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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.

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.

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.

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

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

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

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

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).

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

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.

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:

e 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.

e Approval of Private Developer Agreements within the budget approved under the Long Term Plan.

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

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

The Committee is delegated the following recommendatory powers:

e Adoption of the 30 Year Infrastructure Plan to Council.
e Approval of additional borrowing to Finance Committee.
e Approval of Private Developer Agreements for unfunded growth projects to Finance Committee.

e Approval of city boundary changes to Council.

The Committee may make recommendations to Council and other Committees

Oversight of Policies:

e Business Improvement District (BID) Policy

e Connections and Charging Policy for Three Waters Policy

e Development Contributions Policy

e FEarthquake-Prone, Dangerous & Insanitary Buildings Policy
e Growth Funding Policy

e Hamilton Gateways Policy

e Sale and Disposal of Council Land Policy

e Speed Management Policy

e 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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Item 5

b Hamilton City Council

Te kaunihera o Kirikiriroa

council report

Committee: Growth and Infrastructure Date: 14 February 2017
Committee
Report Name: General Managers' Report Author: Kelvyn Eglinton
Chris Allen
Report Status Open

Hamilton Plan, Central City Transformation Plan

Strategy, Policy or Plan context (CCTP), Economic Development Agenda

There is no budget allocated
Financial status

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

Assessment of significance

=

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

N

Recommendations from Management

That:
a) thereportisreceived; 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
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SPCA closure (GM City Growth)

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.

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:

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

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

e 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;

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

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

e Assisted SPCA with 13 welfare cases;
e 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

e 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.

12.

13.

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.

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.

The key findings:

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

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

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

e 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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e 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;

e 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

e 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:

e 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;

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

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

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

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

e Associated earthworks; and
e 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.
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20.

21.

22.

23.

24,
25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.
31.

32.

Chief Executive/General Manager Executive Engagement Sessions (GM
City Growth)

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

The objectives of these sessions are:

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

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

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

e 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.

e 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.

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

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

Developers’ Forums (GM City Growth)

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

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.

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.

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

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.

Quarterly Growth Update (GM City Growth)

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

This document is attached (Attachment 1).
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33.

34.
35.

36.
37.
38.

39.

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.

Regulatory functions (GM City Growth)

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.

Heritage update (GM City Growth)
Minister of Culture and Heritage — funding
In January, Council wrote to potentially eligible heritage building owners, as below:

e |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.

e 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).

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

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

Key reasons for the difference between Council’s District Plan Heritage List and that of the
Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga list.

e 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.

e 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) .

e 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.

e 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.

Growth and Infrastructure Committee Agenda 14 February 2017- OPEN Page 10 of 116


http://www.mch.govt.nz/
http://heritageequip.govt.nz/

40.
41.

42.

43,

44,
45,

46.

47.

48.

e 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.

Electric Vehicles (GM City Infrastructure)

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.

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.

Key components of the programme include:
e Road user Charges exemptions for light electric vehicles and heavy electric vehicles
e Work across government and the private sector to investigate bulk purchasing
e Support the development and roll out of public charging infrastructure
e A nation-wide electric vehicle information and promotion campaign
e A contestable fund of up to Sémillion per year to support innovation
e Enabling electric vehicles to access bus and high occupancy vehicle lanes
e Review of tax depreciation rates and the method for calculating fringe benefit tax
e Review ACC levies for plug in hybrid electric vehicles

e Establishment of an Electric Vehicles leadership Group

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

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.

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.

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.

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.

50.

51.
52.

53.

54.

55.

56.

57.

58.

59.

114 M St
4 ENTRANCE
4 RECEPTION
4 VISITOR PARKING

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.

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

Maintenance Strategy for Footpaths(GM City Infrastructure)

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.

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.

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.

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.

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.

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.

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

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.

61.

62.

63.

64.

65.

66.

67.

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.

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.

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.

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

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

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.

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

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:

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

e Appropriate Traffic Management Plans and their approval

e Consultation with the Advocacy Users Group — ie Living Streets, Blind Foundation, CCS
Disability and CAW
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68.

69.

70.
71.

72.

73.

74.

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.

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

Speed Management (GM City Infrastructure)

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

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

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.

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:

e River Road near Te Huia
e Horsham Downs Road near Moonlight
e Boundary road near Oakley

e 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:

e Tasman Road (opposite the Base)

e Frankton Rail Station

e Kahikatea Drive

e Previous CBD Underground Rail Station
e Claudelands

e 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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82.

83.

84.

85.

86.

87.

88.

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.

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.

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

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

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.

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.

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.

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.

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
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Hamilton’s Housing Market
and Economy
Growth Indicator Report

November 2016

b Hamilton City Council

Te kaunihera o Kirikiriroa

hamilton.govt.nz
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Introduction

This report presents the latest summary information about Hamilton’s economy and

residential housing market. It uses Hamilton City Council (HCC) data and provides analysis of

recent and historical trends in Hamilton’s residential consenting and development activity,
and in the wider housing market. It also provides an overview of the local eccnomy.

Key findings

« Over the last two years Hamilton has experienced its
strongest residential housing boom in both the volume of
new dwellings and average sale prices since the 2008
financial crisis.

« Economic indicators such as GDP in key sectors, reduced
unemployment and levels of new consents have shown
strong positive trends over the same period.

« Hamilton’s economy (3.6 per cent) grew quicker than
New Zealand’s economy (2.7 per cent) last year and has
been doing so since 2014.

. Housing affordability has deteriorated and Hamilton is
now less affordable than the last peak in 2007. Wages
have not been growing at the same rate as house prices
but have been higher than inflation.

- Despite strong economic activity there is risk of economic
instability. This is due to the cyclical nature of economic
growth and the current unsteady geopolitical landscape.

« 1011 new dwelling approvals were granted in the year to
October 2016 represented in 674 consents. These consents
represent an increase of eight per cent in number and 19
per cent in value compared to the same period in 2015.
There is some evidence of a flattening in this trend over the
last few months.

« In the year ended October 2016, a total of 685 new houses
were approved for construction, an increase of 61 houses,
or 10 per cent compared to the same period in 2015. The
number of townhouses, flats and units decreased by 44, or
12 per cent.

« Hamilton has remained strong in healthcare over the past
15 years and has recently had strong growth in electricity,
gas, water and waste services and manufacturing.

« Hamilton’s estimated unemployment rate has dropped
but remains higher than the national average. A youthful
population such as in Hamilton typically leads to higher
unemployment levels.

Key Facts

Population Estimate (as at June 2016)

161,200

City Area

11,093ha

Number of Households (as at 30 june 2015)

56,385

Number of employees (as at 30 June 2015)

85,358

Number of businesses (as at 30 june 2015)

13,925

Source: Statistics New Zealand most recent annual estimates based on
household survey results and the 2012 Census.

Hamilton’s Housing Market and Economy Growth Indicator Report
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New Residential Building Consents

Number of dwellings, consents and
new residential buildings by type

For the calendar year to October 2016
1011 new residential dwellings (includes
houses, apartments, townhouses and
units), valued at $264m, were approved
for construction in Hamilton.

This compares to 938 for the same period last year
representing an increase of 8 per centin number
or 73 dwelling consents. An estimate (not an
official forecast) for the total number of dwellings
for the year to end 2016 is 1271, which would be
92 more dwellings than the total in 2015.

The 1011 new dwelling approvals were
represented in 674 consents (some consents are
for more than one dwelling). These new dwelling
consent approval numbers represent an increase
of eight per centin number and 19 per centin
value compared to the same period in 2015.

Building consents issued for new houses resulted
in the construction of a total floor area of
166,836m during the year to October 2016, an
increase of 11 per cent from the same period last
year. During this period, a total of 685 new houses
were authorised for construction, an increase of
61 houses or 10 per cent compared to the same
period in 2015. The number of townhouses, flats
and units decreased by 44, or 12 per cent. Despite
this, there has been an overall and steady
increasing trend of higher density dwellings since
the 2008 financial crisis.

The 12-month rolling average graph of monthly
new dwelling consents shows an average of
around 70 consents per month over the last year.
This compares to a longer run average back to
2012 of between 40 to 50 consents. This is
another illustration of the timing and scale of the
current housing demand boom. Note however
that there appears to be a level of stabilisation in
new consents from April 2016 onwards.

The shortage of skilled workers, increased land
prices and the new Reserve Bank’s loan to value
ratio (LVR) rules could be the reasons which have
stopped the consent volume from increasing
further.

Arolling average is used here to remove some of
the highs, lows and seasonality of monthly data
and enable better trend analysis.

New Residential Dwellings Consented to October 2016

[—JFull year estimate of Dwellings (pro rata)
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New Residential Sections and Unit Titles (224C)

In the year to October 2016, a total of 1147
residential titles were approved (i.e. issued
224c), made up of 918 residential freehold
sections and 229 unit titles.

This substantial increase of 23 per centin number
compared to the same period in 2015. While this
part year (to October 2016) already represents an
increase compared to the full 2015 year, it should
be noted that the number of titles issued in the
latter part of a calendar year is usually low (there
were only 11 between October and December in
2015).

Speaking generally, for new residential dwellings a
separate title (referred to as a section 224c
certificate) will be obtained usually before building,
and when the dwelling is completed a Code
Compliance Certificate (CCC) will be sought prior to
it being lived in or sold. In conjunction with the
consent data earlier in this report, the graphs on
this page help describe this “development cycle”.
Note that time lags prevent direct comparisons
between building consents, title, and CCC for any
given year,

Titled Residential Freehold Sections and Units 2005 to October 2016

1,600

1,400 —1326 1309

1147

1,200

229

2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 End
Oct

= Freehold Section ® Unit Title Unit
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New Completed Dwellings (CCC)

In the calendar year to October 2016,

a total of 823 Code Compliance Certificates
(CCC) were issued to new residential
dwellings.

This represents an increase of 13 per cent compared
to the same period in 2015. It includes standalone
houses, apartments, townhouses and units.

Strong demand for sections and increased land
prices have encouraged developers and land
owners to progressively release more sections into
the market over the last four years. This allowed
more houses to be constructed, as the graph
illustrates.

