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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.  
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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. 

 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: 14 February 2017 

Report Name: General Managers' Report Author: Kelvyn Eglinton 

 Chris Allen 
 

Report Status Open  

Strategy, Policy or Plan context 
Hamilton Plan, Central City Transformation Plan 
(CCTP), Economic Development Agenda 

Financial status 
There is no budget allocated  

 

Assessment of significance 

Having regard to the decision making provisions in the 
LGA 2002 and Council’s Significance Policy, a decision 
in accordance with the recommendation is not 
considered to have a high degree of significance 

1. Purpose of the Report 
2. To inform the Committee on topical issues, areas of concern for elected members, customers 

or the public. 
 

Recommendations from Management 

That:  

a) the report is received; and 

b) the Committee delegates authority to the Chief Executive to enter into a licence to 
occupy with WEL Networks Ltd for 2 car parking spaces in the Caro Street Car Park for 
the purposes of WEL installing and operating a charging station for 2 electric vehicles 
for an initial term of 10 years with rights of renewal. 

 

3. Attachments 

4. Attachment 1 - Hamilton's Housing Market and Economy - Growth Indicator Report - 
November 2016 

5. Attachment 2 - Electric Vehicles 

6. Attachment 3 - Levels of Service Guide - Footpaths  

 

council report 
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 7.  SPCA closure (GM City Growth) 

8. In consultation and discussion with Ministry for Primary Industries (M PI) who administer the 
Animal Welfare act and recommend ‘authorised organisations’ status to the Minister, it was 
determined that the cost, time and qualification standards required to achieve ‘authorised 
organisation’ status means that we are no longer pursuing this option but we are confident 
that we can achieve similar outcomes as a result of the MOU with the SPCA. 

 

9. In lieu of becoming an ‘approved organisation’ under the Animal Welfare Act the SPCA and 
Animal Control has signed a Memorandum of Understanding ( MOU)  whereby: 

 Animal Control will act as a foster carer for SPCA (allow receipt of animals); 

 Animal Control can receive stray cats on behalf of SPCA and retain protections under the 
Animal Welfare Act; 

 Animals received only need to be retained for seven days and remain on SPCA books 
before being  passed to a rescue centre, adopted or euthanized; 

 SPCA will make a gradual return to services commencing from late January; 

 Animal Control currently holds five cats and has moved four litters of kittens to various 
rescue organisations; 

 Assisted SPCA with 13 welfare cases; 

 The volume of kittens is manageable for Animal Control within existing staffing.  However,  

rescue organisations are now totally full so we expect more demand for us in the next 
month; and 

 The MOU with SPCA will be enduring, allowing Animal Control to deal with stray cats into 
the future. 

10. Temple View Scoping Report (GM City Growth) 

11. The Temple View Scoping Report was released to the parties (WD Jolly, WJ & MR Laverty, The 
Church of the Latter-day Saints of Jesus Christ and the New Zealand Temple View Historical 
Society) to the Temple View appeals in December 2016.   

12. The Scoping Report, prepared by Economic Growth & Planning staff and internally reviewed by 
City Infrastructure and the Growth Project Governance Group (PGG),  is a gap analysis of the 
information known and what would be required if a structure plan was to be undertaken for 
the Temple View area as a whole.  The report sets out the potential constraints and 
opportunities that would need to be considered if accommodating additional development in 
this area.     

13. The key findings: 

 The completion of  ICMPs for the two catchments that Temple View fall within (estimated 
completion by 2019/2020 financial year) is required; 

 There is no infrastructure growth investment programmed in either 10  Year Plan  or 30 
year Infrastructure Strategy; 

 Neither Future Proof or HUGs specifically identifies Temple View as being needed for 
future greenfield residential growth; 

 The extent of development opportunities beyond the existing Temple View settlement 
will be largely determined by environmental constraints such as topology and soil 
conditions as well as the feasibility of infrastructure servicing; 
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   The preparation of a structure plan for the area is an appropriate mechanism to 

investigate and inform the potential for development opportunities as assist with funding 
programming in the future; 

 The scoping report also highlights that there have been ad hoc development on the 
fringes of Temple View area in the past and the establishment of a structure plan 
embedded into the District Plan would avoid the inefficiencies that arise from such ad hoc 
residential development; and  

 Structuring Planning of the area would allow the planning framework for the long term 
development of the area to be understood and programmed in a comprehensive, 
sustainable and integrated manner while also meeting the requirements of Future Proof, 
Waikato Regional Council, HUGs and the indicators in the Partly Operative District Plan. 

  

14. To date, two of the four parties’ representatives have advised that there are no fundamental 
concerns with the report or its conclusions.  Staff are presently following up with the remaining 
two parties (WJ & MR Laverty and the New Zealand Temple View Historical Society) on 
whether they wish to provide feedback. 

15. Temple View Resource Consent Application (GM City Growth) 

16. The Church of Jesus Christ of Latter Day Saints Trust Board has submitted a resource consent 
application which seeks consent for multiple activities within Comprehensive Development 
Plan Area 1 (CDP1) on the former Church College campus in Temple View.  

17. The proposal involves: 

 Removal of all remaining non-heritage buildings being the former Matthew Cowley  
administration building, former classrooms 1 to 5 inclusive and the privacy wall that 
screened the classrooms from Tuhikaramea Road; 

 

 Removal of the David O McKay Building (B Ranked heritage building (H106)); 
 

 Development of a mix of residential activities/buildings (single dwellings/duplex  
dwellings/apartments); 

 

 Development of a commercial precinct (including a childcare facility, retail tenancies and 
some residential units); 

 

 Provision of water, wastewater and stormwater infrastructure; and an internal roading  
Network; 
 

 Associated earthworks; and 
 

 Associated landscape and amenity areas. 
 
18. The application was publicly notified on Saturday 21 January with submissions closing on 

Monday 20 February.   

19. A proposal summary, the complete application, assessment of environmental effects 
and  plans as well as two peer review reports commissioned by Council are available on the 
Hamilton City Council Website:  http://www.hamilton.govt.nz/pna.  

 

 

http://www.hamilton.govt.nz/pna
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 20. Chief Executive/General Manager Executive Engagement Sessions (GM 

City Growth) 

21. The first of these sessions were held in October and November last year.  They were split into 
two groups, Property Developers and Commercial Developers. 

22. The objectives of these sessions are: 

 For Council senior management to understand plans and constraints of the development 
sector (residential and commercial) from those who directly invest in property 
development. 

