
 

 
 

 
Notice of Meeting: 
I hereby give notice that an ordinary Meeting of the Growth and Infrastructure Committee will be held 
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Purpose 

The Growth and Infrastructure Committee is responsible for: 

1. Guiding sustainable physical development and growth of Hamilton to meet current and future needs, 
through oversight of land-use planning, and aligned provision of fit-for-purpose network 
infrastructure. 

2. Governance of efficient, safe and sustainable roading and transport, three waters, and waste 
management that enables Hamilton’s economy and adds to the liveability of the city.   

3. Governance of Hamilton’s economic agenda and investment development opportunities consistent 
with Council’s vision for the city. 

 

In addition to the common delegations on page 9, the Growth and Infrastructure Committee is delegated 
the following Terms of Reference and powers: 

Terms of Reference: 

1. To monitor and provide advice on the development and implementation of urban growth and 
development strategies, land use, and spatial plans in line with national policy requirements. 

2. To provide direction on strategic priorities for core city infrastructure aligned to city development, and 
oversight of strategic projects associated with those activities. 

3. To provide direction and monitor Council’s approach to development contributions. 

4. To assess proposals for Private Developer Agreements and, if appropriate, to recommend such 
agreements to the Finance Committee for approval. 

5. To provide advice on the development and implementation of the 30 Year Infrastructure Plan. 

6. To provide direction regarding Council’s involvement in regional alliances, plans, initiatives and forums 
for spatial planning, joint infrastructure and shared services (for example, Future Proof, Regional 
Transport Committee). 

7. To consider the impacts of land use and urban development on the environment. 

8. To enhance Hamilton’s economic position by promoting Hamilton as a business-friendly and business-
enabled city and providing advice on strategic initiatives, plans, projects and potential major 
developments relating to economic and business development. 

9. To provide clear direction on Council’s strategic priorities to organisations and groups, for which 
Council facilitates funding, aligned with these Terms of Reference, and to oversee those funding 
arrangements and receive their strategic and business plans and annual performance reports.  

10. To monitor and oversee the delivery of Council’s non-financial performance and non-financial key 
projects, against the Long Term Plan, excluding key performance indicator reporting which is the 
responsibility of the Finance Committee. 

 

The Committee is delegated the following powers to act: 

• Approval of purchase or disposal of land for network infrastructure, or parks and reserves for works 
and other purposes within this Committee’s area of responsibility that exceeds the Chief Executive’s 
delegation. 
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• Approval of Private Developer Agreements within the budget approved under the Long Term Plan. 

• Approval of any proposal to stop any road, including hearing and considering any written objections on 
such matters. 

• Approval of funding for Business Improvement District(s) and Hamilton and Waikato Tourism. 

 

The Committee is delegated the following recommendatory powers: 

• Adoption of the 30 Year Infrastructure Plan to Council. 

• Approval of additional borrowing to Finance Committee. 

• Approval of Private Developer Agreements for unfunded growth projects to Finance Committee. 

• Approval of city boundary changes to Council. 

• The Committee may make recommendations to Council and other Committees 

 

Oversight of Policies 
 
• Business Improvement District (BID) Policy 
• Connections and Charging Policy for Three Waters Policy 
• Development Contributions Policy 
• Earthquake-Prone, Dangerous & Insanitary Buildings Policy 
• Growth Funding Policy  
• Hamilton Gateways Policy  
• Sale and Disposal of Council Land Policy  
• Speed Management Policy 

Streetscape Beautification and Verge Maintenance Policy 
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1 Apologies  
   

2 Confirmation of Agenda 
The Committee to confirm the agenda. 
 

3 Declaration of Interest 
Members are reminded of the need to be vigilant to stand aside from decision making when a 
conflict arises between their role as an elected representative and any private or other external 
interest they might have.  

 

4 Public Forum 
As per Hamilton City Council’s Standing Orders, a period of up to 30 minutes has been set aside for 
a public forum.  Each speaker during the public forum section of this meeting may speak for three 
minutes or longer at the discretion of the Chair. 
 
Please note that the public forum is to be confined to those items falling within the terms of the 
reference of this meeting. 
 
Speakers will be put on a Public Forum speaking list on a first come first served basis in the Council 
Chamber prior to the start of the Meeting.  A member of the Council Democracy Team will be 
available to co-ordinate this.  As many speakers as possible will be heard within the allocated time. 
 
If you have any questions regarding Public Forum please contact Democracy by telephoning 07 838 
6439.  
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Committee: Growth and Infrastructure 

Committee 
Date: 12 September 2017 

Author: Amy Viggers Authoriser:   

Position: Committee Advisor  Position:   

Report Name: Growth and Infrastructure Unconfirmed Minutes - 1 August 2017 
 
 

Report Status Open  
 
 

Staff Recommendation 
1. That the Growth and Infrastructure Committee confirm the Open Minutes of the Committee 

Meeting held on 1 August 2017 as a true and correct record. 

Attachments 
Attachment 1 - Growth and Infrastructure Unconfirmed Minutes - 1 August 2017  
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Committee: Growth and Infrastructure 

Committee 
Date: 12 September 2017 

Author: Amy Viggers Authoriser:   

Position: Committee Advisor  Position:   

Report Name: Chair's Report 
 
 

Report Status Open  
 
 

Staff Recommendation 
1. That the Growth and Infrastructure committee receives the report.  

 

Attachments 
Attachment 1 - Chair's Report - 12 September 2017  
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Committee: Growth and Infrastructure 

Committee 
Date: 12 September 2017 

Authors: Chris Allen and  
 Kelvyn Eglinton 

Authorisers:Kelvyn Eglinton  and  
  Chris Allen 

Positions: General Manager City 
Infrastructure  and  

 Acting General Manager 
City Growth 

Positions:General Manager City 
Growth  and  

 General Manager City 
Infrastructure 

Report Name: General Managers' Report 
 
 

Report Status Open  

Purpose  
1. To inform the Growth and Infrastructure Committee of topical issues, areas of concern and 

items which need to be brought to the Committee’s attention but which do not necessitate a 
separate report. 

Staff Recommendation 
 That the Growth and Infrastructure Committee receives the report. 

Discussion 
2. This report provides updates to Elected Members on activities,  actions or projects contained 

within the following plans or strategies for which this Committee and the relevant General 
Managers have responsibility over and for which significant progress has been made: 

• Hamilton Plan 
• Central City Transformation Plan (CCTP) 
• Economic Development Agenda 
• Access Hamilton 

Housing Infrastructure Fund (HIF) Update (GM City Growth) 
3. The Non-Binding Heads of Agreement has been signed by New Zealand Transport Agency 

(NZTA), Ministry of Business, Innovation and Enterprise (MBIE) and Hamilton City Council (the 
first Council to do so). 

4. Key deliverable dates outlined in the Heads of Agreement are: 

 Funding Agreement and NZTA Frontloading by 20 December 2017. 
 Detailed Business Case by 20 December 2017. 
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5. Work has commenced on the financial analysis as part of the growth scenario work for the  
10 Year Plan, and initial discussions with developers have also commenced.  Auckland, 
Tauranga, Queenstown, WDC and HCC are working collaboratively across a number of different 
working groups. 

6. The team is aiming to have the final detailed business case ready in November 2017, for 
Council approval to submit the detailed business case in early December 2017.  The NZTA 
board and MBIE are also required to approve the Detailed Business Cases prior to Ministerial 
Approval.  Ministerial approval by way of signing the funding agreement will be subject to 
community consultation and Council decision as part of the 10 Year Plan process. 

Strategic Regional Collaboration (Executive Director Special Projects) 
7. The purpose of this strategic regional collaboration section is to update elected members on 

the Council’s involvement in regional and sub-regional strategic planning partnerships. 

8. Waikato Mayoral Forum 

9. Strategic Outcomes Sought from Mayoral Forum Involvement: 

• The Waikato Mayoral Forum (which includes local mayors and the regional Council chair) 
is in the process of implementing an integrated work programme over three years which 
seeks to boost the regional economy and deliver multi-million dollar cost savings 
through collaboration. 

• The current areas of focus are the Waters CCO investigations, the Policy and Bylaw 
workstream, the Waikato Road Asset Technical Accord, the Waikato Economic 
Development Strategy and the Waikato Plan. 

10. A summary of the Mayoral Forum meetings is circulated after each meeting, and copies can be 
located at http://www.waikatomayoralforum.org.nz. 

11. Regional Technical Specifications: 

• The Regional Infrastructure Technical Specifications (RITS) (based on Hamilton’s 
Infrastructure Technical Specifications) has been released by Waikato Local Authority 
Shared Services (LASS) for targeted public consultation. 

• The RITS sets standards for design and construction of public infrastructure within the 
LASS sub-region. 

• Submissions are open for four weeks.  Hamilton City Council will continue to collaborate 
in this initiative and will submit feedback through the consultation process. 

12. Waikato Plan 

13. Strategic Outcomes sought from Waikato Plan involvement:  

• The Waikato Plan defines a long-term strategic direction for the region as a whole; 

• It identifies priorities for action and investment across the Waikato to support economic, 
social, cultural and environmental wellbeing; 

• It identifies opportunities for working together, and enabling Local Government to 
communicate with Central Government using ‘one voice’ to target resources and 
investment efficiently. 
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14. Waikato Plan Document 

• The final Waikato Plan was adopted by all partner Councils by 2 August 2017.  

• The implementation Joint Committee (the Waikato Plan Leadership Group) is being put 
in place.  The membership of the Group will cover: 

• The Independent Chairperson (non-elected member) 

• Local Government – five representatives 

• Tāngata whenua – up to six representatives 

• Business / Community – up to four representatives 

• Government Agencies – up to four representatives (non-voting) 

• The five local government members have already been selected. These are: 

• Waikato Regional Council – Alan Livingston (Waikato Regional Council Chair) 

• Hamilton – Mayor or Mayor’s appointee 

• Future Proof – Allan Sanson (Waikato DC Mayor) 

• Eastern Waikato – Toby Adams (Hauraki DC Deputy Mayor) 

• Southern Waikato – Brian Hanna (Waitomo DC Mayor) 

• The first Leadership Group is scheduled for 18 September 2017.  Implementation details 
will be finalised in October 2017.  The formal launch of Plan has been postponed until 
after the general election and will be scheduled for November/December. 

15. Future Proof 

16. Strategic Outcomes sought from Future Proof involvement: 

• The Strategy is a broad scale, long-term, integrated land-use and infrastructure strategy 
prepared under the Local Government Act 2002. 

• The Strategy provides a framework for co-operatively managing growth and setting goals 
for future implementation.  The importance of Hamilton as the major growth area for the 
sub-region is a core part of the Strategy. 

• The Strategy seeks to ensure the costs and resources required to fund and manage 
infrastructure, such as transport, wastewater, stormwater, recreation and cultural 
facilities, are identified and provided for. 

17. Strategy Update (Phase One) 

• The Future Proof partners have produced a draft Future Proof Strategy May 2017.  This 
updates the Future Proof Growth Strategy and Implementation Plan 2009. 

• The draft Strategy was open for public feedback from 12 June 2017 to 21 July 2017.  A 
total of 45 submissions were received.  Public hearings took place on 28 and 30 August 
2017.  Decisions will be made by the Future Proof Joint Committee in October and a final 
Strategy will be referred back to partner Councils for adoption in November. 
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18. Strategic Waters Matters 

19. Strategic outcomes sought from involvement in strategic water issues and processes:  

• The interests of Hamilton communities are taken into account. 
• Links between the various processes underway in Future Proof, the Waikato Mayoral 

Forum (Waters CCO investigations), the Healthy Rivers Plan Change, and other strategic 
waters matters are recognised in an integrated way. 

• Statutory requirements for HCC to provide sanitary services and cater for growth are 
recognised by regional and central government. 
 

20. Water Delivery Model (Waters CCO):  

• Hamilton City Council and Waipa District Council have resolved to support a shared waters 
management company model. Waikato District Council is still in the process of reviewing 
its position, and has indicated it won’t formally have a Council decision until November 
2017. 

• There are some matters to be discussed between the Councils (via the Governance Group) 
prior to any public consultation occurring, which will form part of the next stage of the 
process. 

• Subject to agreement being reached between the Councils and a decision to proceed, 
public consultation on the preferred waters delivery model will either occur with the 2018-
2028 draft 10 Year Plan or later this year (Waipa District Council Governance Group have 
indicated they intend to consult prior to Christmas so that they have a confirmed position 
to include in their 10 Year Plan). 

• The Hamilton Waters Governance Group is meeting on 11 September 2017 to discuss the 
project. 