Also, new Reserve Bank’s loan to value ratio (LVR)
rules apply to investment properties, but exempt
first home buyers and investors who purchase
new dwellings.

The lag time between the granting of building
consent and the receiving of CCC typically varies
from five to 24 months. Over 2015 and 2016, on
average it took 11 months to complete a residential
dwelling from the granting of building consent.

New Dwellings Completed (CCC) by Building Type to October 2016 YTD

1,200

2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 End
Oct
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Residential Resource Consents By Type

The total number of consent applications

Residential Resource Consent Application Annual Volume {June)

to HCC for the financial year ended 1,400
June 2016 increased 17 per cent compared 5 556 1166 1116
to the previous year.
1,000
The increase in volume is mainly from Land Use
Consents and Subdivision Consents. The number 800
of Land Use Consents processed increased by
71 applications and Subdivision Consent 600
applications increased by 56 from previous
fiscal year. 400
Increased resource consent activity is strongly 20 2
connected to the housing market boom currently
being experienced, reflected in high levels of 0 Shii T o 01445 it
development activity in the city. ®10- Land Use Consent 11 - Subdivision Consent
M 16 - Change of Conditions mMiscellaneous Application/Certificate
Housing Market
The average house price in Hamilton Average current house value
for the year to June 2016 was up an
Tauranga
unprecedented 32 per cent compared
with a year earlier.
uckland Area
Hamilton house price growth exceeded that
land
of Auckland, Tauranga, and New Zealand. New Zealan SR
However, average house values are lower in
Hamilton

Hamilton than all of the above despite the
rapid growth over the last year.

Annual house sales for the year ending June
2016 increased by 33 per cent to 4386. This
compares with the ten year average of 2865.
Historically low interest rates for mortgages are
facilitating higher levels of debt to be serviced
despite low income growth, driving up house
prices.

Auckland house price growth has flowed into
neighbouring regions, including Hamilton, as a
result of the LVR and Auckland’s sustained
increased house prices. Itis increasingly hard
to save for a house deposit in Auckland.

The extent of this flow from Auckland to
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Residential House Prices and Sales Volumes

During the year to July 2016, both dwelling

3 " s Median Sale Price
sale prices and volumes in Hamilton were 360,000 510,000 750,000
i : 5 ,II
highest in northern suburbs (collectively 310,008 ,W 000

"Rototuna") which is Hamilton's largest and
most mature growth cell.

House prices in Rototuna are on average more than
the balance of the city as the suburb is comprised
mostly of modern and newly built dwellings which
have not depreciated, and because the typical
dwelling built in Rototuna is a large family detached
house.

Sales volumes in Frankton and surrounding suburbs
were high, but sales prices were lower than the
Hamilton average. Growth cells in early stages of
development such as Rotokauri and Peacocke show
low volumes of sales but at relatively high prices.

Generally speaking, southern suburbs have lower
sales prices and volumes than the northern suburbs.

Temple View A P

Data used here includes standalone houses, . Glénview’ 7 Peacocke
duplexes, apartments, townhouses, and private ‘.
retirement units. It does not include sections.
Circle sizes on the heat map represent the number
of sales and colour indicates sale price bands.
Figures are rolling 12-month medians to July 2016.

No of Sales

10-67 O 67-124 (7) 124.131 e o

Source: Quotable Value
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Housing Affordability

Hamilton’s affordability has decreased

compared to New Zealand. Although this 20
has been the trend for all major North 180 |
Island cities, Hamilton is still the most

affordable.

This affordability index measures the ratio of the
average current house value to average annual
earnings. A higher ratio means less affordable
housing.

This index has rapidly increased over recent
months as incomes remained subdued coupled

with high house price growth. & & & &

=——New Zealand

Another component of housing affordability (not
factored into this index, for reasons of simplicity)
is mortgage rates. A risk not captured in this
graph is that first home buyers could be
burdened with significant debt if the interest rate
substantially increased, further deterioriating
housing affordability.

Housing Affordability Index

QS . o %]
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Gross Domestic Product

Hamilton’s GDP is estimated to be $7.7b
($2010) for the year toJune 2016. This
represents an increase of 3.6 per cent
over the past year.

Hamilton’s economy has grown strongly over the

past 15 years, averaging three per cent per annum.

The exception being during the widespread
recession following the 2008/09 global financial
crisis (GFC).

Hamilton’s economy grew quicker than the New
Zealand economy (2.7 per cent) last year and
has been doing so since the 2014 financial year.

A key driver of growth, both in Hamilton and New
Zealand, has been a migration-fuelled population
increase, which has pushed up consumer demand
and is forcing higher levels of construction activity.

Hamilton’s GDP has been driven over the last
five years particularly by the electricity, gas,
water and waste services, manufacturing and the
healthcare and social assistance sectors. These
sectors have increased by $161m, $160m and
$121m respectively over this period.

Dairy product manufacturing is Hamilton's
biggest export sector comprising approximately
60 per cent of Hamilton’s total exports across all
sectors.

Exports were heavily affected by the GFC. As this
sector makes up a large portion of both exports
and the greater manufacturing sector, this
explains why manufacturing had such a sharp
decline in GDP from 2008 to 2010Q.

Productivity in Hamilton has increased by 1.5
per cent per year on average from 2010 to
2015, This is higher than the New Zealand
average (1.1 per cent).

Productivity in New Zealand is higher than in
Hamilton although this can be attributed to the
city’s specialisation in labour intensive industries
such as healthcare and social assistance.

Millions ($2010)

Hamilton GDP - June year rolling average
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Unemployment

ARin

The annual average unemployment rate in
Hamilton was 6.6 per cent in June 2016,
improved from 6.7 per cent a year earlier.

The unemployment rate in Hamilton was
higher than in New Zealand, which averaged
5.2 per cent for the year to June 2016.

Unemployment is dropping despite strong
population growth driven by high migration.
This is due to strong business conditions driving
employment growth.

Amongst other factors such as low inflation, high
migration has kept labour cost pressures relatively
subdued. This situation could be about to change
due to reputed labour market shortages, stricter
immigration criteria being implemented and an
increase in this quarter’s inflation.

3.0%

2.0%

1.0%

0.0%

Q
"v@% ’@“ﬁ ‘\a@

Hamilton Unemployment Rate - Rolling 12-month average to June 2016

\ N 0%

~

SN .
Y/ A=l
)

N

e Nl

O
'\S‘?‘P '19@ &

=——New Zealand = Auckland

. N “J \d ) 3
3 & & & 35 S
A A A - » -
=—Tauranga City = Hamilton City

INFOMETRICS - HAMILTON CITY QUARTERLY ECONOMIC MONITOR - JUNE 2016

Hamilton’s Housing Market and Economy Growth Indicator Report

Growth and Infrastructure Committee Agenda 14 February 2017- OPEN

mn

Page 27 of 116

Item 5

Attachment 1



Item 5

Attachment 1

Further Information

Economic Growth and Planning Unit
Hamilton City Council

Private Bag 3010, Hamilton

Phone: 07 838 6699

Email: info@hcc.govt.nz

E3 /hamiltoncitycouncil

@CouncilHamilton
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ELE®TRIC VEHICLES

DRIVING AN EV FUTURE

What is an electric vehicle?
Electric vehicles are charged from an external electricity source.
They can be powered in two ways:
1. solely by electric batteries. These are commonly known as pure electric vehicles; or

2. a combination of electric batteries and a petrol or diesel engine. These are commonly known
as plug-in hybrid electric vehicles.

Hybrid vehicles that use a combination of a petrol or diesel engine, a battery or an onboard electric
motor are not included in this definition of electric vehicles because their batteries cannot be
charged from an external electricity source.

Why are electric vehicles good for New Zealand?
Electric vehicles have the potential to make a meaningful contribution to the transition to a low-
carbon economy, without compromising individual mobility or economic growth.

New Zealand is well placed to benefit from electric vehicles and the Government is committed to
supporting the uptake of them.

New Zealand is one of the most EV-ready and friendly countries in the world. That's because:
Just over 80 percent of the country’s electricity is generated from renewable sources

New Zealand has more than enough consented renewable electricity generation waiting to
support the widespread adoption of electric vehicles

Increased use of electric vehicles will replace petrol and diesel with clean, green, locally
produced energy, lessening our reliance on imported oil

High renewable energy levels mean that the emission reduction benefits of electric vehicles in
New Zealand are greater than in other countries

New Zealand motorists drive on average 29 kilometres per day. Average commutes in urban
centres are even shorter, at about 22 kilometres a day—a distance electric vehicles can
handle easily without recharging

85 percent of New Zealand homes have off-street parking, meaning electric vehicles can be
easily charged overnight at home

New Zealand’s 230-volt electricity system means every home has the potential to charge an
electric vehicle

Electric vehicles are cheaper to run than petrol or diesel vehicles. On average, charging an
electric vehicle at home is equivalent to buying petrol at 30 cents a litre, compared to petrol,
which is around $2 a litre.

® ® ® ® ® ® ®®

New Zealand Government
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The move from petrol and diesel to low emission vehicles is a natural evolution. Increased use of
electric vehicles will replace petrol and diesel with clean, green, locally produced energy.

The Government wants to encourage the switch sooner, rather than later.
By starting to replace New Zealand's fleet with electric vehicles now, we can begin to significantly

reduce our greenhouse gas emissions.

What are the barriers to uptake?

The biggest barriers currently limiting greater uptake of electric vehicles are:
@ relatively higher purchase prices compared to equivalent petrol and diesel vehicles
@ the limited variety of electric vehicle models available in New Zealand

@ the perceived limited travel range of electric vehicles, and access to convenient charging
locations

@ a lack of awareness of electric vehicles, uncertainty about the total costs of ownership,
expectancy of battery life, and misconceptions about electric vehicles.

Growth and Infrastructure Committee Agenda 14 February 2017- OPEN
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ELE@TRIC VEHICLES

DRIVING AN EV FUTURE

Electric Vehicles Programme Overview

New Zealand is well placed to benefit from electric vehicles and the Government is committed to
supporting the uptake of them.

That's because electric vehicles have the potential to make a meaningful contribution to the
transition to a low-carbon economy, without compromising individual mobility or economic growth.
New Zealand has about three million light vehicles on the roads, and transport produces around
17 percent of New Zealand's greenhouse gas emissions. By starting to replace our fleet with
electric vehicles now, we begin the journey to reduce emissions.