 

 That those directly investing in property development understand the constraints and 
challenges of Council from a sequencing, timing, funding and political perspective. 

 

 Better understanding between the two parties such that future growth and infrastructure 
regimes for planning, funding and staging are informed, clear and understood. 

 

 That the sub-regional to city wide approach (including Hamilton city boundary expansion) 
to land use planning, infrastructure and timing is understood by, and informed by,  those 
who are directly investing in property development. 

 

 Those who are directly investing in property development are able to communicate 
directly with Council, such that it is unfiltered, uninhibited or captured by third parties. 

 

 To obtain developer views and alignment on central government policy to assist HCC 
influence the agenda setting in these areas. 

 

23. The sessions were well received and are scheduled again for 13 February and 20 February. 

24. Developers’ Forums (GM City Growth) 

25. The Developers and Consultants Forum is a quarterly meeting designed to inform and generate 
discussion with the development community, consultants and other external parties.   

26. Agendas are set via an industry liaison group and by canvassing senior leadership/key staff and 
include significant emerging issues, development trends and updates on key 
developments.  The topics covered aim to link with our organisational purpose of improving 
the wellbeing of Hamiltonians by advocating for Hamilton and providing quality infrastructure, 
public services and regulatory functions.   

27. The agenda for the last meeting in December included staff updates on the District Plan, 
National Policy Statement (NPS), Housing Infrastructure  Fund, an update from New Zealand 
Transport Agency  on the Expressway developments around the city, Waikato Regional Council 
Healthy Rivers consultation and an overview of the Waikato Health Board’s relocation into the 
Alexandra Street CBD offices.   

28. Typical attendance average at these forums is 60 people  made up of developers, consultants, 
staff and the property community. 

29. This year we will be looking to discuss the Hamilton Housing Accord, NPS submission, Housing 
Infrastructure Fund, WRC Healthy Rivers, etc., with input from senior management.    

30. Quarterly Growth  Update (GM City Growth) 

31. A growth indicator report,“Hamilton’s Housing Market and Economy” was circulated to elected 
members in December. 

32. This document is attached (Attachment 1). 
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 33. It was resolved that this information would be provided to the Committee on a quarterly basis 

and will thus be reported at March, June, September and December Growth & Infrastructure 
Committee meetings.  

34. Regulatory functions  (GM City Growth) 

35. Owing to a number of queries, questions and concerns around various issues raised by 
Councillors around regulatory functions and legislative requirements such as loitering, 
vagrancy, footpath signage, City Safe and Building Control activities, an Elected Member 
Update session will be held in late March which will cover Council’s powers and limitations 
around regulatory, legislative and compliance. 

36. Heritage update (GM City Growth) 

37. Minister of Culture and Heritage – funding 

38. In January, Council wrote to potentially eligible heritage building owners, as below: 

 Late 2016, the Minister of Culture and Heritage, the Honourable Maggie Barrie, 
announced the availability of a fund for owners of heritage listed buildings to assist with 
earthquake strengthening.  The closing date for this funding round is the 9 February 2017.   
 

 Of the scheduled heritage buildings in the District Plan 43 are also on the Heritage New 
Zealand Pouhere Taonga List.  Of those 43, we have deemed 11 to be potentially eligible 
for this fund.  These buildings meet the Funding’s criteria of being earthquake prone, in 
private ownership and not used for residential living (e.g. a dwelling).   
 

 Staff have contacted those 11 building owners via post to advise them of this funding 
opportunity.   
 

 For full detail on the fund can be found on the Ministry’s webpage www.mch.govt.nz or 
http://heritageequip.govt.nz/ 

 
39. Key reasons for the difference between Council’s District Plan Heritage List and that of the 

Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga list. 

 The protection of historic heritage (Built form and archaeological) is managed via the 
City’s District Plan (Chapter 19), the Resource Management Act (s.6(f) the protection of 
historic heritage from inappropriate subdivision, use, and development), and the Heritage 
New Zealand Pouhere Taonga Act.   
 

 The criteria for inclusion on to either The List or the schedule in the DP are similar, test of 
significances at a national level rather than a more regional/local level.  The List is more 
confined to those items that are of greatest significance to New Zealand’s historical and 
cultural heritage (categorising heritage items either: Category 1 - of special or outstanding 
historical or cultural significance or value or Category 2 -  places of historical or cultural 
significances or value) .   
 

 The List provides information at a national level of New Zealand’s society and cultural 
history, is to be used as a key resource for local authorities and is a resource for the 
purposes of the Resource Management Act.   
 

 The District Plan, in addition to those specific items on The List recognises additional items 
that are significant to, and important in representing the City’s specific historical and 
cultural heritage.   
 

http://www.mch.govt.nz/
http://heritageequip.govt.nz/
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  As the list is an information tool only, not equating as automatic protection, it needs to be 

linked with the RMA requirements (e.g. the District Plan). To enable statutory provisions to 
be put in place to manage the protection of all identified heritage items. 

40. Electric Vehicles (GM City Infrastructure)  

41. In May 2016 government launched an Electric Vehicle Programme with an aim to increase the 
uptake of electric vehicles in New Zealand. The programme includes a target to double the 
number of electric vehicles every year to reach approximately 64,000 vehicles by 2021. 

42.  The Ministry of Transport has responsibility for the co-ordination and delivery of the 
programme with support from New Zealand Transport Agency (NZTA), Energy Efficiency and 
Conservation Authority (ECCA), Ministry of Business Innovation and Employment, Inland 
Revenue Department and the Accident Compensation Corporation. 

43. Key components of the programme include: 

 Road user Charges exemptions for light electric vehicles and heavy electric vehicles 
 

 Work across government and the private sector to investigate bulk purchasing 
 

 Support the development and roll out of public charging infrastructure 
 

 A nation-wide electric vehicle information and promotion campaign 
 

 A contestable fund of up to $6million per year to support innovation 
 

 Enabling electric vehicles to access bus and high occupancy vehicle lanes 
 

 Review of tax depreciation rates and the method for calculating fringe benefit tax 
 

 Review ACC levies for plug in hybrid electric vehicles 
 

 Establishment of an Electric Vehicles leadership Group 
 

44. Attached to this report is an overview of the programme (Attachment 2). 

45. Of particular interest to HCC is supporting the development and roll out of public charging 
infrastructure. On 19 January 2017 NZTA published National Guidance for Public Electric 
Vehicle Charging Infrastructure which gives us confidence that any investment can be well 
directed. 