Access Hamilton Task Force Update (City Infrastructure)  
21. The task force met twice since the last Growth and Infrastructure Committee meeting.  The 

minutes from the 12 July meeting are available for Councillors on the network.   

22. At the 12 July 2017 meeting there was discussion and development of proposed 10 year 
targets for the Access Hamilton Programme.  The task force agreed the following proposed 
targets.   Staff agreed to develop a draft preferred programme to achieve the 10 year targets.  
The task force also requested that HCC staff work in partnership with WRC and NZTA to 
develop a mass transit plan in the 17/18 financial year.  This will guide infrastructure and 
service delivery requirements to achieve the mode share targets. 
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Access Hamilton Programme targets as agreed by the Task Force 

  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

23. The second meeting was held on 29 August 2017.  The task force considered the draft 
preferred programme and discussed prioritisation of activities and alignment with the strategy.  
It was acknowledged that the preferred programme is subject to ongoing discussion with 
elected members through the 2018-28 10-Year Plan. It is also noted that the targets may 
change depending on the programme of work that is eventually funded by all three transport 
agencies Hamilton City Council, Waikato Regional Council (public transport services) and New 
Zealand Transport Agency.   

24. The task force did not have sufficient time to work through the entire programme and agreed 
that the conversation would continue at the September 2017 task Force meeting.  It was 
agreed by the Chair and elected members present that the full report to Growth and 
Infrastructure Committee scheduled for this meeting, be postponed to the 24 October 2017 
meeting. 

Parking Taskforce Update (City Infrastructure)  
25. The task force has met once since the last Growth and Infrastructure Committee.  The minutes 

from the 17 August 2017 meeting are available for Councillors on the network. 
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26. At this meeting staff tabled a draft public facing communication plan associated with the roll 
out of the new parking technology and free two hour parking offering commencing from 
October 2017.  Key components of the plan include: 

• Flyers and posters 
• Radio advertising (NZME, Mediaworks) 
• Print advertising (Hamilton Press, Hamilton News) 
• Neighbourly advertising (Fairfax) 
• Coverage in City News 
• Social media posts (Facebook) 

27. The plan was well received and staff have been asked to include the use of ‘Parking 
Ambassadors’ in addition to our parking staff to hand out flyers and generally engage with the 
public about the parking offering and how to use the mobile app. 

28. The installation of the parking technology is well underway and on track to be in place and 
operational from October 2017. 

29. The next taskforce meeting (including parking project update) is scheduled for 6 September 
2017.  

Financial Considerations 
30. There are no financial implications in relation to the information provided in this report.  

Legal and Policy Considerations 
31. Not applicable.  This report is for information purposes only. 

Cultural Considerations 
32. Not applicable.  This report is for information purposes only. 

Sustainability Considerations 
33. Not applicable.  This report is for information purposes only. 

Risks 
34. There are no known risks associated with this matter. 

Significance & Engagement Policy 

Significance 

35. Not applicable.  This report is for information purposes only. 

Engagement 

36. Not applicable.  This report is for information purposes only. 

Attachments 
There are no attachments for this report.  
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Committee: Growth and Infrastructure 

Committee 
Date: 12 September 2017 

Author: Kelvyn Eglinton Authoriser: Kelvyn Eglinton  

Position: General Manager City Growth  Position: General Manager City Growth  

Report Name: Hamilton Central Business Association - Year End report to 30 June 2017 
 
 

Report Status Open  

Purpose 
1. To inform the Growth and Infrastructure Committee regarding the Hamilton Central Business 

Association’s (HCBA) year end report to 30 June 2017 and the strategic plan for 2016/2019. 

 

Executive Summary 
3. The report is provided in line with the Business Improvement District (BID) policy reporting 

requirements for annual reports from HCBA.   

4. A set of audited financial statements will be available for distribution to the Committee when 
complete. These are due to be sent to Council by late September 2017.  

5. Vanessa Williams (General Manager) and Sarah King (Acting Chair) will be in attendance at the 
meeting and will speak to this report on both the results from the 2016/17 year and the focus 
of the HCBA future direction and strategy going forward. 

Attachments 
Attachment 1 - HCBA Report 12 months to 30 June 2017  

 

Staff Recommendation 
2.       That the Growth and Infrastructure Committee receives the report. 
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Committee: Growth and Infrastructure 

Committee 
Date: 12 September 2017 

Author: Sean Murray Authoriser: Sean Murray  

Position: General Manager Venues, 
Tourism and Major Events  

Position: General Manager Venues, 
Tourism and Major Events  

Report Name: Hamilton and Waikato Tourism Limited - Year End report to 30 June 2017 
 
 

Report Status Open  

Purpose 
1. To inform the Growth and Infrastructure Committee regarding the Hamilton and Waikato 

Tourism (HWT) Year End report to 30 June 2017.  
 

Staff Recommendation 
2. That the Growth and Infrastructure Committee receives the report. 
 

Background 
3. HWT is a subsidiary company of Waikato Regional Airport Limited. 

4. The report is provided as a condition of HWT’s three-year service level agreement with Council 
for 2015 to 2018 (aligned to the 10-Year Plan). A copy of HWT’s Schedule of Services 2016-17 is 
attached for the Committee’s information.  

5. HWT is supported by six other councils with a total funding pool across all partner Councils of 
$1,215,000. The following table provides a contribution breakdown from the partnering 
councils. HWT also raises funding contributions and leverages its partnerships with private 
sector interests. 

6. Table 1: Council funding of Hamilton and Waikato Tourism: 

Council  Annual Funding  

Hamilton City Council  $585,000 

Waipa District Council  $150,000 

Waikato District Council  $150,000 

Matamata-Piako District Council  $150,000 

Otorohanga District Council  $ 60,000 

South Waikato District Council  $ 60,000 

Waitomo District Council  $ 60,000 

Total  $1,215,000 
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7. HWT’s Chief Executive Jason Dawson will be present at the meeting to speak to the report and 
answer any questions.  

 

Attachments 
Attachment 1 - Hamilton and Waikato Tourism Limited - Schedule of Services 2016-17 

Attachment 2 - Hamilton and Waikato Tourism Limited - Year End Report to 30 June 2017  
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Committee: Growth and Infrastructure 

Committee 
Date: 12 September 2017 

Author: Karen Saunders Authoriser: Kelvyn Eglinton  

Position: Group Business Manager - City 
Growth  

Position: General Manager City Growth  

Report Name: Garden Place Redesign Proposal 
 
 

Report Status Open  

Purpose 
1. To inform the Growth and Infrastructure Committee of the Garden Place redesign proposal 

prepared by Matt Stark, Steve McLennan and Brian White. 

Staff Recommendation 
2. That the Growth and Infrastructure Committee receives the report. 

Discussion 
3. Matt, Steve and Brian will attend the meeting to present their design concept and to answer 

questions from elected members. 

4. The press release around the proposed Garden Place concept is attached (Attachment 1). 

5. The proposed Garden Place design concept is also attached (Attachment 2). 

A video has been prepared and will be provided to the meeting but can also be viewed at  
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=o7fQkl7SgVw&feature=youtu.be 

Financial Considerations 

6. The proposal is currently still at concept stage and any financial considerations would be 
considered as part of the 2018-28 10-Year Plan. 

7. Partnership funding would be investigated. 

Risks 

8. There are no known risks associated with this matter.  

Significance & Engagement Policy 

Significance 

9. Staff have considered the key considerations under the Significance and Engagement Policy 
and have assessed this proposal has a moderate level of significance. 
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Engagement 

10. Engagement would be undertaken as part of the 10-Year Plan process. 

Attachments 
Attachment 1 - Press Release - Proposed Redesign of Garden Place 

Attachment 2 - Garden Place Design Concept  
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Committee: Growth and Infrastructure 

Committee 
Date: 12 September 2017 

Author: Amy Viggers Authoriser:   

Position: Committee Advisor  Position:   

Report Name: Cycling Action Network Update  
 
 

Report Status Open  
 

Purpose 
1. To inform the Growth and Infrastructure Committee on the progress of the Cycling Action 

Network.  

2. Cycling Action Network representatives will present a verbal report. 
 

Staff Recommendation 
3. That the Growth and Infrastructure Committee receives the report. 

Attachments 
There are no attachments for this report. 
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Committee: Growth and Infrastructure 

Committee 
Date: 12 September 2017 

Author: Jason Harrison Authoriser: Chris Allen  

Position: City Transportation Unit 
Manager  

Position: General Manager City 
Infrastructure  

Report Name: Te Awa Cycle Project 
 
 

Report Status Open  

Purpose  
1. To seek approval of Council’s preferred cycle route through Hamilton City which will form part 

of the Te Awa Cycle project. 

Staff Recommendation 
2. That the Growth and Infrastructure Committee approves the cycleway route through Hamilton 

as Council’s preferred route, subject to staff concluding consultation with key stakeholders, 
and securing Council’s share of any funding required as part of the approved 2018-28 10 Year 
Plan. 

Executive Summary 
3. Council is one of six project partners (Waikato District Council, Waipa District Council, Waikato 

Regional Council, Te Awa River Ride, New Zealand Transport Agency) working together to 
consider and deliver the Te Awa Cycleway project. 

4. Project partners have been working to identify the preferred route for the cycleway through 
the various local/regional authorities. This report refers to the missing section of Te Awa 
through Hamilton City. 

5. For the Hamilton section of work the preferred route identified will require a new cycleway to 
be constructed alongside the river from Cobham Drive, connecting into the existing boardwalk 
at Hammond Park, and new cycleway from the boardwalk to the city boundary at Mangaonua 
Stream. 

6. Staff have advised the other project partners that further community engagement is required 
with key stakeholders regarding the new sections of cycleway identified as part of the 
preferred route as Hammond Park is classified as a significant natural area within the District 
Plan, and is in close proximity to known Maaori sites of interest. 

7. Te Awa and NZ Transport Agency, who are managing the project, have asked for unanimous 
agreement of the preferred route from project partners so that the respective partners can 
proceed with considering funding for their sections of the project. 

8. Each Chief Executive has been asked to sign off on the preferred route and prior to doing this 
staff are seeking Council’s conditional endorsement of the preferred route as outlined in the 
recommendation. 

Growth and Infrastructure Committee Agenda 12 September 2017- OPEN Page 71 of 140 



 

Item
 12 

Background 
9. Once completed the Te Awa Cycle project  will stretch 70 kms along the Waikato River from 

Ngaruawahia in the north to Horahora in the south (south of Cambridge), connecting cycling 
networks in Ngaruawahia, Hamilton, Tamahere and Cambridge, and provide links to facilities 
including the Waikato river, schools, the velodrome, and associated community facilities.  The 
Hamilton to Cambridge shared path forms part of this project. 

10. There are six project partners working together to deliver Te Awa: 

• Hamilton City Council (HCC) 
• Waipa District Council 
• Waikato District Council 
• Waikato Regional Council 
• Te Awa River Ride 
• New Zealand Transport Agency (NZTA) 

11. The investment objectives for this project include: 

• Increased availability and access to walking and cycle paths between Hamilton and 
Cambridge by 2021 

• Significantly improve the customer experience for cyclists and pedestrians between 
Hamilton and Cambridge by 2021 

• Increase cycling and walking in the area by 2021 (over 100,000 users/year based on 
capturing interested but concerned potential cyclists 

• Agree network and framework for governance and implementation across all 
contributing parties (agreement on route, standards and delivery)  

12. The Hamilton to Cambridge section of this project will look to enhance existing river paths, and 
where possible expand it to a width of 3m, and develop additional connections to key features 
within the City (refer Attachment 1).  A new section of cycle way will be required to complete 
the Hamilton section. 

13. This new section of cycleway will run alongside the river from Cobham Drive, connecting into 
the existing boardwalk at Hammond Park, and new cycleway from the boardwalk to the city 
boundary at Mangaonua Stream (refer Attachment 2).  Hammond Park is classified as a 
significant natural area within the District Plan. 

14. For the Hamilton section, specifically the areas requiring new sections of river path and 
utilising Hammond Park, there is further consultation to be undertaken with key stakeholders 
(including the Riverlea Environmental Protection Society; Iwi).  This consultation will need to 
be completed before the preferred route can be confirmed as a viable route, which in turn will 
allow the scope of works for the preferred route to be finalised and estimated. 

15. Once the consultation has been complete this will allow HCC staff to determine whether the 
preferred route is a viable option, assess and price the required scope of works, and request 
funding through the 2018-28 10 Year Plan. 