New Zealand is one of the most electric vehicle-ready and friendly countries in the world. That's
because just over 80 percent of the country's electricity is generated from renewable sources.

By making the most of our renewable advantage, the emission reduction benefits of electric vehicles
in New Zealand are greater than in other countries. That makes the move from petrol and diesel to
low emission vehicles a natural evolution, where vehicles are powered by clean, green, locally
produced energy.

The Government wants to encourage the switch sooner, rather than later.

That's why in partnership with the private sector and local govemment a substantive package of
measures has been jointly developed to increase the uptake of electric vehicles in New Zealand.

The Government’s Electric Vehicles Programme

The Government, together with industry and local government, has set a target of doubling the
number of electric vehicles in New Zealand every year, to reach approximately 64,000 by 2021. This
is about two percent of New Zealand's current light vehicle fleet.

To help achieve these goals, the Government has launched its Electric Vehicle Programme.
The Ministry of Transport has responsibility for the coordination and delivery of the Electric
Vehicles Programme, with support from the NZ Transport Agency, Energy Efficiency and
Conservation Authority, Ministry of Business, Innovation and Employment, Inland Revenue
Department and the Accident Compensation Corporation.

The Government's Electric Vehicles Programme has several key elements:

New Zealand Government
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@ Extending the Road User Charges exemption for light electric vehicles

Providing an exemption from Road User Charges (RUC) is a way to encourage the switch
to electric vehicles.

That's why the Government is extending the exemption from RUC for light electric vehicles until
2021 to align with the target of doubling the number of electric vehicles registered each year. The
value of the exemption to the typical vehicle owner is about $600 per year.

Operators of light electric vehicles - such as cars and SUVs - are estimated to receive
road user charges exemptions valued at approximately $36 million by 2021.

@ Introducing a new Road User Charges exemption for heavy electric vehicles

The Government will introduce a new RUC exemption for heavy electric vehicles, such as
buses and trucks.

The value of this exemption varies depending on the weight of the vehicle, and distance
travelled per year, but will be higher than for light electric vehicles. The new exemption will
remove barriers for heavy vehicle owners, making it easier to transition to electric powered heavy
vehicles.

The new exemption will be in place until two percent of the heavy vehicle fleet is electric or 31
December 2025, whichever is reached first.

@ Work across Government and the private sector to investigate bulk purchasing

Electric vehicle availability in New Zealand is currently limited.

The Government has directed the Ministry of Business, Innovation and employment to investigate
coordinated bulk purchase of electric vehicles across public and private sector fleets.

The main aim of partnering with the private sector is to increase the supply of electric vehicles, by
combining purchasing orders for government and corporate fleets. Bulk buying can also reduce
electric vehicle costs, making electric vehicles even more cost competitive.

Working together will encourage vehicle manufacturers, importers and traders to bring more
electric vehicles to our shores. This will help meet — and grow — the demand from government and
business corporate buyers.

The Government will draw on existing relationships with vehicle manufacturers nationally and
internationally to make this happen.

@ Support the development and roll-out of public charging infrastructure

New Zealand does not need major upfront investment in new infrastructure to support electric
vehicles at this time. That's because the domestic 230 volt power supply is suitable for charging
electric vehicles at home, with 85 percent of New Zealand homes having off-street parking. This is
high by international standards.

Growth and Infrastructure Committee Agenda 14 February 2017- OPEN

Page 32 of 116



But there is still a need for public charging infrastructure. The private sector is already investing in
the installation of public infrastructure, with several companies installing charging facilities at public
and private locations. The Government'’s role in supporting the development and roll-out of public
charging infrastructure moves to be one that:

@ ensures public charging infrastructure is safe, reliable and developed in a
cohesive manner

@ clarifies the regulatory framework for charging infrastructure

@ promotes the availability and use of the public charging infrastructure, such the
development of standards for signage to indicate on-street charging infrastructure is
reserved for electric vehicles.

@ A nation-wide electric vehicle information and promotion campaign

The Energy Efficiency and Conservation Authority will lead an information and
promotion campaign over the next five years. $1 million per year will be spent on the campaign.

Putting better quality information about electric vehicles and their benefits in the hands of
people, households and businesses will address knowledge barriers, such as lack of
awareness, uncertainty about the total costs of vehicle ownership, expectancy of battery life,
charging opportunities and requirements, and other misconceptions about low emissions
vehicles.

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

To help drive changes in New Zealand's approach to electric vehicles, a contestable fund will
be established to encourage innovation in promoting, enabling and accelerating the uptake of
low emission vehicles.

The fund will provide up to $6 milion a year to help innovative businesses, non-profit
organisations, individuals and local govemments to encourage low emissions vehicle use. To
be funded, projects will be required to commit co-funding.

A setof standard criteria will be applied to assess all initiatives on a fair basis to ensure
core objectives under the fund are achieved.

The fund will be administered by the Energy Efficiency and Conservation Authority.

Funding will be available later in 2016. Further details about the fund will be released in due
course.

@ Enabling electric vehicles to access bus and high occupancy vehicle lanes

Access by electric vehicles to bus and high occupancy vehicle lanes (lanes where a vehicle must
have more than a certain number of occupants) will be of value to households and businesses.
Access to such lanes will mean electric vehicles will be able to travel more quickly than vehicles
otherwise held up in traffic.
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The Government will make changes to the Land Transport Act and Rules to allow electric vehicles to
drive in bus and high occupancy vehicle lanes on the State Highway network, which it controls. One
example is the Northern Busway in Auckland.

At the same time, the changes will also empower road controlling authorities to allow electric
vehicles into special vehicle lanes (such as bus lanes) on their local roading networks.
@ Review of tax depreciation rates and the method for calculating fringe benefit tax

for electric vehicles

The Govemment wants to remove any financial disincentives for the uptake of electric vehicle
uptake, and ensure that electric vehicles are able to compete on an equal footing as petrol and
diesel vehicles and are not being unfairly disadvantaged.

The Government has therefore directed the Inland Revenue Department to review, in consultation
with industry groups, the depreciation rate and the method used for calculating fringe benefit tax as
they relate to electric vehicles.

If the reviews demonstrate that electric vehicles are being disadvantaged, it could result in
changes to put electric vehicles on a level playing field with petrol and diesel vehicles.

The results of the review are expected to be reported back to Ministers in early 2017.

@ Review ACC levies for plug-in hybrid electric vehicles

ACC currently has different approaches to collecting levies for petrol and non-petrol powered
vehicles.

The Government has directed the Ministry of Business, Innovation and Employment to investigate
and report back to Ministers by the end of 2016 on how hybrid petrol-electric vehicles are levied to
ensure owners of these vehicles pay fair ACC levies.

@ Establishment of an Electric Vehicles Leadership Group

The Government's Electric Vehicles Programme has been developed with co-operation and
support from the private sector and local government to ensure it delivers measures that will
have the greatest impact to increase the uptake of electric vehicles in New Zealand.

To reflect the partnership, and to provide ongoing leadership and coordination, the Government will
establish an Electric Vehicles Leadership Group.

Up to eight representatives from business, local and central government will be represented
on the Leadership Group.

Further details about the Leadership Group will be released in due course.

More information

More information about the Electric Vehicles Programme is at www.transport.govt.nz/ev

New Zealand Government
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Electric Vehicles
Drive the Future

LOW EMISSION VEHICLES CONTESTABLE FUND: CONDITIONALLY APPROVED PROJECTS

The projects needed to contribute to at least one of the following objectives:
e Increasing the variety and supply of electric vehicles (EVs) available
e Improving the availability of servicing or charging infrastructure in areas where demand is
not fully developed
e Increasing demand for EVs
e Developing innovative products or systems to take advantage of growing EV usage

The fund’s investment focus for the first funding round was demonstration projects that can be
implemented relatively quickly. These projects needed to result in:
e Lessons on how to overcome challenges to implementing new low emission vehicle
technologies that can be used to replicate the same outcomes elsewhere
e Investor and consumer confidence in the viability of these technologies in New Zealand
e Opportunities to scale-up the demonstration model
e Increased visibility of EVs and the associated technology and infrastructure

THE PROJECTS CONDITIONALLY APPROVED FOR FUNDING ARE:

Foodstuffs (NZ) Ltd: Electric grocery delivery vans

Foodstuffs NZ will use 28 100% electric delivery vans at a range of Four Square, New World and
PAK’'nSAVE stores throughout New Zealand and install public charging stations at some of the
supermarkets where these vans are based. This will be a highly visible and influential demonstration
of a fully electric zero emission van for delivery services.

Auckland Transport: Smart Pole electric vehicle charging in public spaces

Auckland Transport will replace two existing street poles with Smart Poles to demonstrate the
potential of this scalable technology for repetitive deployment of public infrastructure to support EV
charging, and other functions such as way-finding signage, push-to-talk emergency calling, WiFi,
adaptive street lighting and other sensors.

Waste Management NZ Ltd: Establishment of two electric truck conversion facilities

Waste Management is converting three trucks to 100% plug—in electric by EMOSS in the
Netherlands. The first of these arrived in Auckland in December 2016 and will shortly commence
trials. The remaining two are expected to arrive in early 2017. Upon successful completion of these
trials, this project will contribute funding towards the design and conversion of two further diesel
trucks with different power demands and establish an electric truck conversion and service facility in
Auckland. This facility will convert additional heavy vehicles from Waste Management’s fleet and
assist other New Zealand fleets with their designs, avoiding the high initial costs of freighting
overseas. This project will develop heavy electric vehicle skills and jobs, which will in turn help
facilitate uptake of EVs in New Zealand.
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Auckland Transport: Demonstration of an electric bus

Auckland Transport will receive co-funding for a 100% electric bus and associated charging
infrastructure to be used by Auckland bus operators in regular operation over a range of routes to
gather data and enable assessments as to the best operating environment for electric buses on New
Zealand roads. This information will be shared with other public transport funders and providers to
build awareness and understanding of the potential of electric buses.