46. Staff have been working with WEL Networks  Ltd who propose to  install and operate 2 back to 
back  WEL branded  EV charging stations in the  Council owned  Caro Street Car park. WEL will 
meet the costs of providing and installing the charger WEL propose initially that use of the 
charger will be free but reserve the right in consultation with HCC to charge vehicles for use. 

47. HCC will enter into a licence to occupy for the 2 car parking spaces for an initial 10 year term at 
no cost to WEL and will also meet the costs involved with site lighting and CCTV coverage. 

48. A number of CBD options were looked at and this one was chosen because of the ready 
availability of power, lighting and CCTV technology as well as proximity to the I-site. WEL 
Networks have installed an EV charging station at their Maui Street Offices as per the 
photograph below. 
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49. Government has also set up a contestable fund to support innovation. The first round of 
bidding has been finalised and 15 conditionally approved projects worth $3.5million are listed 
in Attachment 2. A second funding round with up to $6.0Million available is likely to be open 
for applications in late February/March 2017. The fund will provide up to 50% funding for 
projects that will demonstrate and showcase low emission vehicle technologies in high-profile, 
visible ways that will help to normalise the technology. 

50. Downer Construction has deployed an electric vehicle into the Infrastructure Alliance fleet. 

51. Maintenance Strategy for Footpaths(GM City Infrastructure)  

52. Following an inspection of footpaths in Hamilton East /Peachgrove Road by staff and some 
Councilors in response to a complaint, the Chair has asked that staff provide a summary of the 
visit and the footpath maintenance strategy. The footpaths visited had surface related faults as 
well as other issues such as overhanging vegetation. 

53. Currently we have 1,100km of footpaths which is a fairly equal split of concrete and asphalt, 
with some cobblestones in town centre areas.  Approximately $2,500,000 of the Transport 
budget is allocated this financial year for footpath renewal and $530,000 for maintenance.  

54. There is no specific budget to create new footpaths and the discretionary transport capital 
budgets would need to be utilized for this purpose. Footpath maintenance and renewal does 
not receive NZTA funding. 

55. An ‘all faults’ assessment of all the footpaths in the city is completed annually based upon the 
attached Level of Service (LOS) document (Attachment 3).  As of the 18 January 2017 there 
were 7084 priority 3 & 4 faults and 40 priority 5 jobs to complete. Priority 5 jobs are completed 
as soon as possible as these are safety related.  

56. The Council’s activity management plan sets a target of 5 faults or less per 100m meaning that 
97.8% of our network is complying with the desired level of service. 

57. Tree roots were acknowledged as having a very negative impact on the infrastructure 
(overhead power lines included) and Infrastructure Alliance staff are working with Parks and 
Open Spaces to address tree species, future designs and funding for the existing network 
issues.  

58. The Council’s Beautification policy was also discussed which outlines very clear guidelines for 
the areas that get priority attention for vegetation management. 

59. Some of the faults that were observed on the site inspection had already been identified and 
programmed for repair in late January and early March. 
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 60. There are some selected areas in the City that have cobblestone footpaths which are much 

more expensive to maintain and renew. Frankton is an example where the cobblestones have 
reached the end of their useful life, and a decision has been made through the Frankton 
Neighborhood Plan to replace the cobblestones with asphalt and decorative strips only of 
paving stones. This will be much more cost effective in the long term and it is expected to look 
good. 

61. The Shared Zone in Worley Place has utilized cobblestones to match Garden Place to create a 
pedestrian friendly area and to keep traffic speeds down. Cobblestones are even more 
challenging when they are have to carry vehicle loadings and they will need more regular 
maintenance than traditional asphalt. Since their installation in 2011 there have been a 
number of repairs required including early this year. 

62. Prior to the recent work, the Infrastructure Alliance looked at both long term and short repairs 
including full removal and pavement redesign. It considered traffic patterns, current design 
and any future use with possible changes in the City Centre Transformational Plan.  

63. The best benefit cost option for repair was to remove and relay several large portions, which 
was has now been completed.   The problems we have experienced will mean that alternative 
options for surfacing will be comprehensively looked at for any future projects that have areas 
subject to traffic load 

64. NZ Post proposal for use of Paxster Vehicles on footpaths (GM City 
Infrastructure) 

65. NZ Post is progressively rolling out Paxsters in NZ as part of their efficiency programme.  The 
number of letters being sent has decreased while the number of parcels has been 
increasing.  Posties on bikes are not able to handle the number of parcels, and so there have 
been more courier vehicles delivering into residential areas.  The Paxster allows for the 
delivery of letters and parcels from one vehicle. 

 

66. NZ Post has contacted staff seeking approval under the Land Transport (Road User Rule), for 
which approval from the Road Controlling Authority is required:  

67. City Transportation staff met with NZ Post just prior to Christmas and have agreed that the 
following key steps need to be worked through prior to formal approval by Council: 

 Assessment paperwork from NZ Post confirming areas they intend to use the Paxster 
and outcomes of their hazard assessments 

 

 Appropriate Traffic Management Plans and their approval  
 

 Consultation with the Advocacy Users Group – ie Living Streets, Blind Foundation, CCS 
Disability and CAW 
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 68. NZ Post are more than happy to host a group and present on their H&S plans, training plans 

and hazards assessment methodology as well as demonstrate the Paxster in use to any 
groups/stakeholders who have an interest in understanding more about this proposal. 

69. Delegation for signing this approval as the Road Controlling Authority is currently with the 
Chief Executive. 

70. Speed Management (GM City Infrastructure)  

71. Speed management involves a number of actions including speed limit changes, education and 
enforcement.   

72. Calls are regularly received from the public expressing concerns about the speed of vehicles 
using their streets.  

73. We currently have three speed trailers which are deployed to locations where concerns have 
been expressed – the trailers provide an instant reminder to the driver of the speed that they 
are travelling and we receive positive feedback on reduced speeds in the areas that they are 
deployed.  We currently have a list of 53 sites that are programmed for a week-long visit by 
a speed trailer, which equates to approximately a 2 month wait for most requests.  Staff 
proactively deploy the trailers at certain times of the year also e.g. back to school time and for 
events like Bike Hamilton. 

74. We also have 4 SIDs (Speed Indicating Devices) which are fixed permanently for at least 6 
months at a time and use a solar panel to power the sign.  The current locations are: 

 River Road near Te Huia  
 

 Horsham Downs Road near Moonlight 
 

 Boundary road near Oakley  
 

 Dinsdale Road near Caernarvon  

 

 

 
Speed Trailer  
(moved weekly) 
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Speed Indicator Device 
(fixed for at least 6 months) 

 
75. There is currently a moratorium on speed limit changes and it is proposed that a full report will 

be brought to the March 2017 meeting of this Committee to discuss the next steps in the 
review of the current Speed Management Policy and development of a Speed Management 
Plan. 