16. HCC staff have indicated to the other project partners that until consultation with our key 
stakeholders is completed we can only provide an initial endorsement of the preferred route 
subject to the following conditions been agreed: 

• The successful conclusion of consultation with key stakeholders (including the Riverlea 
Environment Protection Society; Iwi), 

• Securing Council’s share of any funding required as part of the approved 2018-28 10 
Year Plan. 
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Discussion 
17. HCC staff are seeking approval from the Growth and Infrastructure Committee to endorse the 

preferred cycleway route through Hamilton. Implementation of the cycleway would be subject 
to successfully concluding consultation with key stakeholders, and securing Council’s share of 
any funding required as part of the approved 2018-28 10 Year Plan. 

18. If the Committee’s endorsement of the preferred route is not given, this would delay the other 
project partners from progressing funding for their respective sections of the project. 

19. This project supports the delivery of Hamilton’s Biking Plan 2015 – 2045 which lists the ‘Te Awa 
River Ride South’ as one of its major projects identified to improve and extend the existing 
Hamilton biking network, and is seen as a key project in delivering the outcomes and goals of 
the plan. 

Options 

20. For the Hamilton section of the cycleway, where new cycleway is required, two options were 
identified. 

21. Option A (the preferred route) involves running alongside the river from Cobham Drive and 
connect into the existing boardwalk at Hammond Park.  This route continues the “river ride” 
theme providing an off road, scenic route for users. 

22. Option B is a on road route utilising the existing roading network through Hillcrest, however it 
is likely to require changes to the road layout to accommodate a cycleway (e.g. the lost of on 
street parking) and does not align with the “river ride” theme of the project. 

Financial Considerations 

23. The Committee is not being asked to approve or commit any budget at this time. 

24. Budget required for this project will be requested as part of the preferred transport 
programme to deliver on the Hamilton Transport Strategy (i.e. Access Hamilton) as part of the 
2018-28 10 Year Plan deliberations. 

25. Based on a high level assessment of this project, the Committee can expect to see a total 
budget request in the order of $4 million in years 1 and 2 of the 10 Year Plan (which assumes 
NZTA subsidy for this project). 

Cultural Considerations 

26. An initial meeting has been held with a representative of Te Haa o Te Whenua o Kirikiriroa 
(THaWK).  A further meeting with THaWK representatives is planned to discuss the preferred 
route. 

Risks 

27.  Key stakeholders may form the view that the Committee endorsing the preferred route is seen 
as Council pre-determining an outcome prior to completing engagement with them.  To date 
staff have looked to clearly state that identification of a preferred route is necessary to allow 
meaningful engagement to identify specific areas of concern/interest and does not indicate a 
pre-determined decision by Council. 

Significance & Engagement Policy 

Significance 

28. Staff have considered the key considerations under the Significance and Engagement Policy 
and have assessed that the matters in this report have a medium level of significance. 
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29. As the level of significance is assessed as medium staff are in the process of carrying out 
engagement with key stakeholders (including the Riverlea Environmental Society; Iwi). 

Engagement 

30. In addition to the engagement underway with Iwi staff have commenced engagement with the 
Riverlea Environmental Society.  Of particular focus for this group is the implication the 
preferred route could have on Hammond Park which is classified as a significant natural area 
within the District Plan.  This engagement has commenced but is yet to be concluded. 

Attachments 
Attachment 1 - Hamilton to Cambridge Route(s) 

Attachment 2 - Cycleway consultation plan 23-08-17  
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Committee: Growth and Infrastructure 

Committee 
Date: 12 September 2017 

Author: Jason Harrison Authoriser: Chris Allen  

Position: City Transportation Unit 
Manager  

Position: General Manager City 
Infrastructure  

Report Name: Dinsdale Roundabout Update 
 
 

Report Status Open  

Purpose 
1. To inform the Growth and Infrastructure Committee regarding the results of monitoring of the 

Dinsdale roundabout as requested by the Committee following changes made in March/April 
2017. 

Staff Recommendation 
2. That the Growth and Infrastructure Committee: 

a) receives the report; 

b) notes that no further changes are planned for Dinsdale Roundabout, including the free 
left turn into Dinsdale Road or Rifle Range Road intersection; and 

c) notes that any future changes should be considered as part of any future SH23 corridor 
study. 

Executive Summary 
3. Staff have supported the New Zealand Transport Agency (Transport Agency) to ensure the 

physical changes to the Dinsdale Roundabout (i.e. reinstatement of two lanes on Tuhikaramea 
Road, plus minor adjustments to some islands at the roundabout and associated road marking) 
were implemented as soon as practicable following the decision of the Growth and 
Infrastructure Committee in February 2017. 

4. The physical changes were carried out over March / April 2017. 

5. Since the completion of the physical works the Transport Agency has had further monitoring 
carried out to assess the impact of the changes. 

6. In summary the monitoring has shown: 

• The delays on Tuhikaramea Road have significantly reduced, 

• The average and worst case queues and delays on Whatawhata Road and Dinsdale Road 
have not significantly changed since the original changes were made in April/May 2016, 

• For Dinsdale Roundabout the Crash Analysis System (CAS) database shows that there are 
no crashes recorded following the changes completed in April 2017, although it is noted 
that there can be a delay of up to six months in data being available, and 
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• For Rifle Range Road the Crash Analysis System (CAS) database shows that there were 
no crashes recorded in the database after May 2016. 

7. Staff support the Transport Agency’s position that at this time no other further changes are 
proposed for either Dinsdale Roundabout, Dinsdale Road, or Rifle Range Road, and that any 
future changes should be considered as part of a wider SH23 corridor study which is scheduled 
for consideration in the 2018-2021 Regional Land Transport Plan. 

Background 
  

8. In April/May 2016 changes were made to the Dinsdale Roundabout which included the 
introduction of signalised pedestrian crossings along Massey Street and Whatawhata Road, 
reducing Tuhikaramea Road to one lane, and reconfiguration of the left turn slip lane onto Rifle 
Range Road.  

9. On 3 November 2016 Council received a petition from Dinsdale residents seeking to have 

• the two lanes from Tuhikaramea Road reinstated, and 

• white lines remarked, and  

• traffic cones removed ( being used to control behaviour).  

10. On 14 February 2017 the Growth and Infrastructure Committee considered these matters and 
some site changes proposed by NZ Transport Agency to address the concerns of petitioners.  

11. The Committee endorsed changes which included those requested by the petitioners plus 
some other minor adjustments to islands at the roundabout. 

12. The Committee also resolved that staff from both the Transport Agency and Council work 
together to complete further monitoring once the changes had been made, including the 
entrance to Dinsdale Road and access to and from Rifle Range Road and that a further update 
report come back to the 1 August 2017 Growth and Infrastructure Committee meeting.  

13. The changes endorsed by the Committee were implemented over March/April 2017. 

Discussion 
14. The traffic queues were surveyed by driving along each approach in turn, noting the position of 

the back of the queue and time taken to reach the limit line. This was undertaken for the traffic 
peaks (i.e. 7.45am – 8.45am; 4.45pm – 5.45pm) over several days to account for daily 
fluctuations in traffic levels.  Key observations measured were: 

• Average Queue length in metres 
• Average Delay in time 
• Worst Queue length in metres 
• Worst Queue delay in time 

15. Attachment one illustrates the queue and monitoring of Dinsdale Roundabout for the week 
ending 16 September 2016 and 12 May 2017 respectively. 

16. Staff have meet with the Transport Agency to review the monitoring and crash database 
information.  Key observations/points noted are: 

• The most recent changes have reduced the delays on Tuhikaramea Road, and have 
addressed the issues identified in the petition received by Council on 3 November 2016, 

• It is too soon since the most recent changes were implemented (April/May2017) to draw 
any conclusions from the CAS database, 
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• The focus of the Rifle Range Road intersection remains the safety of pedestrians crossing 
to either the school or residential properties and discouragement of heavy vehicle 
through movements along Rifle Range Road.  It is not proposed to reintroduce the 
problematic weaving previously associated with the left turn slip into Rifle Range Road, 

• A SH23 corridor study (which would include the intersection with Rifle Range Road, and 
Dinsdale Roundabout) is scheduled for consideration in the 2018-2021 RLTP, and 

• The Transport Agency continues to encourage traffic to use the state highway routes 
and their connections at peak periods. 

17. Dinsdale Roundabout 

18. For Dinsdale Roundabout the worst case delays on Tuhikaramea Road for the AM and PM peak 
have significantly reduced.  

19. Since the initial changes in April/May 2016 five crashes at the Dinsdale Roundbout have been 
recorded in the Crash Analysis System (CAS) database.  These crashes were non-injury crashes 
due to drivers failing to give way (4) and sudden braking/following too close (1).  No crashes 
have been recorded in the database following the further changes completed in April 2017 (i.e. 
May 2017 onwards). 

20. Whatawhata Road & Dinsdale Road 

21. The average and worst case queues and delays on Whatawhata Road and Dinsdale Road have 
not been significantly affected for both the AM and PM peak periods. 

22. In preparing this report the petition organiser was contacted and provided further feedback 
about queuing that occurs on the Whatawhata Road exit leg of the roundabout due to the 
operation of the signalised pedestrian crossing.  The operation of these signals has been 
reviewed and any queuing that does occur quickly dissipates. 

23. Rifle Range Road 

24. The changes made to the Rifle Range Road intersection were focussed on safety of pedestrians 
crossing to either the school or residential properties and to discourage heavy vehicle through 
movements along Rifle Range Road to SH1.  On balance this has been addressed but has 
increased the queuing and delays on Rifle Range Road in the PM peak. 

25. The problematic weaving that previously occurred as city bound vehicles came off the 
roundabout and changed lanes has been eliminated with the removal of the left turn slip lane 
into Rifle Range Road. 

26. For Rifle Range Road it was observed (12 May 2017) there is a number of left turning 
movements from Rifle Range Road to Massey Street, recorded in the AM and PM peaks, that 
perform a U-turn at Korimako Street to head west on Massey Street. 

27. No crashes have been recorded in the CAS database at the Massey Street/Rifle Range Road 
intersection after May 2016. 

28. Going forward the Transport Agency has noted that a SH23 corridor study (which would 
include the intersection with Rifle Range Road, and Dinsdale Roundabout) is being considered 
as part of the 2018-2021 Regional Land Transport Programme discussions. 

Engagement 

29. Staff have spoken to the petition organiser about the changes made in April/May this year.  
The feedback to staff is that these changes have addressed the queuing on Tuhikaramea Road 
and improved access to the Dinsdale shopping centre (from Tuhikaramea Road) 
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30. During the public forum of the Growth and Infrastructure Committee (14 February 2017) 
speakers also spoke about the changes to Rifle Range Road.  Staff have been in contact with 
these individuals and advised that it is not proposed that the left turn slip into Rifle Range Road 
be reintroduced and that going forward the Transport Agency is considering a SH23 corridor 
study (which would include the intersection with Rifle Range Road, and Dinsdale Roundabout) 
subject to it being approved as part of the 2018-2021 Regional Land Transport Programme. 

Attachments 
Attachment 1 - Queue diagram Week Ending 16 Sept 2016 & 12 May 2017  
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Committee: Growth and Infrastructure 

Committee 
Date: 12 September 2017 

Author: Jason Harrison Authoriser: Chris Allen  

Position: City Transportation Unit 
Manager  

Position: General Manager City 
Infrastructure  

Report Name: LED Street Lighting Upgrade 
 
 

Report Status Open  

Purpose  
1. To seek approval to replace street lights with new Light Emitting Diode (LED) luminaires.  

Staff Recommendation (Recommendation to the Finance Committee) 
2. That the Growth and Infrastructure Committee: 

a) receives the report; 

b) notes the development of a 5 stage programme to replace all existing luminaires within 
the road corridors controlled by Hamilton City Council with new Light Emitting Diode 
(LED) luminaires; 

c) approves the implementation of stage 1 of the overall programme to replace 
approximately 7,500 luminaires on residential streets with LED fittings, noting  this will be 
undertaken within existing 2017/18 transport budgets; 

d) approves the implementation of stage 2 of the overall programme to replace 
approximately 5,500 luminaires on arterial roads (excluding state highways) with LED 
fittings noting that the supply of the luminaires can be partly funded within existing 
2017/18 budgets; 

e) recommends to the Finance Committee approval of an additional local share funding of 
$194,000 in 2017/18 to complete the supply of the stage 2 luminaires to be managed 
through risks and opportunities; 

f) notes Council will be asked to prioritise the 2018/19 installation costs of $279,000 in the 
2018-28 10-Year Plan; 

f) approves a $5,700,000 extension to the Approved Contract Sum of $135,000,000  for 
Contract 12080; Transportation Maintenance and Renewals to $140,700,000 for the 
supply and installation of stage 1 and 2 luminaires; and 

g) notes that stages 3, 4 and 5 of the programme, being to replace decorative and amenity 
lights in the road corridor and to install additional infill lighting to improve lighting levels 
in specified areas, will be considered as part of the 2018-28 10-Year Plan. 
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Executive Summary 
3. Staff have developed a 5 stage programme to convert road corridor lighting to Light Emitting 

Diodes (LED) as follows 

• Stage 1- Residential street Lighting 

• Stage 2- Arterial Road lighting 

• Stage 3- Decorative lighting 

• Stage 4- Amenity lighting 

• Stage 5- Infill lighting 

4. Hamilton City Council (HCC) previously decided to undertake business case work only through 
the period 2015-18, and to consider capital funding to enable a replacement programme for 
LED’s as part of the 2018-28 10-Year Plan.  