Tranzit Group Ltd: Demonstration of an electric bus (in association with Auckland University of
Technology)

Tranzit Group will demonstrate the use of a 100% electric bus and associated charging infrastructure
to assess the feasibility of operating an electric bus fleet in a New Zealand urban environment. The
electric bus will be used on services under contract with AUT - between University campuses on the
North Shore, Central City and South Auckland.

Mevo Ltd: Demonstration of 50 electric vehicle car share scheme

The Mevo project will demonstrate a car sharing fleet of 50 high quality plug-in hybrid electric
vehicles (PHEVs) in Wellington’s CBD. This includes the installation of 64 kerbside charging stations,
throughout the CBD. Regular users are expected to be local businesses including Victoria University
Wellington, Meridian Energy and Biz Dojo, and local residents. A quarter of the kerbside charging
stations will be available for public EV charging.

Z Energy Ltd: Demonstration and promotion of electric car sharing (in association with Mevo Ltd)
Z Energy will encourage its customers to experience driving an electric vehicle via the Mevo car
sharing service. Z will lease and host MEVO electric vehicles at two centrally located Z sites in
Wellington, making the technology visible and accessible to a broad range of customers. Promotions
will encourage visitors to these Z sites to obtain and use a single-use code for a free temporary
registration with Mevo and one hour use of any Mevo car at a discounted rate.

Green Cabs Ltd: Introduction of electric vehicles into the taxi fleet to prove commercial viability
Green Cabs led the way on the use of (non-plug-in) hybrid cars as taxis; this project will pilot the use
of a range of electric vehicles in their commercial taxi fleet. The project will help to normalise and
demystify EVs through high visibility and ride experience.

Auckland Transport: Establishment of priority parking and 60 charging stations for electric vehicles
at park and ride facilities in Auckland

Auckland Transport will raise the profile of electric vehicles in Auckland by giving EVs priority parking
and installing 60 charging stations at Auckland Transport public parking and park and ride sites
across the region. This project will use strategically located sites to maximize the visibility of priority
EV parking and use of charging infrastructure to the public, and will gather data for assessment of
future investment opportunities.

Thames-Coromandel District Council: Three fast charging stations for electric vehicles on the
Coromandel Scenic Touring Route

This project will establish a network of three fast charging stations around the Coromandel Peninsula
in order to promote the region to the domestic and tourist EV-driving market. The fast chargers will
be located at Tairua, Whitianga and Coromandel Town, which are not on any current plans for EV
charging infrastructure rollout. The provision of a strategically positioned network of fast chargers
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will promote the use of New Zealand’s abundant renewable electricity supply to tourists, and
stimulate the popularity of electric vehicles.

Unison Networks Ltd: Two fast charging stations for electric vehicles to create the Electric Thermal
Explorer Highway between Taupo and Napier

Unison Networks will install two fast chargers on the ‘Thermal Explorer Highway’ route between
Taupo and Napier. As well as being a popular tourism route, this highway is also the primary
transport link between the Central North Island and Hawke’s Bay region. This project is expected to
remove a barrier to EV uptake in the Central North Island and promote the use of New Zealand’s
abundant renewable electricity to the tourist market.

The Warehouse: Installation of charging stations at 20 Warehouse stores

The Warehouse will install, and provide free for six months, electric vehicle charging stations at 20
stores in areas that are underserviced for EV charging. This project, and the promotion of it by the
Warehouse, will make EV charging infrastructure highly visible to large numbers of shoppers.

Hutt City Council: Public EV charging station in a large carpark/parking building

Hutt City Council will promote the installation of electric vehicle charging infrastructure in
commercial carparks by running a competitive tender for an EV charger in a large car park. It is
hoped that this process will lead carpark owners to conclude that installing EV charging
infrastructure should be a business as usual practice.

Counties Power Limited: Fast charging station in Pukekohe

Counties Power will install a public fast charging station in Pukekohe, which does not currently have
fast charging infrastructure. This will enable increased use of electric vehicles by local businesses
and is also expected to be used by EV owners travelling to Pukekohe to watch race events.

PowerNet Limited: Encouraging EV uptake in Southland business fleets

PowerNet will engage with, encourage and facilitate Southland businesses (initially targeting 10
businesses) to incorporate one or more electric vehicles (EVs or PHEVs) into their fleet mix. The
vehicles will be highly visible to the public. PowerNet will also supply and install charging
infrastructure at an agreed business location.
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Level of Service Guide - Footpaths

Note:

% The All faults programme are used to identify both maintenance and
renewal sites.

% Isolated dig outs and overlays can be used, but if the maintenance costs
are high then the footpath should form part of the renewal programme.

% Isolated hazards can be cut and removed, if multiple tree roots are
present then it should form part of the renewal programme.

% Repair to footpath due to tree roots maybe delayed until Arborist inspects
them and decides what is required

% CBD has higher priority

% Greater priority given on higher used footpaths, especially routes
identified on the Network Operating Framework.

Infrastructure
Alliance

[g) Hamitton City Cowndl  Dowmer

°,
Q

Physical Address: 16 Manchester Place, Te Rapa, Hamdlton
Postal Address: PO Box 20049, Te Rapa, Hamilion
Phaone: 07 850 6640
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Infrastructure Alliance Level of service Guide

Defect General Damage - [Age] cracking, delamination of slurry surface, lichen, potholes,

vehicle damage, patches or missing cobbles.
Definition Footpaths are made up of asphalt, concrete and cobbles within Hamilton. General damage is

any damage that affects the footpath pavements integrity and allows water to enter the

avement.
Condition ab 0 0 4 Poo 0 Poo
Example Photos
W & 'v “ h .
E,

L A e A ',-,;-/ X
L zlfze D e Cracks/patches but has no

deformation/holes or

tripping hazards
Typical Treatment

Monitor

Defect Trip Hazards - Tree roots, potholes, unfilled or settlement of trenches, settlement.
Definition Deviations from profile which may cause tripping hazard within the concrete, asphalt or

cobble footpath.
Condition 3 - Acceptable - Monitor 4 — Poor - Intervention 5 -Very Poor - Safety
Example Photos L \ il
Defect Description S iner bz o

potential to trip
Typical Treatment
Monitor

Physical Address: 16 M

Postal Address: PO Box 20040, Te Rapa, Hamilton

Phane: 07 850 6840
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b Hamilton City Council

Te kaunihera o Kirikiriroa

council report

Committee: Growth and Infrastructure Date: 14 February 2017
Committee

Report Name: New Zealand Transport Agency Author: Chris Allen
Update

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

Growth and Infrastructure Committee Agenda 14 February 2017- OPEN Page 41 of 116

ltem 6




Item 7

9

Hamilton City Council

Te kaunihera o Kirikiriroa

council report

Committee: Growth and Infrastructure Date: 14 February 2017

Committee

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

N

GIEEN

Purpose of the Report

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.

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

Executive Summary

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.

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

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.

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.
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10.
11.

12,
13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.
20.

21.

Attachments
Attachment 1 - Sample Dinsdale Roundabout Petition_3Nov2016
Attachment 2 - Dinsdale Roundabout Proposed 2017 Physical Works (Draft)

Background

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.

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.

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.

In April/May 2016 changes were made to the Dinsdale Roundabout, the key changes included:
e Reducing the Tuhikaramea Road and Dinsdale Road approaches to a single lane

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

e Relocation/upgrade of the bus stop on Whatawhata Road

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

e Removal of the Rifle Range Road left-turn slip lane
e Installation of an off-road cycle facility at Rifle Range Road/Massey Street intersection.

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).

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.

Public Petition

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).

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.
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22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.
31.

32.

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.

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.

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.

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.

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.

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.

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.

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.

Financial and Resourcing Implications

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.

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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Attachment 1

Petition to NZ Transport Agency

To propose Dinsdale Roundabout change be amended.

f\C\WW’o( (64

Eleckrat el et O

e To have traffic flow and reduce congestion. Reducing entry onto Dinsdale roundabout with a
single lane has increased congestion and increased travel time for daily commuters.

e To have motorists and pedestrians feel safe. Traffic being congested for too long, motorists
taking risks — going on inside of traffic to go left at Jasmine Ave, doing U turns for alternate

route.

e Free up accessibility to local Dinsdale shops/medical centres and bus services. Access from
Tuhikaramea Road is unsafe and difficult. Local businesses are noticing a downturn in

business.

GOAL: To have two lanes exiting Tuhikaramea Road on to the roundabout. To remark the white lines
and remove cones utilizing existing road for motorists. Along with Hamilton City Council and NZTA
we hope to achieve a safe solution to traffic flow.

Print Name ' Address Signature / o

K i 1shes (98 “Puncan, /,,/ Rb2

Chong | Kive B8 vllinglen, L&w.lfm

<., '8' . !Qou(‘\:)f‘\ . l l—anq(Q;_pP(ClCQ' L%S(c
<0 | ersseptardin u len 5/ Frank 1o -
X X %”'e é" /(Ll/”qu SW( D/n& "& W%
2069 %'7a9mm. > 2] Hen

2%? Kar
inip Biinkle

VAR \/bkuL Coukie

S\ Gens
141156 “\Gr\dnl(a ?h\\.pe o
2421 ‘Kfm (Onends,

%

Rl (o

['\o\‘lb‘

ﬂtv wr npde\n-

D

' M«l\\s 6#&&

A Mahlarct XX

Nodasha PrtiEzon

26 daapne A\IL Aol

<P Ty

O Yiecavion vl

Tulie [Jeight

LA Lm\ N,\s"ﬂ'\CAUe‘

e i H\an

0 S onwexon So

By Soned

K i\enpnge, R

% VR\E
el

3;’\1'(\\

1 ma%m‘ O 0
P toalka Quews
4

ka\Q/V\ \\\«\\I‘

122 Cornphotlh

Growth and Infrastructure Committee Agenda 14 February 2017- OPEN

Page 46 of 116



L W3l

V0000-10-04-3NS-L68Z¥E09
WIGWNN L33HS

v uondo
1d90u0D siuawWaA0IdW| Joul
noqepunoy efepsuIg

UL L33IHS
L692¥£09
HIAWNN 1O3roud

NVd ASY

ATNO NOLLYWNOSNI 304

NOLLVULSIONY

ADNIOV LUOJSNVYLZN

OCHS ® €CHS

193roud

WOOZV

(9°13 ==

Z luswyoeny

3@(&0(_0

vem \wos fyd

oy

w pg X wngs v 081
a——

Page 47 of 116

Growth and Infrastructure Committee Agenda 14 February 2017- OPEN



Item 8

9

Hamilton City Council

Te kaunihera o Kirikiriroa

council report

Committee: Growth and Infrastructure Date: 14 February 2017
Committee

Report Name: On Street Parking Supply in Author: Robyn Denton
CBD

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.