76. Auckland to Hamilton Passenger Rail (GM City Infrastructure)  

77. Council received an update at its Strategy and Policy Committee of 30 August 2016 on the 
inter-regional transport strategy as it relates to passenger rail and the potential for land 
banking sites for passenger rail stations in Hamilton, specifically in Frankton and Te Rapa. 

78. Council requested staff to provide a further comprehensive report for the appropriate 
committee of the new council, with reference to a commuter rail link between Hamilton and 
Auckland with specific reference to future-proofing available land in Hamilton for commuter 
rail. 

79. In 2011 a report on  passenger rail opportunities was completed and at that time there were 
discussions at various levels about potential Hamilton rail stops at the following locations on 
the Main North Island Trunk Line and the East Coast Main Trunk Line: 

 Tasman Road (opposite the Base) 
 

 Frankton Rail Station 
 

 Kahikatea Drive 
 

 Previous  CBD Underground Rail Station 
 

 Claudelands 
 

 Ruakura 
 
80. There appears to be a developing community desire to review the 2011 business case for the 

Auckland to Hamilton Commuter Rail. Staff believe that this is work that should be overseen by 
the Waikato Regional Council as was the case in 2011. 

81. The Regional Transport Committee (RTC) has been kept informed on consultation that 
Auckland Transport, Auckland Council and NZTA were undertaking in regard to an Auckland 
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 Transport for Future Urban Growth (TFUG) project. The purpose of this project was to develop 

a high level network plan, identifying what major infrastructure is required over the next 30 
years to support future growth in Auckland. 

82. There were projects identified for the southern area that aimed to improve connectivity and 
travel time reliability for people and freight movements between Auckland and Waikato. 

83. A copy of the Southern Auckland Network Plan can be found here: 

https://at.govt.nz/media/1972209/network-for-the-south.pdf 

84. Out of this process a project team has been put together to develop a North Waikato 
Transport- Programme Business Case. This is being reported through the Future Proof 
Implementation Committee (Land Use Strategy) and RTC (Transport Programme) and the 
project includes a review of public transport services in North Waikato to service the strong 
growth expected in Tuakau and Pokeno over the next 10-20 years. 

85. The business case approach will enable key stakeholders to develop a shared and common 
understanding of public transport problems in the north Waikato area and to identify potential 
solutions/options that could deliver the best public transport outcomes for the community. 

86. Extending passenger rail early to Tuakau was a key issue in 2011 as part of the Auckland to 
Hamilton passenger rail service review.   Public Transport is included in the current scope of 
the North Waikato Transport- Programme Business case project. The Hamilton City Transport 
Manager has been invited to sit on the team overseeing the business case and will request that 
any extension to Tuakau is in the context of the bigger objective to get services to Hamilton. 

87. It is expected that there will be some engagement on this issue in the first half of 2017 through 
the Futureproof Strategy review and that the programme business case should be completed 
about August 2017, at which point a decision will be made on the merits of progressing any 
passenger rail project further. 

88. Notwithstanding the above, Staff have been  progressing further work on land requirements to 
future proof a commuter rail service at Tasman Road and will report back in more detail to the 
March 2017 Growth and Infrastructure Committee on all of the future proofing opportunities. 

Signatory 

Authoriser 
Chris Allen, General Manager City Infrastructure Group  

Kelvyn Eglinton, General Manager City Growth 

 

https://at.govt.nz/media/1972209/network-for-the-south.pdf
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Committee: Growth and Infrastructure 

Committee 
Date: 14 February 2017 

Report Name: New Zealand Transport Agency 

Update 
Author: Chris Allen 

 

Status Open  
 

 

 Recommendation from Management 

That the report is received. 
 

1. Attachments 

2. There are no attachments for this report. 

3. Purpose of Report 

4. Parekawhia McLean, Central North Island Director, New Zealand Transport Agency will provide 
the Committee with an update from the Agency. 

 

Signatory 
Authoriser Chris Allen, General Manager City Infrastructure Group  

 

council report 



 

Growth and Infrastructure Committee Agenda 14 February 2017- OPEN Page 42 of 116 

It
e
m

 7
 

 
Committee: Growth and Infrastructure 

Committee 
Date: 14 February 2017 

Report Name: Dinsdale Roundabout Petition Author: Jason Harrison 

 

Report Status Open  

Strategy, Policy or Plan context Access Hamilton 

Financial status There is no budget allocated 

Assessment of significance 

Having regard to the decision making provisions in the 
LGA 2002 and Council’s Significance Policy, a decision 
in accordance with the recommendations is not 
considered to have a high degree of significance 

1. Purpose of the Report 

2. To inform the Committee of a petition received regarding concerns about traffic flows and 
delays at Dinsdale Roundabout and staff advice on this in accordance with standing orders. 

3. To endorse the physical work changes to Dinsdale Roundabout proposed by New Zealand 
Transport Agency (the Transport Agency). 

4. Executive Summary 

5. In April/May 2016 changes were made to Dinsdale Roundabout to address safety of 
pedestrians in the vicinity of the roundabout and to reinforce the network hierarchy with 
changes at the Rifle Range Road intersection.  Safety/capacity improvements for traffic 
through the intersection were also undertaken. 

6. The changes were a joint initiative by the Transport Agency and Council that were delivered 
using a co-funded single contract. 

7. On 3 November 2016 Council received a petition from Dinsdale residents seeking to have the 
two lanes from Tuhikaramea Road reinstated, white lines remarked and cones removed. 

8. The Transport Agency and Council have met with the petition representatives on two separate 
occasions and changes are proposed to address the concerns raised in the petition. 

Recommendation from Management 

That: 

a) the report is received; and 

b) the Committee endorses the changes proposed by the New Zealand Transport Agency to 
Dinsdale Roundabout which include the re-instatement of two lanes on the Tuhikaramea 
Road approach plus minor adjustments to some islands at the roundabout and associated 
road marking. 

council report 
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 9. Attachments 

10. Attachment 1 - Sample Dinsdale Roundabout Petition_3Nov2016 

11. Attachment 2 - Dinsdale Roundabout Proposed 2017 Physical Works (Draft)  

12. Background 

13. Dinsdale Roundabout forms part of the state highway network (SH23 – Whatawhata Road & 
Massey Street) that runs through the city and is controlled by the Transport Agency.   