5. The case for LED lighting is now quite compelling and the New Zealand Transport Agency 
(Transport Agency) is promoting adoption through a generic business case. 

6. The Transport Agency has recently introduced a time limited enhanced financial assistance 
rate (FAR) of 85% (usually 51%) to allow councils across the country to accelerate the 
replacement of existing non-LED luminaries.  The increased 85% FAR is only available until 30 
June 2018, after which it will return to 51%. 

7. There is a unique opportunity for HCC to consider converting 13,000 luminaires to LED over the 
next 2 years (stage 1 and 2) that optimises the enhanced FAR offer within the available time. 

8.  This opportunity is; 

• Supply and install stage 1 residential lighting at 85% FAR 

• Supply stage 2 luminaires for arterial roads at 85% FAR 

• Install stage 2 luminaires for arterial roads at normal FAR of 51% 

9. This will leave about 3,300  non-LED, although some of these luminaires will not attract a 
Transport Agency subsidy (amenity lights) and those that do will only be at the normal 51% 
rate. 

10. The cost for Stage 1 is $2,750,000 and due to the enhanced FAR, HCC’s share of the costs will 
be $357,000. The replacement of the Stage 1 lights only has a payback period of 13.7 years. 
The payback period to HCC for its share of the investment will be 3.6 years (Attachment 1). 

11. The cost for Stage 1 and 2 as a package is $5,700,000 and due to the enhanced FAR, HCC’s 
share of the costs will be $993,000. The replacement of the Stage 1 lights only has a payback 
period of 11.9 years. The payback period to HCC for its share of the investment will be 4.2 
years (Attachment 2).  

12. The cost for Stage 1 to 5 is $9,100,000 and due to the enhanced FAR, HCC’s share of the costs 
will be $2,880,000. The full upgrade (Stages 1-5) has a payback period of 15 years.  The 
payback period to HCC for its share of the investment will be 9.7 years (Attachment 3). 

13. Stage 1 can be funded in 2017/18 through a mixture of the existing lighting renewal budget 
and some minor reallocations across the transport renewals. Additional funding will need to be 
allocated for stage 2 although the payback period through reductions in future renewal, 
maintenance and electricity budgets is within the 10 year period. 

14. The remaining stages can be considered as part of the 2018-28 10 Year Plan. 
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15. Staff are proposing to utilise the Infrastructure Alliance to undertake the supply and 
installation of the luminaires utilising the existing transportation maintenance and renewal 
contract arrangement (Contract 12080) which will require an extension of the Approved 
Contract Sum. 

16. The Infrastructure Alliance has put the supply of the stage 1 luminaires out to competitive 
tender and economies of scale have been created by jointly tendering this work with Waikato 
District Council.  

Background 
17. Hamilton city has an ageing street lighting network which is predominantly made up of High 

Pressure Sodium (HPS) luminaries nearing the end of their service life within the next 5-10 
years. The condition of the infrastructure is starting to result in increased maintenance costs 
above that which is budgeted and which is only likely to escalate without sizeable investment 
into the network. 

18. The city network (excluding state highways managed by the Transport Agency) has 15,200 
street lights consisting of 

• 7,500 on residential streets ( P category) 

• 5,500 on arterial roads (V category) 

• 2,200 decorative lights mainly in new subdivisions 

19. In addition to the street lights, the city has 1,100 under verandah amenity lights which are in 
the road corridor and managed by HCC. 

20. Light Emitting Diodes (LED) luminaries are now an attractive lighting alternative to traditional 
lamp technologies.  The advantages of LED products are well reported and experience around 
the world and New Zealand have demonstrated that this technology is mature enough for 
adoption on both, new installations and for retrofit onto existing networks.  Some of the key 
advantages of LEDs over our current HPSs include: 

• Maintenance and power-saving costs 
• More economic and environmentally-sustainable lighting solutions 
• Future proofed to enable smart technology 
• Better lighting quality will improve safety, and the perception of safety for residents 

21. HCC previously considered a transition to LED street lighting as part of the 2015-25 10 Year 
Plan and resolved to work on the business case only in the 3 year period and to consider the 
capital cost as part of the next 10-Year Plan (2018-28). This decision was based on an 
estimated cost of an LED rollout which included the luminaires and a suitable advanced control 
system with the assumption that the work may attract an NZ Transport Agency subsidy of 51%.  

22. While at the time of considering this project in 2014 LED technology was still emerging and 
there was not a consistent national view, the Transport Agency has since co-ordinated 
collective thinking between authorities in New Zealand and developed a standard business 
case and LED product approval methodologies.  

23. In order to assist Road Controlling Authorities in making the change to LED, the Transport 
Agency has introduced an increased financial assistance rate (FAR) of 85% (usually 51%) to 
allow councils across the country to access additional funding for the replacement of existing 
non-LED luminaries.  The increase 85% FAR is available until 30 June 2018, after which it will 
return to the normal 51%. This opportunity makes it very affordable to replace the residential 
and arterial street lights if we move quickly. 

24. Staff do not believe that the control technology is at a point where it can be successfully 
deployed, and the proposals in this report, which are similar to the other adopters around the 
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country, are based on replacing luminaires only but with luminaires which are compatible with 
any future control system roll out. 

25. In anticipation of a decision by HCC the Infrastructure Alliance has competitively tendered the 
supply of the luminaires alongside Waikato District Council who are also progressing 
replacement. In doing so regard has been given to the lessons learned from early adopters 
such as Auckland as to the best luminaires to use. 

Discussion 
26. Staff have developed a five stage programme to replace Council’s ageing HPS luminaries with 

LEDs which takes advantage of the Transport Agency’s limited time 85% FAR for stages 1 and 2 
only. 

• Stage 1; Residential lighting purchase and install 7,500 LED luminaries in 2017/18 
• Stage 2; Arterial lighting (excluding State Highways), purchase 5,500 LED luminaries in 

2017/18 and install these by 30 December 2018.  note: there won’t be time or resource 
available to physically install these this in 2017/18, however this work will need to be 
completed (i.e. luminaries installed by 30 December 2018) to be eligible for the 85% FAR 
on the purchase price, 

• Stage 3; Decorative lighting- consider supply and install 2,200 LED luminaires (at normal 
51% Transport Agency subsidy rates) as part of the Street Light Renewal activity 
between years 1 – 3 of the 2018-28 10 Year Plan, subject to approval, 

• Stage 4; Amenity lighting- consider supply and install 1,100 LED luminaires (which are 
unlikely to attract any Transport Agency subsidy) as part of the Street Light Renewal 
activity between years 1 – 3 of the 2018-28 10 Year Plan, subject to approval, 

• Stage 5; Infill lighting- A potential issue due to ‘lighting gaps’ in the network following 
the installation of LED lighting, will be addressed through an annual ‘upgrade’ 
programme of infill lights as part of the Street Light Renewal activity between years 2 – 6 
of the 2018-28 10 Year Plan, subject to approval. 

27. Staff propose that stages 1 and 2 be progressed over the next 2 financial years (2017/18 and 
2018/19) on the basis that Stage 1 can be funded within existing 2017/18 budgets due to the 
enhanced 85% FAR from the Transport Agency. Stage 2 will require additional funding although 
this has a payback within the 10 year period. 

28. Staff propose that stages 3, 4 and 5 be considered as part of the 2018/28 10-Year Plan, and 
that HCC advocates extension of the enhanced FAR to enable completion of the LED 
conversion programme. 

Financial Considerations 

29. Estimated Project Costs 
 

Project 
Component 

Description Estimated Project 
Cost 

HCC Share Funding Plan for HCC 
share 

Stage 1: 
Residential 
Lighting (P Cat) 

Purchase and 
install 7,500 LEDs 
in 2017/18 
(at 85% FAR); 

$2.750M  (2017/18) $0.357M  (2017/18) 
(accounts for $0.055 

extra subsidy) 

$0.520M funding is 
available from existing 
2017/18 renewal 
budgets 
An additional $0.055M 
can be claimed for 
work already 
completed at 
enhanced FAR 
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Stage 2: 
Arterial  Lighting 
(V Cat)  
(excl SHs) 

Purchase 5,500 
LEDs in 2017/18 
(at 85% FAR); 
 
 
Install 5,500 LEDs 
by 30 Dec 2018 
(at 51% FAR); 

$2.380M  (2017/18) 
 
 
 
 

$0.570M  (2018/19) 
 

 $2.946M           Total 

$0.357M  (2017/18) 
 
 
 
 

$0.279M  (2018/19) 
 

   $0.636M           Total 

$0.163 from existing 
budgets leaving a 
balance of $0.194M in 
2017/18 
 
Total additional 
funding required in 
2018/19 is $0.279 
 

Stage 1 and 2 totals (rounded) $5.70M $0.993M  
Stage 3: 
Decorative 
Lighting 

Purchase 2,200 
LEDs in 2018/19; 
 
Install 2,200 LEDs 
in 2019/20; 

$1.905M $0.933M Subject to approved 
LED product 
availability, and 
approved funding in 
the 2018-28 10 Year 
Plan; 

Stage 4: 
Amenity 
Lighting 

Replace existing 
amenity lighting 
in 2020/21 

$0.450M $0.450M Subject to funding 
approved in the 2018-
28 10 Year Plan (note; 
unlikely to attract FAR) 

Stage 5: 
Infill Lighting 

Supply and 
installation of 
columns & LEDs 
to address 
lighting gaps in 
the network over 
a 5 year period 
from 2019/20 to 
2023/24; 

$1.020M $0.500M Subject to funding 
approved in the 2018-
28 10 Year Plan 

Stage 3,4 and 5 total (rounded) S3.40M $1.88M  
Programme Totals (rounded) $9.10M $2.88M  

30. The total HCC cost (local share) to implement stages 1 and 2 over 2 financial years is $993,000. 
Of this $714,000 is required in 2017/18 and $279,000 in 2018/19 

31. The following funding ($575,000) is available in the 2017/18 financial year for this project 

• $520,000 from existing renewal budgets 

• $55,000 that can be back claimed from the Transport Agency at a higher FAR (85%) for 
work completed on the business case and trial LED installations. 

32. This means that stage 1 can be undertaken within existing budgets. This is the highest benefit 
replacement and staff recommend proceeding with this. 

33. To purchase the stage 2 luminaires in 2017/18 to take advantage of the 85% FAR will require 
additional funding of $194,000 which would need to go on the risk and opportunities schedule. 
The cost of installing the luminaires in 2018 /19 of $279,000 (local share) would also be 
additional and would have to be built into the 2018-28 10-Year Plan, noting that it would be 
offset within the 10 years by reduced costs. Staff also recommend proceeding with stage 2. 

34. Staff propose to use the Infrastructure Alliance for the supply and installation of the stage 1 
and stage 2 LED lighting project on the basis that they are our contracted supplier for lighting 
services. 

35. In anticipation of a decision by HCC the Infrastructure Alliance has competitively tendered the 
supply of the stage 1 luminaires alongside Waikato District Council who are also progressing 
replacement. 
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36. The stage 1 and stage 2 project cost is $5,700,000. In order to get the Infrastructure Alliance to 
do this work an increase in the Approved Contract Sum of contract 12080 will be required as 
this work was not in the envisaged scope of the Alliance work.  

37. Growth and Infrastructure Committee approved a 3 year extension to contract 12080 and a 
revised Approved Contract sum of $135,000,000 (over 7 years to 30 June 2020) at its March 
2017 meeting. A revised Approved Contract Sum of $140,700,000 will be required to 
undertake stage 1 and 2 of the LED project. 

38. Stages 3 to 5  are currently proposed in the draft Access Hamilton programme and will only be 
undertaken subject to been approved as part of the 2018-28 10 year plan. 

39. Attachment 1, 2 and 3 set out the more detailed analysis of the relevant financial 
considerations.  

40. Once the replacement to LED is approved the existing assets (luminaries only) will have much 
shorter lives. This will require the useful lives of the existing assets to be reduced to align with 
the timing of the replacement programme. The effect on the operating result of reducing the 
useful lives will be higher depreciation expenditure over the replacement programme period. 