N

GIEEN

Purpose of the Report

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.

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

Executive Summary

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

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:

e Easy to implement
e  Will require some effort
o Will require significant effort to implement

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.
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10.
11.

12.
13.

14.

15.

Recommendations from Management
That the Committee:
a) thereportisreceived;

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.

Attachments
Attachment 1 - Sites that are easy to implement
Attachment 2 - Sites that will require some effort to implement

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

Background

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.

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.

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

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

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

o 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.

e 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.

e 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.

Item 8

18.

19.

20.

17.

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.

Sites have then been ranked as either:

. Easy to implement
. Will require some effort
. Will require significant effort to implement

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

e Blue Zone: maximum of 2 hour parking, $S2 per hour charge applicable between 9am
and 3pm. Monday to Saturday inclusive. Free parking on Sundays and public holidays

o Yellow Zone: time restrictions vary

These two zones are illustrated in the map below.

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.

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.

23.

24.
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The ‘easy to implement’ sites are listed and shown in the map below:

Site Estimated Current level of
additional parking demand
carparks
a | Bryce St - between Victoria St and the river 2 high
b | Hood St - between Alexandra St and Anglesea 2 high
Street
c | Knox St - between Anglesea St and Victoria St 13 high
a Opoia =~ S .
© o~
N 3 &
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Victoria St qéq £ Victoria St
¢ 75 R
& - 2 @
émon St o T £
Harwood St & < - I 2
Anglesea St » ?\ t Anglesea St
Vialou St 3

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.

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.

26.
27.

28.

29.

30.
31.

Further detail on each of these sites is provided in Attachment One.

Sites that will require some effort to implement
The locations that ‘will require effort’ to implement are listed and shown in the map below:
Site Estimated Current level of
additional parking
carparks 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 PI 3 high
g Worley Place — between Ward St and the shared 2 high
zone
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 11 medium
Parade
Q" opodT™v T Pe Orial
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Té ‘,(:.\ G
= Victoria St 3 é\‘ @ . -
ES 2 2
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Anglesea St

Vialou St

[
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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.

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

Sites that require significant effort to implement

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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32.

33.

34.
35.

36.

37.
38.

39.

Site Estimated additional | Current level of
carparks parking
demand
I Victoria St — centrally London St to Liverpool TBC additional Low — medium
Street investigation needed
m Victoria St — both sides between Bryce St to TBC additional medium
London Street investigation needed
n Garden Place 91 Not applicable
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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.

Additional information on these sites is included in Attachment Three.

Financial and Resourcing Implications

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

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

Risk

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.

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.

Growth and Infrastructure Committee Agenda 14 February 2017- OPEN Page 53 of 116

ltem 8



Item 8

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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Sites that are easy to implement

Site a: Bryce Street — Victoria Street to river

_ Bryce Street east of Victoria Street is a
A e 12.3m wide cul-de-sac which provides

I access through to Bryce Lane and

8

B Lucianna Lane which in turn link

through to London Street.

The speed limit on this section of road
is 30km/h and it is possible that angle
parking could be introduced in the

area shown red below.

This section of Bryce Street is a key link for cyclists down to the river path.
Site b: Hood Street — Anglesea Street to Alexandra Street.

There are two areas of potential for easily introducing angle parking in Hood Street between
Anglesea Street and Alexandra Street as shown in the diagram below:

smsee- HoOOd Street

N A
9

Anglesea Street
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Hood Street already has a 30km/h speed limit in place. This section of Hood Street is not on
the primary or secondary routes of the Biking Plan.

Site c: Knox Street
Knox Street currently has a flush median along its length. On the southern side there are minimal
vehicle crossings which would mean that angle parking along this side would result in a good increase

in the number of carparks on street.

Currently there are 23 carparks, a loading zone and a mobility carpark on the southern side.

There would need to be minor work at the
Anglesea Street intersection to define the
angle parking. Removal of the central flush
median will be required.

It is estimated that there is probably room
for the installation of 36 carparks plus
provision for loading and mobility carparks.
Estimated additional carparks 13.

: SR = | Tl— 1
There is a reasonably high level of parking demand on this side of Knox Street — probably
because there is not currently a charge for parking on this side, only a time limit. The
northern side of the road has a noticeably lower level of usage, probably due to the fact that
there is a charge made to use these parks.

Knox Street is not on the primary or secondary routes of the Biking Plan.

The speed limit for this street would need to be reviewed with the aim of lowering it to
30km/h.
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Sites that would take some effort to implement

Site d: Harwood Street - London Street and Rostrevor Street

Harwood Street between London Street and Rostrevor Street currently has a speed limit of
50km/h and parking occupancy is generally around 50%. While in close proximity to Barton
Street (which has very high levels of occupancy), it is not particularly easy for a pedestrian to
cross London Street between Barton Street and Harwood Street.

There are large numbers of off-street carparks provided in the immediate vicinity of this
street —as can be seen in the arterial photo below.

This section of Harwood Street is approximately 10.7m wide. It narrows to approximately
8.9m north of Rostrevor Street.

Introducing angle parking in this section of Harwood Street would make access very tight
(similar to the situation that we have at Ward Street between Victoria Street and Worley
Place) and careful consideration would have to be given before it would be possible to
recommend angle parking for this street. Consideration would need to include the truck
movements for servicing adjacent businesses, and whether a one way direction would be
needed.

Current parking demand/occupancy in this section is low to average and changes to the
pricing regime would be recommended as the first change in this area to encourage more

parking.

This street is not on the primary or secondary routes of the Biking Plan.
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Site e: Barton Street

Barton Street currently has parallel
parking on both sides and a speed
limit of 30km/h.

It is likely that angle parking could
be introduced on one side. The

western side would appear to be
the most productive as there are
less vehicle crossings on this side.

g = N r
7
v M ro W
5 \
< " N
? < .

..7, 2. 2 .. ¥ 4 _l
_ Barton Street — 13m wide

[ ]

The centreline markings would have to be removed to accommodate the new layout, with
consideration being needed in regard to the Loading Zones — which may need to be switched
to the other side of the road in order to provide the longer parking facilities for use by
trucks.

This street is not on the primary or secondary routes of the Biking Plan.

Site f: Ward Street — Victoria Street to Worley Place.

Ward Street is currently two-way — being
changed from one way (westbound) as
part of the City Heart upgrade in 2011.

This section of Ward Street has a speed
limit of 30km/h and high levels of parking
occupancy currently.
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We could consider angle parking on one side of Ward Street but it would require making
Ward Street one way. This section of Ward St is a couple of metres narrower than Worley
Place and there would not be sufficient room left once angle parking is introduced to allow
two lanes of moving traffic. In order to link in with the angle parking already in Worley Place
(which is on the eastern side of the road) it would be desirable to have this one way traffic
moving westbound from Victoria St and then south bound on Worley Place.

Additional investigation would be
required to consider the implications on
“ N Worley Place, the shared zone, the
o intersection of Worley/Caro/Alexandra,
A and how this area of the CBD would work

in conjunction with the various other sites
Tl that have been identified as part of this

|
1
: [ )

—_—

1

S P
. —

initial assessment.

This street is not on the primary or secondary routes of the Biking Plan.

Site g: Worley Place — Ward Street to the Shared Zone

If Ward Street (Victoria to Worley) were to be made one way, then it would require Worley
Place to also become one way. The street is potentially wide enough to have angle parking
on both sides with a single narrow lane for one way traffic through the centre.

The loading zones through this section are well used currently and have been located in
consultation with Kiwi Income Properties Limited to enable easy and efficient servicing of
the Centre Place facilities. It would therefore be likely that not all of the western side of
Worley Place could be converted to angle parking due to the need to cater for trucks to park
in this length.
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Worley Place
12.3m wide

This street is not on the primary or secondary routes of the Biking Plan.
Site h: Caro Street

As part of the development of the Central City Transformation Plan, a proposal was
developed for making Caro Street One Way (east bound from Anglesea Street to Alexandra
Street) and introducing angle parking on the southern side. Caro Street has a 30km/h speed
limit in place currently and only one carpark — the rest of the street is dedicated to a loading
zone, a bus stop (city shuttle) and coach parking (for longer term visits).

A scheme has been drawn up (see below). The two coach parks on the southern side would
be removed but it is recommended the bus stop (City Shuttle) and coach parking on the

northern side remains at this stage. This proposal would result in an increase of 12 carparks
and allow for the introduction of an additional mobility carpark.

Bl

A mixture of P120 and shorter term (P15 or P30) parking would be recommended - with the
latter aimed at providing parking for visitors to | Site and library.

The project will require some changes to the kerblines at either intersection — with any
changes at Caro Street being temporary until the shared zone is extended on Alexandra

Street through to Collingwood Street.

This street is not on the primary or secondary routes of the Biking Plan.
Site i: Alexandra Street - Caro Street to Collingwood Street

The Central City Transformation Plan (CCTP) has identified the development of a shared zone
in the section of Alexandra Street between Caro Street and Collingwood St - linking into the
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Worley Place shared zone. Major funding would be required to make this change, and it
would reduce the amount of parking available.

A

g x Al
Alexandra Street current layout. Artists impression of shared zone in Alexandra
Street.

The speed limit on this section of road is 30km/h.

The road width is approximately 12.4m — so a similar parking regime as that in place for
Worley Place could be considered. There are loading zones on both sides of the street that
would need to be reviewed to understand the types of vehicles using these to determine if
angle loading zones would work.

The intersections at either end of this section would also need to be looked at to see how
the angle parking worked in with the splitter islands.