14. The Transport Agency had previously investigated the safety of pedestrians in the vicinity of 
the Dinsdale Roundabout after a pedestrian fatality on Whatawhata Road near Poaka Ave in 
2014.   

15. Council had also identified changes to the Rifle Range Road/Massey Street intersection after 
complaints and feedback highlighted Rifle Range Road was being used by trucks as a bypass (of 
the state highway network).  The complaints centered around the noise, volume, and 
vibrations the trucks generated along Rifle Range Road.  Safety concerns for pedestrians 
(including school children) trying to cross Rifle Range Road had also been expressed due to the 
speed that vehicles were exiting off Massey Street. 

16. In April/May 2016 changes were made to the Dinsdale Roundabout, the key changes included: 

 Reducing the Tuhikaramea Road and Dinsdale Road approaches to a single lane 

 Replacing ‘zebra’ pedestrian crossings with signalised crossings at the Whatawhata Road 
shopping centre and Massey Street next to Frankton School 

 Relocation/upgrade of the bus stop on Whatawhata Road 

 Installation of informal pedestrian crossing points on the Dinsdale Road and Killarney Road 
approaches 

 Removal of the Rifle Range Road left-turn slip lane 

 Installation of an off-road cycle facility at Rifle Range Road/Massey Street intersection. 

17. Improvements proposed by the Transport agency and by Council were delivered using a co-
funded single contract with the Council local road component funded within Council’s 2015-16 
Minor Improvement Programme (Contract No. 15349). 

18. While the safety improvements have been supported by various groups (i.e. CCS Disability, 
Living Streets) the Transport Agency and Council have received community feedback 
expressing concern about the impact the works have had on traffic flows and delays. 

19. Public Petition 

20. On 3 November 2016 Council received a petition seeking to have the two lanes from 
Tuhikaramea Road reinstated, remark of white lines and removal of cones.  A copy of a sample 
page from the petition is included (Attachment 1). 

21. Standing orders (section 3.19) require a valid petition to be considered by the appropriate 
Committee, together with staff advice, within 60 days of receipt (or 2 meeting cycles).  A valid 
petition in normal circumstances must amongst other things contain more than 100 signatures 
of residents of Hamilton City, all being on the Electoral Roll for Hamilton City and eligible to 
vote. 



 

Growth and Infrastructure Committee Agenda 14 February 2017- OPEN Page 44 of 116 

It
e
m

 7
 22. This is the first meeting cycle of the Growth and Infrastructure Committee since receipt of the 

petition.  The petition contains more than the required number of signatures and staff have 
deemed it to be valid. 

23. Since receiving the petition staff have organised two meetings with the petition 
representatives.  These meetings included Transport Agency staff, HCC staff and elected 
members from Hamilton City Council. 

24. The first meeting was on 21 November 2016.  A number of issues were raised that were taken 
away by staff from Transport Agency and Council to work through and report back to this 
group.  The key issues raised were: 

 Reducing Tuhikaramea Road approach from two lanes to a single lane (Longer queues; 
difficulty accessing/merging from Dinsdale shops) 

 Reducing Dinsdale Road approach from two lanes to a single lane (Longer queues) 

 Operation of the signalised pedestrian crossing on Whatawhata Road (Pedestrian 
confusion negotiating a staggered signalised pedestrian crossing) 

 Removal of the Rifle Range Road left-turn slip lane (Difficult for right turning traffic out 
of Rifle Range Road to know if city bound traffic on Massey Street is turning left onto 
Rifle Range Road or going straight ahead) 

 Concern about the impact of future growth in the area on the intersection. 

25. At the follow up meeting on 12 December 2016, the Transport Agency advised that they were 
prepared to make changes to the Dinsdale Roundabout which include the re-instatement of 
two lanes on the Tuhikaramea Road approach, along with some minor adjustments at the 
roundabout and associated road markings (Attachment 2).  The changes are expected to 
improve peak-time flows with two lanes flowing between Tuhikaramea Road and Massey 
Street as well as provide better opportunities for motorists from Dinsdale Road to enter the 
roundabout. 

26. In addition to the changes proposed, the Transport Agency is continuing to look at the phasing 
and operation of the pedestrian signals on Whatawhata Road. 

27. No physical changes to Rifle Range Road are proposed as removal of the slip lane was 
undertaken to discourage use by trucks as a bypass.  There is no ability to provide increased 
separation between the roundabout and Rifle Range Road to ease gap selection for right turn 
out movements from Rifle Range Road. 

28. Before implementing the changes staff from both the Transport Agency and Council will meet 
with the petition representatives to confirm the proposed changes (following detailed design) 
and share the communication plan for this next phase of work. 

29. Staff from both the Transport Agency and Council will be working together to complete further 
monitoring once the changes have been made, including the entrance to Dinsdale Road and 
exit onto Rifle Range Road. 

30. Financial and Resourcing Implications 

31. The cost associated with the next phase of physical works will be met by the Transport Agency, 
who will lead the design and letting of the contract works. 

32. Council staff will be supporting this next phase of physical works by assisting with the 
preparation and co-ordination/release of an updated communication plan, feedback on the 
designs, engagement with the petition representatives, and post-physical works monitoring. 
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 33. Next Steps 

34. The indicative timeframe for completing the physical changes are: 

 During February 2017: the Transport Agency to finalise the design, and re-engage with 
Council  and petition representatives 

 

 February/March 2017: the Transport Agency to procure the physical works contract, and 
agree communications approach with Council 

 

 Rollout of communication plan and implementation of physical works will occur as soon 
as practicable following the above two steps. 

35. Risk 

36. When the physical works are undertaken there is the possibility of disruption/delays to 
commuters.  While some disruption/delays are unavoidable this aspect of the works will be 
managed through the construction management and communication plans. 
 

 

Signatory 
Authoriser Chris Allen, General Manager City Infrastructure Group  
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Committee: Growth and Infrastructure 

Committee 
Date: 14 February 2017 

Report Name: On Street Parking Supply in 

CBD 
Author: Robyn Denton 

 

Report Status Open  

Strategy, Policy or Plan context Access Hamilton 

Financial status There is no budget allocated  

Assessment of significance 

Having regard to the decision making provisions in the 
LGA 2002 and Council’s Significance Policy, a decision 
in accordance with the recommendations is not 
considered to have a high degree of significance. 

1. Purpose of the Report 

2. To inform the Committee of all opportunities to increase the on street parking numbers in the 
Central City as an input to the work that the Central City Parking Control Task Force is 
undertaking. 