Sustainability Considerations 

41. This LED project contributes to the sustainable management focus of Access Hamilton which 
provides a long-term strategic vision to meet the changing travel demands of the city by 
providing a sustainable transport system.  Specifically it contributes to Hamilton’s 
environmental sustainability objectives by increasing the efficiency with which we use energy. 

42. This project delivers on the sustainability principles adopted by HCC specifically principle 7 
‘Council works to improve the resource efficiency and health of homes, businesses and 
infrastructure in our city’. 

Risks 
  

43. In other centres where LEDs are being installed there are media reports that the difference in 
the colour of lights and the different focus of the beams has meant there have been some 
perceptions in some areas that the lighting is not as good. 

44. Testing shows light levels are at least as good as before the installation, but the contract 
between the white light and ‘unlit’ areas is greater. 

45. To minimise this risk, as a trial, the Infrastructure Alliance has previously installed LEDs in 
residential streets around Waikato University with good results from resident feedback and 
measured lighting lux levels. 

46. The Infrastructure Alliance has also identified with suppliers a larger wattage and range of 
units and colour that could be used on our network to ensure lighting levels and compliance is 
maximised. 

47. To minimise risk further, each street will be assessed to identify any areas that may require 
infill lighting at a later stage and to maximise the new LED light output.  

48. A tree trimming programme will also be deployed and a communications plan has been 
developed. 

49. Another risk identified is that executing an accelerated programme of work over a compressed 
timeframe could result in a ‘bow wave’ effect in 15-20 years time in terms of renewals which 
would need to be managed through future 10 year plan applications for transportation street 
lighting renewals. 
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Significance & Engagement Policy 

Significance 

50. Staff considered the following factors under the Significance and Engagement Policy:  

The level of financial consequences of the proposal or decision required. 

The proposal affect the level of service of a significant activity (including commencing or 
ceasing an activity) or involves transfer the ownership or control of strategic assets. 

51. Based on these factors, staff have assessed that the recommendations in this report have a low 
significance. This is based on the assessment that when compared to Council’s existing High 
Pressure Sodium luminaries that LEDs are expected to provide maintenance and power-
savings, are more economic and environmentally-sustainable, are future proofed to enable 
smart technology, and provide a better lighting quality. 

Engagement 

52. Given the low level of significance, staff are preparing a communication plan that will be used 
to provide the community with balanced and objective information to assist understanding 
about the LED street lighting upgrade programme. 

Attachments 
Attachment 1 - Stage 1; P Category Financial Analysis 

Attachment 2 - Stage 2; P and V  Category Financial Analysis 

Attachment 3 - All Stages; Financial Analysis  
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Committee: Growth and Infrastructure 

Committee 
Date: 12 September 2017 

Author: Maire Porter Authoriser: Chris Allen  

Position: Water Operations Manager  Position: General Manager City 
Infrastructure  

Report Name: Valley Terrace Stormwater Pipe Remedial Works 
 
 

Report Status Open  

Purpose  
1. To inform the Growth and Infrastructure Committee of the preferred remedial option for the 

failed Valley Terrace stormwater pipe following further technical assessment and also outline 
the outcome of consultation with adjacent property owners and Waikato Regional Council. 

2. To seek approval to progress with planning, consenting and implementation of physical works 
to remediate the failed Valley Terrace private stormwater pipe.  

 

Staff Recommendation (Recommendation to Council) 

3. That the Growth and Infrastructure Committee recommends that Council: 

a) approves a total project budget of up to $591,000 to enable staff to progress with 
planning, consenting and implementation of physical works to remove and replace the 
failed Valley Terrace stormwater pipe; 

b) delegates authority to the General Manager City Infrastructure to finalise negotiations 
with the property owner from 12 Valley Terrace on the extent of any contribution to 
project works; 

c) approves that ownership of the new proposed piped structure transfers to the Council 
and that the Council accepts all future maintenance and renewal obligations; and 

d) approves staff to progress with the establishment of appropriate easements in gross on 
property titles of 10, 12 and 14 Valley Terrace to allow for future access to piped 
structure for inspection, maintenance and renewal purposes. 

 

Executive Summary 
4. A private stormwater pipe located in an un-named tributary to the Waikato River at the rear of 

10, 12 and 14 Valley Terrace has failed causing significant erosion and adverse environmental 
effects.  The pipe has been assessed as being in extremely poor condition and needs to be 
replaced. 

5. Council has undertaken reactive works and investigations to meet its obligations under its 
Comprehensive Stormwater Discharge Consent to maintain the flow in the unnamed tributary. 
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6. An analysis of remedial options and discussions with Waikato Regional Council and affected 
property owners has occurred with the objective of determining the most appropriate 
remedial action to prevent further adverse effects. 

7. Staff now recommend that physical works to remove and replace the failed stormwater piped 
structure are progressed, as detailed in paragraph 22 below. 

8. Access works are proposed to start in December 2017, with the main physical works starting in 
January 2018 and taking up to 12 weeks to complete. 

9. Staff consider the matters in this report to have low significance and that the 
recommendations comply with the Council’s legal requirements.  

Background 
10. Finance Committee received a report on Valley Terrace Stormwater Pipe remedial works at its 

11 April 2017 meeting. The report was in public excluded in order to protect the privacy of 
natural persons and to maintain legal professional privilege. 

11. The report indicted work required to remediate a failed stormwater pipe in private property 
that had been installed in the 1950’s under 4 to 5 metres of fill. Staff maintain that the pipe is a 
private asset installed for the sole benefit of 12 Valley Terrace (refer Attachment 1 and 2). 

12. The damaged pipe is restricting stormwater flow in an unnamed tributary to the Waikato River 
and posing erosion risk to several properties in the vicinity. These matters indicated that 
Council had some role to play in resolving the issue through its obligations under its 
Comprehensive Stormwater Management Consent (CSDC). 

13. The matter is a longstanding complex issue that has required substantial effort to understand 
all of the remedial and funding options and it was considered necessary to have an agreement 
in principle from Council about funding in order to progress any remedial works. 

14. Committee resolved for Staff to advise the property owner of 12 Valley Terrace that Council 
had considered the matter and had agreed in principle to accept funding responsibility and 
some contribution by the property owner/s. 

15. Staff were also requested to report back to the Growth and Infrastructure Committee to 
obtain a decision on the remedial option once further information was available. This 
information related in particular to the ability to obtain a resource consent for any remedial 
option, to gain the broader acceptance of adjacent property owners to the remedial work and 
the cost of the remedial works. 

16. Two options for remediation were presented to Committee. Option A to remove the pipe in its 
entirety and revert the piped structure back to a natural gully and Option B to replace the pipe. 
There was insignificant information at that point in time for staff to recommend an option 
although staff did indicate a preference for Option A. 

17. The land owner had a strong preference for Option B and also disputed that the pipe was a 
private asset. 

18. Committee were advised that the estimated cost to remediate the failed pipe was $550,000. 
Committee were advised that if the pipe replacement option was chosen and Council chose to 
be the owner of the new asset, the work could be substantially capitalised, otherwise 
operational funding would be required. 

19. Committee were also advised that staff considered a landowner contribution could be by way 
of any planting in addition to that required to comply with any consents.  

20. Council has been kept up to date with progress on this project through the General Manager 
report to Growth and Infrastructure Committee. 
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Discussion 

Preferred Remedial Solution 

21. Substantial technical assessment work and consultation with affected properties and the 
nearby community has now been completed and staff are in a position to recommend to 
Committee that the remedial works are based on replacing the failed pipe with a larger pipe 
and for Council to assume ongoing ownership of the pipe. 

22. This recommendation is based on; 

• Geotechnical considerations that indicate given the passage of time an open cut may 
be unstable 

• Positive discussions with Waikato Regional Council in regards to ability to obtain 
appropriate consents 

• Positive discussions with affected properties and property owners in the vicinity of the 
Valley Terrace Gully. 

23. If the recommendation to proceed with remedial works is not approved, the following effects 
may occur: 

• Erosion and subsidence will continue to occur and impact significantly on the property of 
12 Valley Terrace as well as compromising the safety of anyone immediately above or 
below the subsided area.  

• Council being unable to meet its obligations specified in the CSDC to maintain the flow 
of the unnamed tributary. 

• The need for continued management of third party land issues and ongoing legal 
negotiations that could impact negatively on Councils reputation. 

Completion of Physical Works 

24. HEB Construction will be engaged to complete physical works under existing Contract 14378 - 
Three Waters Network Physical Works as the works fall within the contract scope and 
Approved Contract Sum. 

25. The physical works are expected to start in January 2018 and take approximately 10 to 12 
weeks to complete. 

26. In preparation for works starting in January 2018, some enabling works to create an access 
route into the Valley Terrace Gully from Horne Street is likely to take place in December 2017.  
Discussions are currently underway with the affected property owner to confirm arrangements 
for this to occur. 

Ownership of Piped Structure  

27. The staff view is that the current failed pipe structure is a private asset. 

28. Staff have undertaken investigations and actions in order to fulfil Council’s obligations under 
the CSDC to maintain the flow of the unnamed tributary.  

29. As the piped structure is located over multiple properties, it would be challenging for the 
property owners of 10, 12 and 14 Valley Terrace to share ownership responsibilities and 
efficiently undertake the required physical works and ongoing inspections, maintenance and 
renewal activities. 

30. The staff recommendation is that ownership of the proposed new pipe structure should 
transfer to Council on the basis that the pipe will be an integral part of the City’s Stormwater 
network and staff have the appropriate skills and experience to manage this type of water 
asset. 
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31. As the new proposed piped structure would be located on private property, staff are also 
recommending that appropriate Easements in Gross are established to provide access to 
Council staff and/or Contractors to complete required inspections, maintenance and renewal 
activities. 

Financial Considerations 

32. The total remaining cost to complete this project is $591,000, which is not funded in 
the2017/18 Annual Plan.  

Type of Costs 2017/18 Year Future Years  

Capital Expenditure Approved 
budget 

Costs incurred Unfunded  

Design Works $ 0 $ 37,875 $  96,000 $ 0 
Consenting $ 0 $ 0 $  10,000 $ 0 
Physical Works  $ 0 $ 0 $485,000 $ 0 
Total Capex $ 0 $37,875 $591,000 $ 0 

Note: The costs included in the table above are based on engineer’s estimates and include a 30% contingency for the 
physical works activity due to the unknown ground conditions.33. The financial implication of the 
recommendation is that there is no capital funding available for the works to be completed so 
the project will need to be included on the organisational Risk and Opportunity Register.  

34. Costs associated with the investigation and response to manage the impact of erosion within 
the Valley Terrace Gully has been incurred in previous financial years and are additional the 
costs outlined above. These additional costs were funded from existing operational budgets 
over two financial years and are summarised below. 

Type of Costs 2015/16 Year 2016/17 Year 

Operational Expenditure Costs incurred Costs incurred 

Legal Advice $  2,942 $  23,194 

Investigation 
Investigations and surveying  by Consultancy and 
Contractors 

$13,867 $117,241 

Contingency Response  
Physical works completed by Council staff/contractors 
to maintain flow in Valley Terrace unnamed tributary 

$  4,929 $  23,239 

Total Opex $21,738 $163,675 

Legal and Policy Considerations 

35. Staff confirm that the staff recommendation complies with the Council’s legal and policy 
requirements and ensures that Council continues to meet its obligations under the CSDC to 
ensure that stormwater remains free flowing. 

Sustainability Considerations 

36. The staff recommendation primarily supports delivery of the Council’s Sustainability Principles, 
namely, Principle 3 – Council anticipates and acts to prevent or mitigate environmental 
degradation where there are threats of serious or irreversible damage. It achieves this through 
the remediation of the failed private stormwater pipe and assuming the ongoing ownership of 
the pipe to ensure it is maintained and renewed appropriately to prevent future 
environmental impacts 
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 Risks 

37. If remedial works are not undertaken, there are several risks that could arise: 

• Continued erosion and subsidence occurring which will impact significantly on the 
property of 12 Valley Terrace as well as compromising the safety of anyone immediately 
above or below the subsided area.  

• Council being unable to meet its obligation within the CSDC to maintain the flow of the 
unnamed tributary. 

• Continued management of third party land issues and ongoing legal negotiations that 
could impact negatively on Councils reputation. 

38. The risks associated with the staff recommendations are: 

• That by assuming the ongoing ownership of the piped structure that Council will be 
responsible for all operational and renewal costs and any future erosion that may occur 
as a result of the structure.  

• Access for the ongoing inspection, maintenance and renewal of the piped structure is 
limited due to the infrastructure being located on private property.  This is mitigated by 
negotiated agreements and the establishments of appropriate easements in gross on 10, 
12 and 14 Valley Terrace to secure access to the piped structure. 
 