This section of Alexandra Street is on the city shuttle route — something that would need to
be carefully considered at the time of making any changes to the layout of this street as it
will become too narrow for a bus and car to pass easily if there are vehicles parked either
side (one side being angle parking). Relocation of the route was considered to be likely at
the time of creating the shared zone — with the route potentially being moved down to
Collingwood Street instead. A new bus stop would be required — but this location would
work well for servicing the new DHB offices that are being developed in the old Farmers
Building.

This street is not on the primary or secondary routes of the Biking Plan.
Site j: Hood Street — Anglesea Street to Alexandra Street.
Further to the two sites identified as being easy to implement, there is potential for

introducing angle parking in Hood Street between Anglesea Street and Alexandra Street as
shown in the diagram below.
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Anglesea Street

Changes will be required to the kerblines to remove the left slip turn from Anglesea Street
and allow for the installation of an additional two carparks. There would be a need to
relocate traffic signal poles at the corner too, so this would add to the cost.

This street already has a 30km/h speed limit in place.

Some modelling of the intersection would be needed to ensure that this change would not
have adverse impact on the operation of Anglesea Street — but the initial thoughts are that
this would help reduce the rat running that happens currently to get to the free left slip onto
Anzac Parade via Victoria Street.

This street is not on the primary or secondary routes of the Biking Plan.
Site k: 16.0  Victoria Street south

As part of the Riverbank Redevelopment Project (under the River Plan) consideration was
given to increasing the parking on Victoria Street between Hood Street and Anzac Parade.

The increased parking along with the bus stop were aimed at providing improved
opportunities for visitors to park and use the proposed playground and various other
facilities included in the redevelopment of this area —including commercial and residential
activities.

This parking scheme would result in the loss of a south bound travel lane, but this was felt to
be reasonable. Itis proposed that the street be upgraded to look and feel like the section

north of Hood Street including the provision of a central median island and planting.

Parking demand/occupancy in this section of Victoria Street is medium.
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Victoria Street (east side only) Victoria Street (east side only)
Total of 27 on street parking spaces Total of 38 on street parking spaces
Victoria St — existing parking provision Victoria St — proposed angle parking eastern side

This street is on a proposed primary route in the Biking Plan.
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Sites that will require significant effort to
implement

Site I: Victoria Street —London to Liverpool

The current form and function of this area of the CBD is expected to need to change in
response to increasing numbers of residential dwellings that are being encouraged through
the District Plan changes.

Victoria Street is a key route within the Passenger transport network and is a proposed
primary route in the Biking Plan.

Current traffic flows at this end of Victoria Street are higher than Anglesea Street or Tristram
Street so any changes to the current capacity of this section of road will require careful
consideration and modelling to understand the impact on the surrounding network.

Current parking demand/occupancy in this section is low to average and changes to the
charging regime would be recommended as the first change in this area to encourage more
parking.

Option A
Due to the current traffic flows three lanes {1 south bound and 2 north bound) are required,
so angle parking could only be accommodated on one side of the street.

It is estimated that an extra 14 carparking could be gained from introduction of angle
parking.

While it is feasible to introduce angle parking in Victoria Street, any changes are likely to
have negative impacts on traffic and passenger transport flows. The introduction of angle
parking would also limit the opportunities for introducing cycle lanes in this section.

Option B

The Central City Transformation Plan includes a scheme that will require a complete rebuild
of the road and footpaths (which would end up significantly wider accommodating off road
cycling) with parking being proposed in the centre of the road.

The plan shown below is an artist’s impression and has not been fully developed. It would be
expected to yield more carparks, but would result in the loss of a travelling lane in each
direction. This change in capacity would have consequences on Anglesea Street and further
work would be needed to fully understand the impact on the overall transport network in
this area.
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Site m: Victoria Street — Bryce to London

The Central City Transformation Plan recommends the extension of the ‘avenue of trees’ in
from south of Claudelands Rd through from the intersection of Bryce Street to London
Street.

Central areas of angle parking
are accommodated within the
20m carriageway — with a single
travel lane in each direction and
parallel parking adjacent to the
footpath.

The speed limit is 30km/h and
the buses do have difficulty
moving through when longer
vehicles have parked in the
central median.
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North of Bryce Street, Victoria
Street has 2 travel lanes in each
direction and traffic volumes in
excess of Anglesea Street.

There are limited opportunities
for pedestrians to easily cross
the road and the speed limit is
50km/h.
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There is sufficient width to accommodate a layout similar to that in the southern end of
Victoria Street, it would just be a project that would require significant changes to the
central islands and therefore cost more than some other areas to implement.

There is an average parking demand/occupancy in this section of Victoria Street.

This street is a proposed primary route in the Biking Plan.

Site n: Garden Place

Garden Place has had many changes made over the years, and most recently it had a
Pedestrian Mall status implemented in conjunction with the establishment of the shared
zone extension of Worley Place.

Consideration has been given to the development of a parking layout which will increase the
parking availability in the central CBD.

The following is an artist’s impression included in the Central City Transformation Plan which
would allow for one way traffic (from the shared zone through to Victoria Street) on the
northern side of Garden Place and introduction of approximately eight carparks.
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Garden Place - Artist's Impressiog™

An additional scheme has been drafted which would result in the majority of the
Garden Place being available for parking by vehicles. The proposed layout is shown
below:
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The above drawing provides an initial indication of what could be developed for this
area but is only for illustration purposes. Further consideration of the impact on the
existing infrastructure (eg fountains) and activities (eg Christmas tree) would be
required in consultation with the wider community and adjacent businesses, property
owners and residents in Garden Place before the proposal could be finalized.

The cobblestones in Garden Place are not designed for regular traffic use, and removal
of the existing features including the lawns, fountains, trees, stage etc along with
construction of new travel lanes and parking areas will require significant funding to
implement.

Under Section 336 of the Local Government Act 1974, if Council decides to alter the
Pedestrian Mall status to allow parking it would need to complete a Special
Consultative Procedure in order to uplift the Pedestrian Mall status. Council would
then need to make a declaration of its intentions having considered any submissions
received during the consultation process.

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.
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Hamilton City Council

Te kaunihera o Kirikiriroa

council report

Committee: Growth and Infrastructure Date: 14 February 2017

Committee

Report Name: Appointments to the Regional ~Author: Lee-Ann Jordan

Public Transport Plan
Development Subcommittee

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
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
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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Regional Public Transport Plan Development

Subcommittee

REPORTING TO:

CONSTITUTION:

QUORUM:

MEETING FREQUENCY:

OBIJECTIVE:

SCOPE OF ACTIVITY:

1. Develop the draft 2018-2028 Regional Public Transport Plan and recommend it to Council for public
consultation.

2. Ensure all policy developed in the Regional Public Transport Plan is consistent with the Regional Land
Transport Plan.

POWERTO ACT:

1. To prepare the draft 2018-2028 Regional Public Transport Plan.

POWER TO RECOMMEND:

1. Torecommend the draft 2018-2028 Regional Public Transport Plan for adoption.

Strategy and Policy Committee

One Waikato Regional Council member appointed to the Hamilton Public
Transport Joint Committee who shall be the Chair

One of either the Chair or Deputy Chair of the Regional Transport Committee
who shall be the Deputy Chair

Two members appointed by Hamilton City Council drawn from either the
Hamilton RTC representative or the two Hamilton City Council representatives
on the Hamilton Public Transport Joint Committee.

One elected member from the RTC who shall be from a territorial authority
funder of public transport services.

One person representing the New Zealand Transport Agency {NZTA) to be
appointed by the NZTA.

Three (3)

Monthly or as required

By 31 October 2017 prepare and recommend to the Waikato Regional Council
for public consultation a draft 2018-2028 Regional Public Transport Plan that has

been prepared in accordance with and complies with the requirements of the
LTMA 2003.

Doc # 8781464

Page 53

Growth and Infrastructure Committee Agenda 14 February 2017- OPEN

Page 70 of 116



e Waikato
AV aVy

REGIONAL COUNCIL

Te Kaunihera &4 Rohe o Waikato

Richard Briggs Private Bag 3038
Hamilton City Council Waikato Mail Centre
Private Bag 3010 Hamilton 3240, NZ

Hamilton 3240
waikatoregion.govt.nz

18 January 2017 0800 800 401

Dear Richard

RE: Regional Public Transport Plan Development Subcommittee — Member Appointments

At its meeting on 15 December 2016, Waikato Regional Council confirmed its Committee Structure. A
Regional Public Transport Plan Development Subcommittee has been established to prepare and
recommend for public consultation, a draft 2018-2028 Regional Public Transport Plan.

Hamilton City Council is invited to appoint two (2) representatives to this subcommittee. These members
must be drawn from either the Hamilton RTC representative or the two Hamilton City council
representatives on the Hamilton Public Transport Joint Committee. Given that Cr Dave Macpherson and
Cr Leo Tooman are the two Hamilton City Council representatives on these committees, they will
automatically gain membership.

A copy of the extract of the Council decision and “Terms of Reference 2016-2019 Triennium” are attached.

Please contact us with any queries you may have.

Yours sincerely

Tracey Deane
Democracy Advisor

HE TAIAO MAURIORA HEALTHY ENVIRONMENT
HE OHANGA PAKARI STRONG ECONOMY

HE HAPORI HIHIRI VIBRANT COMMUNITIES
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The extract from the Minutes of the Waikato Regional Council Meeting, held 15 December 2016,

Resolution WRC16/372, as below.

WRC16/373 2. THAT pursuant to Clause 30, Schedule 7 of the Local Government Act 2002,
Waikato Regional Council adopts the:
a. Committee Structure 2016-2019 Triennium (Doc#9607392), and
b. Terms of Reference 2016-2019 Triennium (Doc#8781464) incorporating
the amended Terms of Reference for the Hearings Appointment
Subcommittee and CE Employment and Remuneration Committee as
tabled.

The motion was put and carried (WRC16/373)

Doc#0
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b Hamilton City Council

Te kaunihera o Kirikiriroa

council report

Committee: Growth and Infrastructure Date: 14 February 2017
Committee

Report Name: Taskforce Update - Verbal Author: cChris Allen
Report

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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Hamilton City Council

Te kaunihera o Kirikiriroa

council report

Committee: Growth and Infrastructure Date: 14 February 2017

Committee

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.

Asses

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.

sment of significance

Purpose of the Report

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

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

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

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).

