incorporated by Chief Planner, neither Were at conceptual stage only. THE NEW GARDEN CITY had be(:’r:iomm‘ssioned studies
moment it was incorporated. All other proposed sites in the Plan, had neither been incorpor.ated e fUL w garden city, new
performed on them for an entire year, nor did any receive their own report; with the exception of the new g
settlement option,

s B B