39. The cost of works has been assessed based on Consultant and Contractor estimations received 
to date. As this project involves significant earthworks in a sensitive environment there is 
potential for unexpected time delays and additional costs as a result of variable ground 
conditions and continued erosion occurring. 

Significance & Engagement Policy 

Significance 

40. Staff considered the following factors under the Significance and Engagement Policy:  

The level of financial consequences of the proposal or decision required. 
The portion of the community affected by the proposal or decision. 

41. Based on these factors, staff have assessed that the recommendations in this report have low 
significance.  

Engagement 

42. Community views and preferences are already known to the Council.  These were obtained 
through meetings with directly affected property owners of 10, 12 and 14 Valley Terrace and 
from feedback received from property owners in the vicinity of the Valley Terrace gully that 
attended a Community Information session on 10 August 2017.  

43. Given the low level of significance, staff recommend the level of further engagement is 
informing affected property owners of progress with the completion of approved remedial 
works. Engagement is proposed as regular updates throughout the term of the physical 
remedial works.  

 

Attachments 
Attachment 1 - Location of Valley Terrace Gully and Stream 

Attachment 2 - Unlogged Culvert Pipe Approximate Location  
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Committee: Growth and Infrastructure 

Committee 
Date: 12 September 2017 

Author: Ken Cunningham Authoriser: Chris Allen  

Position: Strategic Land Manager  Position: General Manager City 
Infrastructure  

Report Name: Road Stopping - Part of Hillsborough Tce 
 
 

Report Status Open  

Purpose  
1. To seek a recommendation to Council for approval for the stopping of approximately 530m2 of 

Hillsborough Terrace and selling it to the adjoining property owner, I M Martin Family Trust. 
 

Staff Recommendation (Recommendation to Council) 
2. That the Growth and Infrastructure Committee: 

a) receives the report. 

b) recommends to Council approval for approximately 530m2 of road at Hillsborough Terrace 
(subject to survey and shown on Attachment 1) be stopped and sold to the I M Martin 
Family Trust, subject to: 

i. any objection received from a public consultation process that remains unresolved is 
reported back to Committee for consideration. 

ii. the sale and purchase price being agreed to. 

iii. the transfer of land is not completed until resource consent is granted by Council, in 
its regulatory capacity, for the proposed development. 

iv. a title being issued by Land Information New Zealand for the stopped road land. 

v. the stopped road land being amalgamated with the adjoining property’s title. 

vi. all costs associated with the road stopping and sale and purchase processes being 
met by the I M Martin Family Trust. 

c) recommends Council delegates to the Chief Executive authority to: 

i. sign all documentation relating to the road stopping. 

ii. negotiate the sale and purchase of the road stopping land, subject to a registered 
valuation report being obtained that has a valuation date of no more than two months 
prior to the signing of the sale and purchase agreement, which supports the sale and 
purchase price. 

iii. sign all documentation relating to the sale and purchase of the land. 
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Executive Summary 
3. Ian Martin of the I M Martin Family Trust (Family Trust) has requested that an area of 

approximately 530m2 of Hillsborough Terrace be stopped and sold to the Family Trust to 
enable better development of its adjoining property. Refer Attachment 1. 

4. A concept plan has been provided for a 15 unit apartment development, and carparking 
facilities, if the road stopping is successful. Refer Attachment 2. 

5. The Family Trust’s property is zoned as Residential Intensification in terms of the October 2016 
Partly Operative District Plan; the stopped road land will therefore be zoned the same, if the 
road stopping is concluded. 

6. No consent application has been received by Council for development of the land. 

7. The road stopping, if granted by the Growth & Infrastructure Committee (Committee), will be 
completed in terms of the Local Government Act 1974. 

8. All costs associated with the road stopping and sale and purchase of the land are to be met by 
the Family Trust. 

Background 
9. A request has been received from the Family Trust to purchase an area of approximately 

530m2 of Hillsborough Terrace that is unformed road and adjacent to the Family Trust 
property. 

10. The Family Trust has advised that by purchasing this land it would: 

a) Reduce the amount of excavation and disposal of soil from the site, should the Family 
Trust need to proceed without the additional land. 

b) Create a greater separation between the complex and neighbouring property. 

c) Allow for an increase in carparks for residents and visitors. 

d) Allow for an increase in the number of apartments. 

e) Provides for greater flexibility for design. 

11. In June 2016 the Family Trust obtained a geotechnical report from G A Hughes (2005) Ltd, 
which advised that land fill is present in its property and the road stopping area. 

Discussion 
12. Mr Martin has had discussions with Council staff in 2015 on developing a six apartment 

complex plus carparking facilities on the Family Trust’s existing property, which has steep 
contours that limits the area available for development without the need for excavation. 

13. Since these discussions no formal consent application has been received by Council and Mr 
Martin has continued to investigate his options for developing the site. 

14. Mr Martin now considers that by purchasing an area of adjacent road land that it would enable 
better development of the Family Trust’s property and improve vehicle access to it from 
Hillsborough Tce. 

15. A concept plan has been received from the Family Trust (refer Attachment 2) showing a 
proposed 15 unit apartment development that includes use of the road stopping area. 
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16. The Family Trust  proposes that the development will consist of:  

Ground level Carparking for residents and visitors 

Level 1 4 x 1 bedroom apartments (60sqm – 70sqm each)  

Level 2 4 x 1 bedroom apartments (60sqm – 70sqm each)  

Level 3 4 x 1 bedroom apartments (60sqm – 70sqm each) 

Level 4 2 x 3 bedroom apartments (approx. 120sqm each) 

Level 5 1 x 3 bedroom apartment (approx. 120sqm) 

 

17. Sale of the proposed stopped road land to the Family Trust will not commence until Council, in 
its regulatory capacity, considers and grants resource consent for the proposed development. 

18. The completion of the road stopping and sale to the Family Trust will allow improved 
residential intensification to occur in terms of the Proposed Operative District Plan (PODP).  

19. The PODP zones the Family Trust’s existing property as Residential Intensification, which 
identifies areas suitable to accommodate higher density development. 

20. The intent of this zoning is to encourage site redevelopment, primarily for multi-level and 
attached housing, which is likely to be in the form of apartments and town houses. 

21. Should the recommendation in this report not be granted or the road stopping process is 
unsuccessful, the Family Trust will be required to amend the plans for the development of its 
property. If this did occur, the subject land will remain vested in Council for roading purposes. 

Options 

22. Not applicable. 

Financial Considerations 

 

23. All costs associated with the road stopping and sale and purchase processes are to be met by 
the Family Trust.  

24. The area proposed to be stopped will be valued upon the road stopping being successful. 

Legal and Policy Considerations 

25. Staff confirm that the recommendations in this report comply with Council’s legal and policy 
requirements. 

26. The Committee (through the Governance Structure adopted by Council on 9 November 2016) 
has been delegated the following powers: 

• Approval of purchase or disposal of land held for network infrastructure. 

• Approval of any proposal to stop any road, including hearing and considering written 
objections on such matters. 

27. In terms of the Delegations to Positions policy staff are not delegated to authorise the sale, or 
proposed road stopping, as it is not recorded in the 2017/18 Annual Plan. 
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28. The Local Government Act 1974 (LGA) road stopping process will be utilised to meet the Family 
Trust’s request. This consists of: 

a) Obtaining Council’s consent for the proposed road stopping. 

b) Obtaining a survey plan for the proposed road stopping area, which is to be approved 
by Land Information New Zealand 

c) Public Consultation. 

d) A Certificate of Title issued in Council’s name. 

29. Section 345 of the LGA allows for the stopped road land to be purchased by the adjoining 
property owner and amalgamated with that property owners’ title. 

Cultural Considerations 

30. Not applicable. 

Sustainability Considerations 

31. Not applicable. 

Risks 

32. There are Council utilities (e.g. stormwater pipes) that have been identified as being near the 
proposed boundary of the proposed road stopping area. The boundary of the road stopping 
area, which will be determined upon survey being completed, will be located at a distance 
from Council’s infrastructure that is acceptable to staff.  

33. If the road stopping is not granted, or is unsuccessful through the public consultation process, 
then the proposed development will require modification due to the restriction in the area 
available. 

Significance & Engagement Policy 

Significance 

34. Staff considered the following factors under the Significance and Engagement Policy:  

• There's a legal requirement to engage with the community. 
• The proposal affect the level of service of a significant activity (including commencing 

or ceasing an activity) or involves transfer the ownership or control of strategic 
assets. 

Engagement 

36. Engagement with the public is proposed, in terms of the LGA, by advertising in the local 
newspaper and the Council’s website for 40 days. 

37. If any objection received within the 40 days is not resolved by staff, it will be reported to the 
Committee for consideration. 

38. An unresolved objection can be referred to the Environment Court for determination.  

Attachments 
Attachment 1 - Plan indicating location of proposed Hillsborough Tce road stopping area. 

Attachment 2 - Apartment complex concept plan, Hillsborough Tce,  
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Committee: Growth and Infrastructure 

Committee 
Date: 12 September 2017 

Author: Ken Cunningham Authoriser: Lance Vervoort  

Position: Strategic Land Manager  Position: General Manager Community  

Report Name: Land Exchange - Whyte Street 
 
 

Report Status Open  

Purpose  
1. To seek a recommendation to Council for approval to exchange approximately 175m2 of 

Council-owned land at Whyte Street for approximately 175m2 of adjacent privately-owned 
land. 

Staff Recommendation (Recommendation to Council) 
2. That the Growth and Infrastructure Committee: 

a) receives the report. 

b) recommends Council approval of  the exchange of approximately 175m2 of Council fee 
simple land, legal description Lot 4 DP 486892, for approximately 175m2 of land in the 
ownership of Anthony Endres, at no land cost to either party, subject to: 

i. each party being responsible for their own legal costs 

ii. associated land exchange costs, such as survey and valuation, being shared equally 

iii. a survey plan being approved for the areas to be exchanged 

iv. the area being received by Mr Endres being amalgamated with the title for his 
property at 10B Masons Ave 

v. the area being received by Council being amalgamated with the title for the A J 
Seeley Gully Reserve. 

c) Recommends Council delegates the Chief Executive authority to sign all documentation 
related to the land exchange. 

Executive Summary 
3. Anthony Endres (Mr Endres) has proposed an exchange of 175m2 of his property at 10B 

Masons Ave for an equal area of Council land at Whyte Street that is adjacent to his property. 

4. The land Mr Endres is offering to Council is adjacent to the A J Seeley Gully Reserve (AJSGR) 
and will be amalgamated with the title for this reserve. 

5. Council will benefit from the land exchange as it will improve the configuration of the AJSGR 
and improve access within the reserve for maintenance purposes. 

6. Staff consider the decision in this report is of low significance.  
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Background 
7. Mr Endres, owner of the property outlined in white on Attachment 1, has proposed that an 

area of approximately 175m2 of his property be exchanged for an equal area of adjacent 
Council property.  

8. The Council land proposed to be exchanged was part of Whyte Street until it was stopped in 
2000 and held by Council as fee simple land. It is not part of the AJSGR. 

9. The land being offered by Mr Endres is immediately adjacent to the AJSGR. 

10. Mr Endres is an active member of the A J Seeley Gully Trust, which assists in the preservation 
of the AJSGR. 

11. Mr Endres has facilitated the restoration of the area proposed to be exchanged with Council in 
a manner that is consistent with the AJSGR. 

12. Mr Endres intends to preserve and develop the vegetation of the area he obtains from Council, 
as he has done for the land he is wishing to exchange. 

13. The area of Council land proposed to be exchanged with Mr Endres wil not have road frontage 
and wll be amalgamated with the title of Mr Endres’ existing property. 

Discussion 
14. The area Council is being offered by Mr Endres will enable Council to: 

a) Incorporate an area of land into the AJSGR, which increases the reserve area and improves 
the configuration of that land 

b) Improve the alignment of the boundary between privately-owned properties and Council 
land 

c) Develop the additional land in terms of the Council’s Gully Management Plan. 

15. Mr Endres advises that on taking ownership of the Council land proposed to be exchanged it 
will: 

a) Provide a better boundary alignment for both his property and the Council land.  

b) Enable easier construction of a boundary fence for his property.  

16. If the recommendations are not approved then there will be no change to the existing 
boundary alignment and Council’s former road land will remain disconnected from the AJSGR. 

Strategic Alignment 

17. The AJSGR is included in the Council’s Gully Reserves Management Plan, which provides a 
strategic framework for the management of the reserves it includes. 