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.

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

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

Recommendations from Management
That the Committee:
a) thereportis 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.

e The ramp will be owned and maintained by OVT.
e 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 s 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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DEED dated 2016

PARTIES

(1

HAMILTON CITY COUNCIL ("HCC")

(2) ONE VICTORIA TRUST BOARD INCORPORATED ("Trust")

BACKGROUND

A. HCC and the Trust entered intc a Deed of Gift with Rights of Revocation dated 24
January 2014 (“Deed of Gift") which is attached to this Deed as Schedule 1.

B. The Deed of Gift relates to a gift of the building located at 1 Victoria Street, Hamilton
known as the Meteor Theatre (“Theatre”) but specifically excludes the land on which
the building is situated.

C. HCC owns the land on which the building is located being Lot 1 DPS 12797 comprised
in identifier SA10C/928 and which adjoins the legal road known as Victoria Strest,
Hamilton (“Road”).

D. The Trust now wishes to construct a ramp which encroaches onto the Road and which
will provide additional access to the Theatre as shown on the plan attached to this
Deed as Schedule 2 (“Encroaching Structure”).

E. HCC has agreed to grant the Trust a licence to occupy that part of the Road required

to enable the Encroaching Structure to be constructed (“Property”) on the terms and
conditions set out in this Deed.

OPERATIVE PART:

1.

1.1

21

3.1

GRANT OF LICENCE

Pursuant to the general power contained in section 45 of the Public Works Act 1981
for HCC to grant a licence to occupy land held for a public work and in consideration
of the Licence Fee, HCC grants to the Trust, and the Trust accepts, a licence to occupy
the Property (“Licence”) on the terms and conditions set out below.

VARIATION OF DEED OF GIFT

The Deed of Gift is varied to incorporate the provisions of this Deed and to provide that
any revocation or termination of the Deed of Gift shall also terminate this Deed.

PERMITTED USE

The licence to occupy the Property is solely for the purpose of an access ramp
("Permitted Use”).
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4.1

51

5.2

53

6.1

7.1

TERM

The term of the Licence will be until such time this Deed is terminated in accordance
with clause 11 of this Deed.

LICENCE FEE

During the term of this Deed the Trust shall pay to HCC an annual Licence Fee of
$1.00 per annum plus Goods and Services Tax under the Goods and Services Act
1985 (“Licence Fee”) if demanded in writing on or before 1 July in each year.

HCC may review the Licence Fee to a fair market licence fee for the Licence at any

time by giving written notice to the Trust nominating what HCC considers to be the fair

market Licence Fee and the Trust shall pay such Licence Fee from the date of
notification.

Where any payment of a Licence Fee is more than seven (7) days late, the amount

overdue shall incur interest at the rate of 12 percent per annum from the date it was

due for payment until the date the amount overdue, plus all interest accrued under this
clause, has been paid.

APPROVAL OF HCC

The Trust shall:

(a) Obtain the prior written approval of HCC to the plans and specification of the
Structure to be constructed on the Property before the commencement of the
construction of the Encroaching Structure;

(b) Ensure that the design of the Encroaching Structure shall be structurally safe
and provide to HCC a certificate from a registered engineer on completion
certifying that the Encroaching Structure is safe;

(c) Obtain and comply with the requirements of any building consent or resource
consent; and

(d) Construct the Encroaching Structure in a good and workmanlike manner.
TRUST’S OBLIGATIONS

The Trust shall:

(a) Only use the Property for the Permitted Use;

(b) Not interfere with the free and unobstructed passage of vehicles and
pedestrians lawfully using the Road;

(c) Comply with the terms of all permits, consents, statutes, orders, regulations
and bylaws relating to the Property;

(d) Maintain the Encroaching Structure and the Property in good order, repair and
condition at all times to the satisfaction of HCC in all respects;

(e) Keep the Property free from rubbish and other unsightly or offensive material:
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8.

8.1

9.1

9.2

10.

10.1

-3-

) When attending to the alternation, repair, maintenance or removal of the
Encroaching Structure:

(i) give HCC notice in writing of the proposed works at least 10 working

days prior to commencing the works;
(ii) comply with any requirements of HCC in respect to the proposed works;

(iii) ensure that the any work is carried out in a safe manner and the
provisions of the Health and Safety at Work Act 2015 are complied with;

(iv) cause as little inconvenience as possible to members of the public; and

(v) restore and make good any damage done to the Road and when
removing the Encroaching Structure comply with the provisions of
clause 13 below.

DAMAGE OR DESTRUCTION
If the Encroaching Structure is destroyed or damaged then in such case:

(a) The Trust may at its option rebuild or repair the Encroaching Structure in a good
and workmanlike manner and in doing so shall comply with its obligations under
clause 7; and

(b) If the Trust does not rebuild or repair the Encroaching Structure in the
reasonable timeframe specified by HCC, then in such case HCC may terminate
this Deed by notice in writing to the Trust and the provisions contained in
clauses 13.1 and 13.2 shall apply.

RISK AND INDEMNITY

The Trust shall use the Property entirely at the Trust’s own risk in every respect. HCC
shall have no liability to the Trust or any other person(s) for any damage or loss
whatsoever suffered by the Trust or other person(s) in respect of the Property and its
use.

The Trust indemnifies HCC against all costs, claims, actions and proceedings made
against HCC arising out of or in connection to the use of the Property by the Trust or
any other person.

PUBLIC LIABILITY INSURANCE

The Trust shall, at its own cost, obtain from a reputable insurance company a public
liability insurance policy in the joint names of the Trust and HCC for such sum and on
such terms as required by HCC and the Trust shall maintain such policy of insurance
during the term of this Deed and deliver a copy of the policy and evidence of the
payment of premiums to HCC upon demand.
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12.

121

12.2

13.

13.1

13.2

14.

141

15.

15.1

16.

16.1

TERMINATION

HCC may immediately terminate this Deed by notice in writing to the Trust if any
provision of this Deed is breached by the Trust including a breach under clause 8.1(b).

If for any reason the Deed of Gift is revoked or terminated this deed will automatically
be terminated and the provisions of clause 13 shall be complied with.

NO ASSIGNMENT

This Deed is personal to the Trust. The Trust shall not assign, sub-licence or otherwise
deal in any manner with this Deed.

The Trust shall notify all prospective purchasers of the Theatre that the Encroaching
Structure is on public road. On any sale of the Theatre, HCC may, at its sole discretion,
require the Encroaching Structure to be removed and the Property to be reinstated in
accordance with clause 13 below. If HCC does not require the Encroaching Structure
to be removed then prior to settlement of the sale the purchaser must enter into a new
Encroachment Licence with HCC.

REMOVAL OF ENCROACHING STRUCTURE

The Trust shall at the end or earlier termination of the term and at the discretion of
HCC, at the Trust's own cost, remove the Encroaching Structure and reinstate the
Road and make good any resulting damage to the standard as required by Hamilton
City Council’s City Transportations Unit Manager or such other person as nominated
by Hamilton City Council. If the Encroaching Structure has not been removed and the
Road has not been reinstated within five (5) working days after the date of termination
HCC may remove the same and carry out such works as required to reinstate the Road
at the Trust's cost in all respects.

The cost of making good resulting damage and the cost of removal and reinstatement
shall be recoverable from the Trust as a debt and HCC shall not be liable to pay any
compensation nor be liable for any loss suffered by the Trust.

NO LEASE

This Deed does not create any exclusive right, lease, tenancy, interest or interest in
the Property.

SUITABILITY

No warranty or representation expressed or implied has been made or is made by
HCC that the Property is now suitable or will remain suitable or adequate for use by
the Trust or that any use by the Trust will comply with the bylaws or ordinances or other
requirements of any authority having jurisdiction.

COSTS

The Trust will pay all costs arising out of and in connection to this Deed including
without limitation HCC'’s costs (including administration and legal costs) of the
preparation and completion of this Deed and HCC'’s legal costs (as between solicitor
and client) of and incidental to the enforcement or attempted enforcement of this Deed.
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17. OWNER OF ROAD

17.1  HCC has entered into this Deed in its capacity as the owner of the Road and not as a
regulatory authority. The two roles are different and nothing in this Deed shall restrict
or bind Hamilton City Council in its regulatory capacity. Any consents or agreements
given herein shall not be construed as consent or agreement by Hamilton City Council
in its regulatory capacity.

18. INTERPRETATION

18.1  Inthis Deed, unless the context otherwise requires:

(a) The term “working day” has the same meaning given to it by the Property Law
Act 2007.

(b) Whenever the words “includes” or “including” are used in this Lease, they are
deemed to be followed by the words “without limitation”.

(c) Any covenant or agreement on the part of two or more persons will bind those
persons jointly and severally.

(d) Reference to any statute, regulation, ordinance, or bylaw will be deemed to

extend to all statutes, regulations, ordinances, or bylaws amending,
consolidating or replacing the same.

EXECUTED as a deed

SIGNED for and on behalf of T —
ONE VICTORIA TRUST BOARD )

INCORPORATED in the presence of: )

Witness signature ...........................

Witness name: .......cccccoeeuciiineinnnnn.

Occupation: ...........cccovvviviiininn..

AAAress: . iucimin..oiun. o il s s5h e n een

SIGNED for and on behalf of )
HAMILTON CITY COUNCIL by )

GAB-348176-2195-6-V2:gb

Growth and Infrastructure Committee Agenda 14 February 2017- OPEN

Page 89 of 116

Item 11

Attachment 3



Item 11

Attachment 3

-6-
SCHEDULE 1

Deed of Gift
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DEED OF GIFT WITH RIGHTS OF
REVOCATICON

between
Hamiltor City Council
and

The One Victoria Trust Board Incorporated

GRK-348176-1184-23-v2!|
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DEED dated

PARTIES

2014

1y SANuNiJJ

A HAMILTON CITY COUNCIL {“Donor”); and

2: THE ONE VICTORIA TRUST BOARD INCORPORATED (“Donee”)

each a party and together the parties.

BACKGROUND

A The Donor is the owner of the Property.