3. To seek approval to implement angle parking on sites assessed as “easy to Implement” with 
any costs met from the discretionary transport budget. 

4. Executive Summary 

5. A desk top assessment has been undertaken to identify sites suitable for potentially 
implementing angle parking within the Central Business District (CBD) of Hamilton. 

6. A series of ‘rules of thumb’ have been used to determine the suitability of the sites and the 
ease of implementation for angle parking.  Sites have then been ranked as either: 

 Easy to implement  

 Will require some effort  

 Will require significant effort to implement 

7. It is recommended that the easy to implement sites are progressed immediately, while further 
work is carried out on the remaining sites to confirm the extent of work required, the actual 
number of additional carparks that would result from the work, the cost to implement and 
funding opportunities. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

council report 
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 Recommendations from Management 

That the Committee:  

a) the report is received; 
 

b) approves implementation of additional parking for sites assessed as “easy to implement” 
with costs of up to $25,000 met from the discretionary transport budget; 

 

c) approves the initiation of a bylaw process to reduce the speed limit in Knox Street to 30 
km/h to support the implementation of angle parking; and 

 

d) approves further investigation of additional parking for sites assessed as “requiring some 
effort to implement” to be reported back to the Committee through the Central City 
Parking Control Taskforce. 

8. Attachments 

9. Attachment 1 - Sites that are easy to implement  

10. Attachment 2 - Sites that will require some effort to implement 

11. Attachment 3 - Sites that will require signifcant effort to implement.  

12. Background 

13. Council as part of the Access Hamilton Transport Strategy report to its 13 December 2016 
meeting resolved the following: 

Council request staff to report back to the Growth and Infrastructure Committee in February 
2017 identifying all opportunities to increase the on street parking numbers in the Central City. 

14. The intent of the resolution was to undertake an early stocktake of on street parking 
opportunities so that the information could be used by the Central City Parking Control Task 
Force which is due to report back to Committee by June 2017. Staff have attempted to identify 
“all” opportunities as required by the resolution regardless of the implementation difficulties. 

15. The following ‘rules of thumb’ have been used to assist with the preliminary desktop 
assessment of opportunities for introducing angle parking: 

 In order to gain the most benefit from angle parking, there needs to be long lengths of 
kerbline that are uninterrupted by vehicle crossings.   

 For every three parallel carparks, you can generally install four angle carparks which are 
2.5m wide (these are reasonably narrow carparks) 

 Angle parks need to be 4.3m deep if the vehicle is parking up against a kerb and the nose 
of the vehicle is able to hang over the adjacent footpath or garden.    

 For slow speed streets (i.e. 30km/h) it is possible to remove the maneouvre space behind 
the angle parks but it then requires the through traffic to wait for any vehicles that are 
backing out.  Worley Place is an example of this type of layout. A carriageway width of 
about 12.3m is required to cater for two-way traffic in this low speed environment with 
angle parking on one side and parallel on the other.   

 For higher speed streets (i.e. 50km/h), there is a need to provide maneouvre space behind 
the angle parking so that vehicles backing out of the carpark don’t interrupt the through 
traffic.   Ward Street (Anglesea St to Tristram St) is an example of this type of layout. A 
carriageway width of about 18m is required to cater for two-way traffic, with angle parking 
on one side and parallel parking on the other. 
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 16. Staff are aware that cyclists generally dislike angle parking because it increases the likelihood 

of them being hit by reversing vehicles.  It is therefore necessary to consider the Biking Plan 
hierarchy of routes as part of the assessment process. 

17. Sites have then been ranked as either: 

 Easy to implement  

 Will require some effort  

 Will require significant effort to implement 

18. The current parking provisions in the CBD are managed in two distinct ways: 

 Blue Zone: maximum of 2 hour parking, $2 per hour charge applicable between 9am 
and 3pm. Monday to Saturday inclusive.  Free parking on Sundays and public holidays 

 Yellow Zone: time restrictions vary  

These two zones are illustrated in the map below.  

 

19. Based on current parking layouts, we have 631 general on-street carparks (i.e. not mobility, 
loading zone, bus stops, motorcycle stops) in the Blue Zone and 312 general on-street carparks 
in the Yellow Zone. 

20. Assessing the level of parking demand is currently completed via a parking occupancy survey 
completed three times a year using a vehicle equipped with automatic number plate 
recognition (ANPR) cameras. 
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The map to the left shows the level of demand 
for each street in the CBD between 10am and 
4pm in October 2016. 

 

 

Parking demand is greatest (red/orange) in the 
central (downtown) CBD and then generally 
decreases (yellow/green) as you move away from 
this area.   

 

21. Sites that will be easy to implement 

22. The ‘easy to implement’ sites are  listed and shown in the map below: 

 Site Estimated 
additional 
carparks 

Current level of 
parking demand 

a Bryce St -  between Victoria St and the river 2 high  

b Hood St  - between Alexandra St and Anglesea 
Street 

2 high 

c Knox St  - between Anglesea St and Victoria St 13 high 

    

 

23. These sites have been assessed as ‘easy to implement’ because they will only require road 
marking and signage changes that can be implemented at a cost of up to $25,000. 

24. Both Bryce Street and Hood Street already have a 30km/h speed limit in place.  Staff 
recommend that the speed limit on Knox Street also be lowered to 30km/h if these changes to 
the parking layout are undertaken. 
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 25. Further detail on each of these sites is provided in Attachment One. 

26. Sites that will require some effort to implement 

27. The locations that ‘will require effort’ to implement are listed and shown in the map below: 

 Site Estimated 
additional 
carparks 

Current level of 
parking 
demand 

d Harwood St -  between London St and Rostrevor St 6 low 

e Barton St – between London St and Bryce St 7 high 

f Ward St –between Victoria St and Worley Pl 3 high 

g Worley Place – between Ward St and the shared 
zone 

2 high 

h Caro St –between Anglesea St and Alexandra St 12 n/a 

i Alexandra St –between Caro St and Collingwood St 3 high 

J Hood St – between Alexandra St and Victoria St 2 low 

k Victoria St – between Grantham St and Anzac 
Parade 

11 medium 

    

 

28. These sites require more than just road marking and signage to implement.  The works would 
need to include physical changes to kerblines and generally will require additional detailed 
investigation to fully understand the extent of work required and the actual number of 
additional carparks that will result from the work.  

29. Further information on the work needed to complete these sites is included in the site 
assessments included in Attachment two. 