18. Should the land exchange be successful then all of the additional land will be included as part 
of the AJSGR. 

Options 

19. No further options exist for Council to consider. 

Financial Considerations 

20. The Council share of the cost of the land exchange, including legal cocts, is estimated to be 
approximately $7,500 (plus GST), which can be met from Parks & Open Spaces existing 
budgets.  

21. There is no land purchase cost to either party for the land being exchanged.  
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22. The land exchange has been valued by SGHU Valuations, an independent Hamilton based 
valuation firm, as being of equal financial value. 

Legal and Policy Considerations 

23. The Committee (through the Governance Structure adopted by Council on 9 November 2016) 
has been delegated the power to approve the purchase or disposal of land. 

24. The disposal and acquisition of the land being exchanged is not delegated to staff in terms of 
the Delegations to Positions policy, as it is not recorded in the 2017/18 Annual Plan. 

25. Staff confirm that all of the recommendations comply with Council’s Sale and Disposal of 
Council Land policy. 

26. There are no legal requirements to be met by Council for the land exchange.  

Cultural Considerations 

27. Not applicable 

Sustainability Considerations 

28. Not applicable 

Risks 

29. There are no known risks associated with the decisions required for this matter.  

Significance & Engagement Policy 

Significance 

30. Staff considered the following factors under the Significance and Engagement Policy:  

The portion of the community affected by the proposal or decision. 

31. Based on these factors, staff have assessed that the request in this report has low significance.  

Engagement 

32. Staff consider that public engagement on this matter is not required as it is of low significance 
and only directly affects Council and Mr Endres. 

Attachments 
Attachment 1 - Plan showing areas proposed to be exchanged from/to Anthony Endres.  
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White outline – 
indicates Mr 
Endres’ property  

Yellow outline – 
indicates the area 
of Mr Endres’ 
property proposed 
to be exchanged 
for Council land 
(red outline). 

Red outline – 
indicates area of 
Council land 
proposed to be 
exchanged with 
Mr Endres’ land 
(yellow outline). 

 

The A J Seeley Gully 
Reserve 
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Committee: Growth and Infrastructure 
Committee 

Date: 12 September 2017 

Author: Susan Stanford Authoriser: Kelvyn Eglinton  

Position: Manager Animal Education & 
Control  

Position: General Manager City Growth 

Report Name: Update on MoU between Animal Education and Control and SPCA 

Report Status Open 

Purpose 
1. To inform the Growth and Infrastructure Committee on the current situation with the SPCA

and Animal Education and Control.

2. Kelvin Powell and Susan Stanford, City Safe will present a verbal report.

Staff Recommendation 
3. That the Growth and Infrastructure Committee receives the report.

Background 

4. The memorandum of understanding between Animal Education and Control and the Waikato 
SPCA is attached to this report.

5. On 29 November 2016 the Waikato SPCA announced they were closing their doors for the
foreseeable future due to financial difficulties. The closure included the SPCA facility in
Northway Street and the Welfare Inspector Services.

6. Animal Education and Control could see that the closure of the Waikato SPCA was going to
create extra pressure on Animal Rescue organisations and potentially leave people with
nowhere to take stray and unwanted animals, particularly cats.

7. Animal Education and Control engaged with stakeholders to look at options to ensure
community needs were met and the SPCA and Animal Rescues supported during this time. We
decided to open our cattery and offer assistance to Tauranga SPCA Inspectors who were
charged with coordinating inspectorate cover in the Waikato.

8. A memorandum of understanding was developed with the SPCA to provide Animal Education
and Control with protection under the Animal Welfare Act 1999 relating to the housing and
disposal of animals, primarily cats, after a seven day holding period (attachment 1).

Memorandum of Understanding update 
9. The Memorandum of Understanding between Waikato SPCA and Animal Education and

Control remains in place and is likely to continue for the foreseeable future.
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10.  To date more than 50 cats have been handed in to Animal Education and Control; most of 
these (40+) between 1 January and 8 March 2017.  The SPCA took approximately half of these 
as vulnerable cats and kittens, Animal Rescues took a further 13, two were returned to their 
owners and the remainder adopted directly from Animal Education and Control or euthanized. 

11. Costs incurred so far include; $4,538 for cattery upgrade, $1,000 for equipment and 
consumables and approximately $14,000 for 80 hours of casual labour. 

12. Animal Education and Control have responded to 99 Welfare service requests in the 2016-2017 
period up from 16 in the 2015-2016 period. Of the additional 83 welfare-related complaints 
addressed by Animal Education and Control, approximately half of these were initiated by the 
SPCA and the other half from members of the public. 

13. The SPCA is gradually reinstating services. Currently the SPCA Northway Street facility is open 
10.30am to 2.30pm daily to members of the public. As a result of the opening up of their 
facility, Animal Education and Control are receiving fewer cats by members of the public.  

14.  The SPCA is expecting to offer an ambulance service during the day again soon. This service will 
not be operating after hours so Animal Education and Control will continue to respond to calls 
relating to injured animals until the ambulance service is fully operational. 

15. There is a limited inspectorate service based in Hamilton and this is unlikely to change in the 
near future. The implication of this for Animal Education and Control is that we will expect and 
continue to respond to higher volumes of welfare-related complaints than usual. At the 
current rate the additional welfare complaints are manageable with our current resourcing 
levels. 

16. Fees currently being charged for cats while operating under the MoU: 
  

• Cats and kittens moved on to SPCA and other Rescue organisations - no charge. 
• Cats returned to owners - no charge as we have no legal basis for impounding their animal. 
• Cats being adopted, charge at cost (microchipping $10, vaccination $30 and de-sexing $25 

– through New Lives Rescue) 

Additional information specific to cats 
17.  On 29 June 2017 Council voted to support a remit for Local Government New Zealand to lobby 

for national legislation to manage cats. 

18. State legislation in Queensland and Victoria, Australia, was investigated. 
 

a) Queensland legislation used to include mandatory registration and micro-chipping of cats 
but the requirement to register has been repealed. 

b) Victorian state law gives power to Local Authorities to create local laws relating to 
registering cats, multiple cat permits and curfews.  

c) Neither State law requires mandatory de-sexing of cats. 
d) The level of proactive enforcement of either state legislation is largely unknown.  

19. A bylaw review would have variable costings dependent on the particular bylaw and staff 
hours involved in the review.  

20. Hamilton has an estimated 24,000+ cats. If the Animal Nuisance Bylaw was reviewed and 
amended to include mandatory micro-chipping, de-sexing and containment (curfew) of cats, 
Animal Education and Control would require the following to be able to enforce the bylaw: 

 
a)  4.5 additional staff; two Animal Education and Control Officers, 1.5 kennel 

 attendants and one administrator. The estimated cost of this is $210,000. 
b)  An additional vehicle suitably adapted to handle cats at approximately $50,000. 
c)      I.T. system up-graded to support a “cat” database. 
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21. From 1 July 2016 to 30 June 2017 Animal Education and Control received 15 nuisance 
complaints involving cats; this equals a 0.06 percent rate of complaints based on an estimated 
population of 24,000 cats. 

22. Potential cost recovery considerations include: 
 

• Impound/seizure fee. Would charge the same as we do for dogs as the resourcing to seize 
or impound a cat is similar to that of a dog. 

• $12 sustenance per day. 
• Micro chipping as for dogs $25. 
• Under the Animal Nuisance Bylaw we can only manage animals with a known owner. If not 

claimed, Animal Education and Control would have to hold a cat for six months before 
being able to legally dispose of it either by re-homing or euthanizing as the Animal 
Nuisance Bylaw falls under the Local Government Act. 

• We cannot issue infringements under a bylaw; the power to issue fines and infringements 
comes from national legislation such as the Dog Control Act.  

 
23. Based on our experiences to date only four percent of the cats that came into Animal 

Education and Control had an identifiable owner. Cost recovery on this basis would initially be 
minimal until a greater percentage of the cat population was microchipped. 

 

Attachments 
Attachment 1 - MoU - AEC and SPCA 2017-01-17  
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Committee: Growth and Infrastructure 

Committee 
Date: 12 September 2017 

Author: Trent Fowles Authoriser: Chris Allen  

Position: Compliance Manager  Position: General Manager City 
Infrastructure  

Report Name: Proposed Waste Managament and Minimisation Plan for consultation 
 

 
 

Report Status Open  

Purpose  
1. To seek approval to consult with the community on Hamilton’s proposed 2018 – 2024 Waste 

Management and Minimisation Plan. 

Staff Recommendation 
2. That the Growth and Infrastructure Committee: 

a) approves the proposed Waste Management and Minimisation Plan for the purpose of 
consultation with the community; 

b) approves the draft Statement of Proposal – proposed Waste Management and 
Minimisation Plan; 

c) approves the 2017 Waste Assessment for notification alongside the Statement of 
Proposal and the proposed Waste Management and Minimisation Plan; and 

d) approves the commencement of public consultation in regard to the Statement of 
Proposal – proposed Waste Management and Minimisation Plan from 9 October 2017 to 
19 November 2017. 

Executive Summary 
3. Council is required by the Waste Minimisation Act 2008 (WMA 2008) to review and develop an 

updated Waste Management and Minimisation Plan (WMMP) by April 2018. The WMMP must 
articulate Hamilton’s plan to promote waste management and minimisation. 

4. The WMA 2008 also specifies that Council must use the Special Consultative Procedure set out 
in section 83 of the Local Government Act 2002 when amending the WMMP and also notify 
the most recent Waste Assessment undertaken in accordance with section 51 with the 
Statement of Proposal. 

5. This report presents the proposed 2018-2024 WMMP, the Waste Assessment for public 
notification and a draft Statement of Proposal (see Attachments 1,2 and 3). 

6. The proposed WMMP includes the vision, goals and objectives that were approved at the 1 
August 2017 Growth and Infrastructure Committee meeting to allow the Waste Taskforce to 
continue to work towards a final recommendation to Council.   
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7. Once submissions on the draft Statement of Proposal have been received and considered by 
the Regulatory and Hearing Committee, a Determination Report will be presented to the 
Growth and Infrastructure Committee in March 2018 to recommend to Council the formal 
adoption of the 2018-2024 Waste Management and Minimisation Plan.  

8. Staff recommend option 2 – consult on the proposed 2018-2024 Waste Management and 
Minimisation Plan, as detailed in this report. 

9. Staff consider the decision in this report has high significance, that the recommendations 
comply with the Council’s legal requirements and that the proposed WMMP meets the 
requirements of the WMA 2008.   

Background 
10. The WMA 2008 required Council to adopt a WMMP by 1 July 2012 that articulated Hamilton’s 

plan to promote waste management and minimisation. 

11. In April 2012 Council adopted Hamilton’s first WMMP (Attachment 4). 

12. The WMMP provides the policy context for the current review of the kerbside rubbish and 
recycling service and guides the work delivered by Council’s waste minimisation advisors. 

13. Council is required to review and develop a Waste Management and Minimisation Plan every 6 
years.  The WMA 2008 outlines the process and content that must be included in the WMMP. 
Hamilton’s current WMMP is valid until April 2018. 

14. If Council does not have a valid WMMP there is a high risk that Council will lose the $570,000 
waste levy funding received from Central Government each year.  

15. On 28 March 2017 the Growth and Infrastructure Committee resolved that a Waste Taskforce 
be established to ensure political oversight and guidance on rubbish and recycling in the city 
including providing guidance on the development of the updated 2018-24 WMMP.    

16. The Waste Taskforce established a separate WMMP subgroup. The WMMP subgroup 
membership consisted of staff and the following Elected Members and External  Stakeholders: 

i. Elected Members: Councillor Mark Bunting (Chair), Councillor Paula Southgate and 
Councillor Siggi Henry  

ii. External Stakeholders: Nicola Turner (Waikato Regional Council), Sonia Fursdon and Anna 
Casey Cox (Waikato Environment Centre) and Rachel Goddard (University of Waikato). 

17. Two workshops were held with the WMMP subgroup, one to develop the proposed vision, 
goals and objectives and one to develop targets and actions.   

18. On 1 August 2017 the Growth and Infrastructure committee resolved that the Waste Taskforce 
could progress with the development of the WMMP based on the proposed vision, goals and 
objectives.  

19. The timeline for delivery of the 2018-24 WMMP is set out in Attachment 5. 

20. The WMMP must outline the actions that Council will take to meet our obligations to “promote 
effective and efficient waste management and minimisation” (WMA 2008, Section 42). Waste 
levy funding received by Council from the Ministry for Environment must be spent on activities 
listed in the WMMP.  

21. In developing and implementing the WMMP Council must have regard for the waste hierarchy 
– reduction, reuse, recycling, recovery, treatment and disposal. 

22. The proposed WMMP and Statement of Proposal will be designed with Council Fight the 
Landfill branding prior to consultation commencing on 9th October 2017.  