30. Sites that require significant effort to implement 

31. The locations where additional parking could be provided, but which will require either 
significant funding or effort including significant public engagement are shown below: 
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  Site Estimated additional 

carparks 
Current level of 

parking 
demand 

l Victoria St – centrally London St to Liverpool 
Street 

TBC additional 
investigation needed 

Low – medium 

m Victoria St – both sides between Bryce St to 
London Street 

TBC additional 
investigation needed 

medium 

n Garden Place 91 Not applicable 

    

 

32. These three sites require significant investment into physical works to completely change the 
existing road layout.  They will also require significant consultation in order to implement, with 
changes to Garden Place being the most complex. 

33. Additional information on these sites is included in Attachment Three. 

34. Financial and Resourcing Implications 

35. The works required to complete these changes could be funded as set out below: 

Type of sites Funding sources 

Easy to implement Integrated Transport Initiatives 

Will require some work to implement Integrated Transport Initiatives 

Will required significant work to implement Specific funding via 10 Year Plan  2018/28 

36. It is not expected that any of these works would attract an NZ Transport Agency subsidy (51%). 

37. Risk 

38. Consultation will be required for the majority of these changes.  At this stage, no consultation 
has been undertaken either with the Central Business Association or the adjacent business 
owners.  This will be completed once a decision has been made about whether or not the 
proposals are to proceed. 

39. In the case of the Garden Place option, the existing Pedestrian Mall status will require removal.  
Under Section 336 of the Local Government Act 1974, if Council decides to alter the Pedestrian 
Mall status it would need to complete a Special Consultative Procedure.  Council would then 
need to make a declaration of its intentions having considered any submissions received 
during the consultation process.  
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 40. Those who wish to appeal the declaration are allowed one month to do so following the date 

of declaration of intention. The declared change would not take effect until any appeals to the 
declaration have been heard by the Environment Court. Council would face the costs 
associated with defending its decision.  

 

Signatory 
Authoriser Chris Allen, General Manager City Infrastructure Group  
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Committee: Growth and Infrastructure 

Committee 
Date: 14 February 2017 

Report Name: Appointments to the Regional 

Public Transport Plan 
Development Subcommittee 

Author: Lee-Ann Jordan 

 

Status Open  
 

 

1. Purpose of the Report 

2. To seek a recommendation to Council for approval of Hamilton City Council appointments to 
the Regional Public Transport Plan Development Subcommittee. 

3. Executive Summary 

4. At its 15 December 2016 Meeting, Waikato Regional Council re-established the Regional Public 
Transport Plan Development Subcommittee for the purpose of preparing and recommending a 
draft 2018-2028 Regional Public Transport Plan for public consultation. 

5. Hamilton City Council has been asked to appoint two representatives to this Subcommittee. 
The terms of reference (Attachment 1) proposes the representatives are drawn from the 
Hamilton Regional Transport Committee or the Hamilton Public Transport Committee 
representatives (Crs Macpherson and Tooman). 

 Recommendation from Management (recommendation to Council) 

 That the Growth and Infrastructure Committee recommends to Council, the appointment of 
Hamilton City Council’s representatives on the Regional Public Transport Plan Development 
Subcommittee as follows: 

a) Councillor _ _ _ 
 

b) Councillor _ _ _ 

6. Attachments 

7. Attachment 1 - Regional Public Transport Plan Development Subcommittee - Terms of 
Reference - January 2017 

8. Attachment 2 - Regional Public Transport Plan Development Subcommittee - HCC Appointment 
Letter from Waikato Regional Council - January 2017  
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Committee: Growth and Infrastructure 

Committee 
Date: 14 February 2017 

Report Name: Taskforce Update - Verbal 

Report 
Author: Chris Allen 

 

Status Open  
 

 

Purpose of the verbal report is to inform the Committee on the progress of the Parking Taskforce and 
the Access Hamilton Taskforce. 

Recommendation from Management  

That the verbal report is received. 
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Committee: Growth and Infrastructure 

Committee 
Date: 14 February 2017 

Report Name: Meteor Theatre - Access Ramp Author: Nicolas Wells 

 

Report Status Open  

Strategy, Policy or Plan context Disability Policy 

Financial status 
There are no financial impacts. One Victoria Trust will 
pay all costs. 

Assessment of significance 

Having regard to the decision making provisions in the 
LGA 2002 and Council’s Significance Policy, a decision 
in accordance with the recommendations is not 
considered to have a high degree of significance. 

1. Purpose of the Report 

2. To seek approval for the construction of a new access ramp for the Meteor Theatre, 1 Victoria 
Street, Hamilton. 

3. Executive Summary 

4. Council gifted the Meteor Theatre to One Victoria Trust (OVT) on 24 January 2014. 

5. Access to the Meteor Theatre is difficult for elderly patrons, parents with young children, or 
people with disabilities. 

6. OVT has applied to Council for permission to erect a new access ramp and stairs on the 
footpath outside the main entrance (shown on Attachments 1 and 2).  Permission is required 
because the ramp encroaches into adjoining Council-owned land (legally road). 

7. Council’s lawyers advise that the best way of formalising the encroachment is through a 
variation to the existing Deed of Gift between Council and OVT. 

8. The new ramp will improve the accessibility and enhance the amenity of the theatre. 

9. OVT will pay all costs associated with construction, maintenance and compliance. 

Recommendations from Management 

That the Committee: 

a) the report is received; 

b) approves the construction of a new accessible entrance ramp and stairs for the 
Meteor Theatre; and 

c) authorises the Chief Executive officer to execute all instruments required to give 
effect to this resolution.   
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 10. Attachments 

11. Attachment 1 - Meteor Theatre Ramp - Perspective Drawing 

12. Attachment 2 - Meteor Theatre Ramp - Construction Drawings 

13. Attachment 3 - Meteor Theatre Ramp - Variation of Deed of Gift  

14. Key Issues 

15. Variation of Deed of Gift 

16. Council’s Solicitors, Tompkins Wake, have prepared a Variation to the Deed of Gift 
(Attachment 3) which allows for the construction of the new access ramp on the footpath 
outside the Meteor Theatre.  

 The ramp will be owned and maintained by OVT. 

 OVT will comply with all legal obligations, and pay all costs. 

17. Compliance and Consultation 

18. The plans have been reviewed by the relevant Council officers who are satisfied that all 
compliance requirements have been met. 

19. OVT has consulted with all affected Network Utility Operators and provided their consent to 
construction of the new ramp. 

20. Access Coordinator Gerri Pomeroy from CSS Disability Action Waikato was consulted and 
provided feedback on the initial concept plans.  Based on the feedback provided the ramp was 
reduced to 1.8m width to ensure there remained enough space on the footpath. 