23. The consultation on the WMMP must follow the Special Consultative Procedure as outlined in 
Section 83 of the Local Government Act 2002. 
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24. Following consultation on the proposed WMMP the finalised 2018 WMMP will be presented to 
the Growth and Infrastructure Committee and then recommended to Council for adoption.  

Discussion 

Review of the 2012 WMMP  

25. The Council is required by Section 50 of the WMA 2008 to complete a Waste Assessment (WA) 
prior to reviewing the current WMMP. Section 51 of the Waste Minimisation Act 2008 outlines 
what requirements the WA must meet. These are outlined in Attachment 6.  

26. The WA must be notified alongside the Statement of Proposal and the proposed WMMP.   

27. The 2017 Waste Assessment found that Hamilton produces an estimated 245,700 tonnes of 
waste each year and that of this 49% is sent to landfill and 51% is diverted to reuse, recycling 
or recovery. The 2017 WA is set out in Attachment 2.  

Proposed 2018-2024 WMMP   

28. The proposed WMMP outlines both the outcomes Council is seeking to achieve and the actions 
Council may take to achieve the outcomes.  

29. The proposed vision, goals and outcomes were endorsed at the 1 August 2017 Growth and 
Infrastructure Committee meeting.  

30. The 2018 WMMP is focused on normalising waste minimisation by making it easy for all 
Hamiltonians to reduce, reuse and recycle at home and at work.  

Targets 

31. The WMMP includes 4 proposed targets that Council will seek to achieve over the next 6 years. 
The targets are:  

• Reduce the per capita amount of rubbish to landfill from Hamilton by 5% compared to 
2016 by 2024 

• Increase the per capita amount of material diverted from landfill in Hamilton by 10% 
compared to 2016 by 2024  

• Reduce per capita kerbside rubbish to landfill by 10% compared to 2016 by 2024  
• Increase per capita kerbside recycling by 10% compared to 2016 by 2024 

32. These targets can all be achieved by implementing a comprehensive waste minimisation 
education program and are not dependent on service or infrastructure changes. The education 
program required will be funded out of the waste levy budget that Council receives from 
Central Government.   

33. The 2012 WMMP did not include any specific waste minimisation targets. The Ministry for the 
Environment guidance for developing WMMPs strongly suggests that Councils include targets 
in their next WMMPs.  

Actions 

34. The WMMP must include all actions that the Council will fund from the waste levy funding 
over the next 6 years. This means that some actions are general in nature to enable Council to 
fund a range of projects later in the delivery of the plan. 
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35. Many of the activities in the proposed WMMP are a continuation of actions in the 2012 
WMMP. Council already provides: 

• Kerbside rubbish and recycling services, transfer station and green waste processing 
• Litter bin servicing and illegal dumping collection  
• Ongoing monitoring of closed landfills to ensure that resource consent conditions are 

met 
• Waste minimisation promotion and education; and  
• Waste grants for the purpose of promoting or achieving waste minimisation. 

36. The 2018 WMMP proposes that Council continues to deliver these services by focusing on the 
following 9 areas:  

• Services 
• Partnerships 
• Events 
• Education 
• Litter and illegal dumping 
• Grants 
• Data 
• Council management  
• Regulation 

37. One of the key actions proposed is to ‘Implement new rubbish and recycling collection services 
and undertake a comprehensive education and information campaign to support the 
implementation’. This action is worded specifically to enable a separate Council Report to be 
presented to Council in October/November 2017 for decision on the proposed level of service 
for the kerbside collection.  

Draft Statement of Proposal 

38. The draft Statement of Proposal provides a summary of the key data from the Waste 
Assessment and from the WMMP it includes the proposed vision, goals and objectives and the 
nine key areas of focus for the proposed action plan.  

39. The community will be asked whether they agree with the proposed vision, goals and 
objectives and to select a preferred option for the action plan. The two options are: 

• Option 1 – maintain the status quo 
• Option 2 – deliver the proposed action plan focusing on the nine key areas of focus 

40. The draft Statement of Proposal is set out in Attachment 3.  

Options 

41. Staff have assessed that there are two reasonable and viable options for the Committee to 
consider.This assessment reflects the high level of significance and the data set out in the 
Waste Assessment.  The options are set out in the table below. 

Issue Identified problem Options 

Council required to have a 
WMMP  

Waste to landfill in Hamilton 
has increased by 
approximately 33% over the 
last 6 years and kerbside 
recycling rates have 
decreased.  

1. Roll over existing WMMP 

2. Consult on proposed 
WMMP   
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42. Staff recommend option 2 because after completing the 2017 Waste Assessment it is evident 
that waste to landfill has increased over the last 6 years and that a new plan is required to 
change this trajectory. 

Financial Considerations 

 

43. This is a regular operating activity funded through the 10 Year Plan and Waste Levy Funding.  

44. The funding for implementation of the WMMP is primarily from the Waste Levy Funding. In 
2016/17 Hamilton City Council’s waste levy funding was $570,000. This funding has increased 
year on year since it was introduced.  

45. The funding for the endorsed actions that are not met by the Waste Levy Funding will be 
determined through the 2018-28 and 2021-2031 10 Year Plan decision making processes. 
These actions have been left broad in the proposed WMMP so that they can incorporate the 
decisions made through the 10 Year Plan processes over the next 6 years.  

Legal and Policy Considerations 

46. Staff confirm that the staff recommendation complies with the Council’s legal and policy 
requirements. 

Cultural Considerations 

47. Engagement with iwi has been integrated into the communications plan for the consultation 
on the proposed WMMP. 

Sustainability Considerations 

48. The WMMP supports delivery of the Council’s Sustainability Principles, namely, Principle 10 – 
Council works with its communities to minimise the production of waste and maximise 
opportunities to recycle. It also supports Sustainability Principle 2 – Council uses its position as 
a city leader to educate and influence the wider Hamilton community to embrace sustainability.  

Risks 

49. If the proposed WMMP is not endorsed, the timeline for delivery of the WMMP may be 
impacted. To be compliant with the Waste Minimisation Act 2008 the 2018-2024 WMMP must 
be adopted by April 2018. Prior to Council adopting the WMMP Hamilton City Council must 
consult with the community through the special consultative procedure set out in Section 83 of 
the Local Government Act 2002. The timeline for delivery of the WMMP is set out in 
Attachment 5.  

50. The financial risk of not adopting the WMMP by April 2018 is that external funding from 
Ministry for Environment for waste minimisation staff and programs will cease until the 
WMMP is adopted. 

Significance & Engagement Policy 

Significance 

51. Staff considered the following factors under the Significance and Engagement Policy:  

There's a legal requirement to engage with the community.  

52. Based on these factors, staff have assessed that the recommendations in this report have high 
significance. This means Council will engage with the community in line with the Special 
Consultative Procedure outlined in Section 83 of the Local Government Act 2002.  
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Engagement 

53. Section 44(e) of the WMA 2008 requires that Council follows the special consultative 
procedure.  

54. The consultation period will run for 6 weeks from 9 October 2017 to 19 November 2017. A 
series of public events will be held along with workshops with key stakeholders. A detailed 
communications plan has been developed to support the consultation. Submissions can be 
made both online and in hard copy.   

55. The consultation will cost between $30,000 and $35,000 and will be paid for through the 
Waste Levy Funding. Through the consultation on the WMMP we will be building awareness of 
waste minimisation and familiarising the community with the Fight the Landfill branding.  

56. The collateral developed for this consultation will be designed for reuse at waste minimisation 
events, on the Fight the Landfill website and in future campaigns.   

Legislative requirements – Special Consultative Procedure 

57. Council must not only inform a person (wishing to present their view) when this can be done 
but must also make publically available: 
• An adopted statement of proposal (SoP) and a summary of the SoP if Council deemed it 

necessary to enable public understanding (ss 83(1)(a) & 83(1)(b)(i)). 

• Details of how views can be presented in a manner that enables reasonable opportunity 
for spoken interaction between the person and Council (or any representatives where an 
appropriate delegation has been made) (s 83(1)(b)(ii) & s83(1)(e). 

• A statement detailing the specific period (minimum 4 weeks) in which views can be 
presented (s 83(1)(b)(iii)). 

58. A draft SoP and the proposed WMMP have been prepared and are attached (refer 
Attachments 3 and 1). 

59. Included within the draft SoP are: 

• The issues which proposed to be addressed via  the proposal  

• The options available to council in regard to addressing the issues.   

• The details of the proposed changes 

• Feedback options available  

• The consultation period.   

60. The outcome of the consultation process will be presented to the Regulatory and Hearing 
Committee meeting in February 2018.  An opportunity for submitters to verbally present their 
submissions will also be provided at this meeting  

61. A Deliberation and Adoption report will be presented to the Growth and Infrastructure 
Committee in March 2018.  This report will provide a summary of the outcome of the 
consultation and hearing processes and make final recommendations in regard to the content 
of the WMMP to reflect these processes for adoption. The final WMMP will be presented to 
Council for adoption in March/April 2018.  
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Attachments 
Attachment 1 - Proposed Waste Management and Minimisation Plan 2018-2024 (Under Separate 

Cover) 

Attachment 2 - Waste Assessment 2017 (Under Separate Cover) 

Attachment 3 - Statement of Proposal - proposed Waste Management and Minimisation Plan 2018-
2024 (Under Separate Cover) 

Attachment 4 - 2012 Waste Management and Minimisation Plan (Under Separate Cover) 

Attachment 5 - Timeline for proposed WMMP (Under Separate Cover) 

Attachment 6 - Waste Minimisation Act 2008 - Requirements for Territorial Authorities (Under 
Separate Cover)  
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Committee: Growth and Infrastructure 

Committee 
Date: 12 September 2017 

Author: Katie Batley Authoriser: Kelvyn Eglinton  

Position: Senior Strategic Policy Analyst  Position: General Manager City Growth  

Report Name: Development Contributions Remissions Quarter 4 2017 
 
 

Report Status Open  

Purpose 
1. To inform the Committee on approved development contribution (“DC”) remissions and 

Private Developer Agreements (“PDAs”) during the period 1 April 2017 to 30 June 2017 (Q4). 
 

Staff Recommendation 
2. That the Growth and Infrastructure Committee receives the report. 

Background 
3. The Council’s Development Contributions Policy allows for three types of remissions: 

• Actual demand remissions 

• Private Developer Agreements (PDA’s) 

• CBD remissions  

Actual demand remissions and PDA’s rely on the developer supplying appropriate evidence of a 
reduction in actual demand. A CBD remission will be approved where it is deemed to improve the 
vitality and functionality of the CBD as assessed and confirmed by the Economic Development & 
Planning Unit. 

Summary 
4. Council approved three DC remissions in Q4 2017. 

5. The modelled DC charge for the three approved remission applications totalled $297,317. 
$276,001 of this was CBD remissions, and the remaining $21,316 related to Tainui Group 
Holdings and Chedworth Properties PDA remissions for Ruakura Inland Port.  

6. All approved remissions presented in this report satisfied the requirements for a reduction in 
DCs payable as set out in the DC Policy. 

7. In addition, three actual demand remissions were declined as they did not meet the DC policy 
criteria.  

 

8. DC remissions are calculated by individual activity components. The graph below shows the 
percentage of the total remissions ($297,317) granted attributed to each DC component. 
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Attachments 
Attachment 1 - Attachment G & I Remissions Q4 17 v1  

 

Growth and Infrastructure Committee Agenda 12 September 2017- OPEN Page 139 of 140 



 

A
ttachm

ent 1 
Item

 20 

 
     

    

Growth and Infrastructure Committee Agenda 12 September 2017- OPEN Page 140 of 140 


	Growth and Infrastructure Committee Open Agenda - 12 September 2017
	Table of Contents
	Item 5: Growth and Infrastructure Unconfirmed Minutes - 1 August 2017
	Item 6: Chair's Report
	Item 7: General Managers' Report
	Item 8: Hamilton Central Business Association - Year End report to 30 June 2017
	Item 9: Hamilton and Waikato Tourism Limited - Year End report to 30 June 2017
	Item 10: Garden Place Redesign Proposal
	Item 11: Cycling Action Network Update
	Item 12: Te Awa Cycle Project
	Item 13: Dinsdale Roundabout Update
	Item 14: LED Street Lighting Upgrade
	Item 15: Valley Terrace Stormwater Pipe Remedial Works
	Item 16: Road Stopping - Part of Hillsborough Tce
	Item 17: Land Exchange - Whyte Street
	Item 18: Update on MoU between Animal Education and Control and SPCA
	Item 19: Proposed Waste Managament and Minimisation Plan for consultation
	Item 20: Development Contributions Remissions Quarter 4 2017