21. Council staff have confirmed that the ramp will enhance access to the theatre and will not 
detrimentally affect the functioning of the footpath.  There will be sufficient width remaining 
to accommodate all users. 

22. Financial and Resourcing Implications 

23. There are no financial or resourcing implications.  All costs are paid by OVT. 

24. Risk 
25. Risk is transferred to OVT and Council is indemnified against all potential claims (clause 9 of the 

Variation of Deed of Gift). 
 

Signatory 
Authoriser Kelvyn Eglinton, General Manager City Growth  
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Committee: Growth and Infrastructure 

Committee 
Date: 14 February 2017 

Report Name: Government's Housing 

Infrastructure Fund - Indicative 
Proposal from Hamilton City 
Council  

Author: Luke O'Dwyer 

 

Report Status Open  

Strategy, Policy or Plan context 

Hamilton Urban Growth Strategy 

Partly Operative District Plan 

Growth Funding Policy 

2015-2025 Long Term Plan 

30 Year Infrastructure Strategy 

Financial status 
 There is budget to prepare Council’s final Housing 
Infrastructure Fund Proposal 

Assessment of significance 

Having regard to the decision making provisions in the 
LGA 2002 and Council’s Significance Policy, a decision 
in accordance with the recommendations is not 
considered to have a high degree of significance 

1. Purpose of the Report 

2. To inform Council about Hamilton City Council’s (HCC) indicative proposal to the Housing 
Infrastructure Fund (HIF) and the next stage of the HIF process.  
 

3. Executive Summary 

4. The previous Council resolved on 25 August 2016 to prepare and submit an indicative proposal 
to the HIF based on advancing the Peacockes growth cell.  

5. In addition to seeking funding for Peacockes, Council’s indicative proposal also sought funding 
to advance development in the Rotokauri growth cell.  

6. Council submitted its indicative proposal to the Ministry of Business Innovation and 
Employment (MBIE) on 2 December 2016 (attachment 1).  

7. Council’s indicative proposal is non-binding and provides MBIE an opportunity to understand 
the extent of funding sought across New Zealand to support the construction of new dwellings 
and to allow MBIE to develop their thinking to establish final proposal criteria. 

8. Staff received feedback on Council’s indicative proposal from MBIE on 22 December 2016 
which was largely positive. 

9. The requirements for the final proposal were released on 2 February 2017. 
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 10. Council has until 31 March 2017 to submit a final proposal for consideration. Council’s final 
proposal will require considerably more detailed information, supporting documents and a 
comprehensive business case. 

11. Final proposals will be evaluated from April and a final decision on funding is likely to be made 
by the end of June 2017. 

12. Staff will report back to this Committee on the detail of the final proposal prior to submission 
to MBIE. 

Recommendation from Management 

That the report is received. 

13. Attachments 

14. Attachment 1 - Government's Housing Infrastructure Fund - Indicative Proposal (Under 
Separate Cover)  

15. Background 

16. On 3 July 2016 the Government announced a new $1 billion Housing Infrastructure Fund (HIF) 
for local government. The fund is available to areas that are classified as “high-growth” under 
the National Policy Statement on Urban Development Capacity, which includes Hamilton.  

17. The outcome sought by the government via the fund is to increase the pace at which housing 
supply is made available and to increase housing yield beyond what is otherwise planned.  

18. The HIF is a one-off contestable interim fund to bring forward the roading, water and other 
strategic infrastructure required for new housing.  

19. Staff prepared and submitted an indicative proposal to MBIE to advance development in the 
Peacockes and Rotokauri growth cells.  

20. The total funding sought was $240 million for transport and three waters infrastructure in the 
Peacockes and Rotokauri areas.   

21. These areas were selected as they provide the best opportunity to unlock significant housing 
development to satisfy the key criteria associated with the HIF assessment framework, and 
were also areas of the City where key landowners and developers were able to provide written 
support to actually construct new housing should HIF funding be secured.  

22. Current state 

23. Feedback on the HCC indicative proposal was received on 22 December 2016. The feedback 
was largely positive and mainly sought greater clarity about the potential housing yield that 
would be brought forward should a HIF allocation be received by Council.  

24. The criteria for final proposal was released on 2 February 2017, which can be found here - 
http://www.mbie.govt.nz/info-services/infrastructure-growth/housing-infrastructure-fund  

25. At the time of completing this report, staff were still analysing and assessing the detailed final 
stage criteria. Initial observations are that the proposed final structure does not appear to 
deliver all the initial outcomes sought by Government.  

http://www.mbie.govt.nz/info-services/infrastructure-growth/housing-infrastructure-fund
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 26. While any debt associated with a HIF allocation would be interest free, there appears to be 
challenges in collecting development contributions, especially on transport projects. More 
work is required to analyse the proposal financial HIF structure and its implications for Council.  

27. Council would also appear to have obligations to consult under the Local Government Act for 
any projects not in the current Long Term Plan that are part of any HIF application. At this 
stage, it is not clear how the HIF process accommodates this requirement.  

28. Staff will prepare a final proposal to fund growth infrastructure for both the Peacockes and 
Rotokauri growth cells and will report back to this Committee on the details of the final 
proposal prior to submission to MBIE. 

29. Financial and resourcing implications 

30. Staff are still modeling the full financial implications for Council should HIF resources be 
confirmed.  

31. While there are financial benefits from receiving a HIF allocation (primarily in terms of interest 
payments saved from the fact the HIF would be interest free), there are potential issues with 
how any HIF allocation may impact Council’s current Financial Strategy. 

32. The specific issue arising from receiving any HIF allocation relates to how any HIF debt will be 
treated both on the balance sheet and in terms of financial debt ratios, the repayment 
arrangements (especially for transport projects) and how development contributions will be 
levied. 

33. Senior Council staff continue to urgently liaise with their equivalent counterparts at Auckland 
Council and Tauranga City Council and with senior MBIE officials on financial matters 
associated with the HIF.  

34. Staff will report on the outcomes of these negotiations and report on the full financial 
implications associated with our final HIF proposal before submitting it to MBIE.  

35. As part of determining the final HIF application, Council will be presented with a range of bid 
options to assess against the current Financial Strategy. 

36. While the development of the 2018-2028 Long Term Plan is in its early stages, the full financial 
implications of the HIF on the wider budget development process will not be available for 
some months.   

 

Signatory 
Authoriser Richard Briggs, Chief Executive  

       

    