B. The trustees of the Donee presented the Proposal to the Donor on 28 August 2013.

C. The Donee is a charitable and not-for-profit organisation incorporated under the
Charitable Trusts Act 1957 on 4 September 2013,

D. The Donor wishes to gift the Property and the Funds te the Donee on the terms set

out in this Deed.

E. The Donee wishes to accept the gift of the Property and the Funds on the terms set

out in this Deed.

OPERATIVE PART:

1. DEFINITIONS AND INTERPRETATION

14 Definitions: In this deed, unless the context indicates otherwise:

(a) Business Day means a day on which banks are open for business in
Hamilton, New Zealand but excluding Saturday or Sunday and “Business
Days” has a corresponding meaning;

{b) Donee means The One Victoria Trust Board Incorporated:

{c) Donor means Hamilton City Council;

(d) Equipment means these assets owned by the Denor and now located within
the Property, a list of which is to be agreed between the parties as soon as
practicable after the Seftlement Date (and failing agreement, resolved via the
dispute resolution procedure outlined in clause 8) and to be included as
Schedule 2;

{e) Funds means the sum of $75,000 per annum payable to the Donee during
the Revocation Pericd in the manner set out in clause 2.7;

" KPIs means the key performance measures that the Donee must achieve
during the Revocation Period as set out in Schedule 4;
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Property means the building owned by the Donor situated at 1 Victoria
Street, Hamiiton known as the Meteor Theatre and shown in the figor plan set
oui in Schedule 1, together with the Equipment, but specifically excluding the
land on which the building is situated;

Proposal means the proposal presented to the Donor by the frustees of the
Donee on 28 August 2013 as set out in Schedule 3;

Report means the report that the Donee must provide to the Donor in
accordancs with Schedule 4(g), such report to includa:

(i the latest set of financial accounts prepared for the Donee, together
with its latest annual report;

(i) certification from the Donee's trustees that the Donee has kept the
Property unencumbered and free from any charges whatsoever and
has not offered the Property as security;

(i)  evidence of all insurance required by Schedule 4(h);

(iv) defaiis of the =activites undertaken by the Donee in the year
immediately past to achieve the KPls;

) details of whether or not the KPls have been achieved;

(V)  a plan setting out the proposed activities to achieve the KPis in the
coming year; and

(vii)  any other details reasonably requested by the Donor;

Revocation Period means the period from the date of this Deed until the
third anniversary of the Setflement Date except in relation ‘o clause 2.5(a),
where, in relaticn to the obligations in clause 2.5(a) the Revecation Period will
end on the final expiry date of the Soda inc. Lease {or such earlier date as the
Soda Inc. Lease is lawfully terminated);

Right of Revocation means the Donor's right to revoke the git of the
Preperty, and any Funds not already advanced to the Donee, in accordance
with clauses 2.5(a) and 4 of this Deed;

Settlement Date means Friday, 31 January 2014 or such other date as the
parties may agree;

Soda Inc. Lease means the Deed of Lease dated 6 July 2009 between the
Donor as Landlord and Soda Inc. Limited as Tenant and as may be varied by
agreement betwean the Landlord and Tenant up to the Setflement Date; and

Transitionai Plan means the practical maiters to be agreed between the
parties sc as to ensure the smooth transition of all ongeing activities at the
Praperty and the transfer of all locking systems, utilties, services, and the
like, a list of which is to be agreed between the parties as soon as practicable
after the Settlement Date and included as Schedule 5.

A
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1.2

22

2.3

24

2.5

sk
Interpretation: In this Deed, unless the context indicates otherwise:

(a) Defined Expressions: expressions defined in the main body of this Deed
have the defined meaning throughout this Deed, including the background
and the Schedules;

{b) Headings: clause and other headings are for ease of reference only and will
not affect this Deed’s interpretation; and

(c) Clauses: references to clauses are to clauses in this Deed; and

{d) Legislative references: references to specific legislation contained in this
Deed are deemed to be replaced by references to any legislation that
modifies, substitutes for, or succeeds that legislation.

GIFT OF PROPERTY AND FUNDS
Subject to clause 4, the Donor gifts:

(a) the Property to the Donee free of any debt, income tax or transfer expenses
on the Settlement Date; and

(b) the Funds to the Donee as set out in clause 2.7.

As per the valuation dated 27 September 2013 prepared by Matt Snelgrove and
already distributed to the parties, the parties acknowledge that the Property is valued
at $1,100,000.

Risk in the Property will pass to the Donee on the Settlement Date.

After settlement occurs, the parties agree that the Donor will have no responsibilities
whatsoever in relation to or in connection with the Property except for in its regulatory
capacity.

The Donee acknowledges that:

(a) it will receive the Property subject to the Soda Inc. Lease, a copy of which
the Donee acknowledges prior receipt of. Subject to clause 4, from and
including the Settlement Date ihe Donee will become the Landlord under the
Soda Inc. Lease, and will assume all of the Landlord’s rights and cbligations
under the Soda Inc. Lease. The Donee acknowledges that it is an essential
term of this Deed that the rental payable by Soda Inc. under the Soda Inc.
Lease remains at nil for the Term of the Soda Inc. Lease (including any
renewal terms). As an essential term of the gift detailed in clause 2.1, the
Donee undertakes that it will not at any time during the term or any renewal of
the Soda Inc. Lease require payment of rental by Soda Inc. under the Soda
Inc. Lease, nor will it attempt to charge or recover such rental. A breach of the
undertaking by the Donee in this clause 2.5(a) will give rise to a Right of
Revocation. This clause 2.5(a) will survive the expiry or termination of this
Deed;

(b) nothing in this Deed will give the Donee any rights to, or ownership in, the
carpark owned by the Donor immediately adjacent to the Property. However,
the Danoer will allow the Donee and its patrons to use the carpark on a nen-
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exclusive and arms-length/pay basis provided such use is a condition of any
resource consent allowing the Donee to conduct the activities contemplated
by the Proposal;

{c) it will be liable from the Settlement Date to pay the rates imposed on the
Property by the Donor in its regulatory capacity;

{d) it has inspected the Property and has made its own enquiries as to its
condition and/or suitablility for its purpese, and agrees to receive the Property
from the Donor on ar as is, where is basis on the Settiement Date;

(e) the Donor gives the Donee no guarantees, warranties, or undertakings in
relaiion to, and has made no representations about, the condition of the
Property or its suitability for the Donee’s purpose. Except as expressly set out
in this Deed and to the fuillest extent permitted by law ali warranties and
guarantees whether implied or express and whether arising by statute or
otherwise are excluded.

2.8 The Donor warrants that it is the sole owner of the Property and that except for the

Saoda Inc. Lease it is unencumbered in all respects.

2.7  During the Revecation Period, the Donor agrees to gift the Dones $75,000 per
annum, payable anc to be appiied as feliows:

(@) in the first year of the Revocaticn Period, towards the Donee’s operational
purposes as contemplated by the Proposal and in furtherance of achieving
the KPis payable as socn as practicable following the Settlement Date; and

{b) in each of the second and third years of the Revocation Period towards
earthquake-strengthening works ("Works”) to be carried out by the Donee on
the Property, payable only upon ihe Docnee producing tc the Donor valid
contractorthird party invoices evidencing the Works. The parties
acknowiedge that the Works may not undertaken by the Donee until the
fourth or fifth year after the Settlement Date, in which case the Funds will not
be payable by the Donor:

0] unless the conditions in item (k) of Schedule 4 have first been
satisfied; and
i) until the date the Donee actually commences the Works and
produces ta the Donor valid contractor/third party inveices evidencing
those YWorks.
3. ACCEPTANCE OF PROPERTY

Subject to clause 4, the Donee accepts ths gift of:

(a) the Property to the Donee free of any debt, income tax or transfer expenses
on the Settlement Date; and

{b) the Funds to the Denee as set out in clause 2.7.

4 RIGHTS OF REVOCATION
GRK-348176-1184-23-V2:( A.
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41

4.2

4.3

6.1

8.2

6.3

64

The parties agree that if:

(a) the Donee fails to achieve any of the KPls at any time during the Revocation
Period and such failure is not remedied by the Donee within 20 Business
Days of receiving written notice to remedy from the Donor; and/or

(b) at any time the trustees of the Donee resolve to wind up the Donee in
accordance with its rules or it is otherwise wound up or dissolved; and/or

{c) at any time the Donee wishes to transfer, sell, lend, lease, and/or otherwise
part with possession of the Property; and/or

(d) the Donee is unable, in the Donor's reasonable opinion, to satisfy item (k) of
Schedule 4 within one month of the end of the Revocation Period; and/or

(e) at any time, the Donee breaches the undertaking in clause 2.5(a) -

then the Donor may (but cannot be obliged to) revoke the gift of the Property by 10
Business Days' written notice to the Donee.

If the Donor exercises its Right of Revocation, the Donee will promptly do all things
when requested by the Donor to immediately transfer the Property to the Doner, and
the Donee hereby irrevocably appoints the Donor as its attorney for this purpose. The
Donor may recover all costs reasonably incurred in effecting such a transfer
(including without limitation costs on a client-solicitor basis) from the Donee as a
debt.

If the Donor exercises its Right of Revocation, the Donor will have no liability to the
Donee or any third party whatsoever for any matters related to the exercise of its
Right of Revocation and no compensation will be payable from the Donor to the
Donee or any third party.

DONOR'S ROLE AS REGULATOR

Nothing express or implied in this Deed will constrain or restrain the Donor’s powers
and obligations as a regulator.

DISPUTE RESOLUTION

If any dispute or difference arises between the parties in respect of any matter
concemning this Deed the parties will act in good faith and use their best endeavours
to resolve the dispute or difference.

If no resolution is reached within 10 Business Days, the matter will be referred to a
nominated senior representative of each party for resolution.

If the senior representatives cannot resolve the matter within 10 Business Days of
the dispute being referred to them, either party may give written notice of its intention
to refer the dispute or difference to mediation.

If a request to mediate is made then the parties will endeavour to agree on a
mediator and will submit the matter and dispute to the mediator. All discussions and
the mediation will be without prejudice and will not be referred 1o in any later
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proceedings. The parties will bear their own costs in the mediation and will each pay
half of the costs of the mediator.

I the parties do not agree on the appointment of a mediator within a reasonabie time,
or either of the parties rejects any report or recommendation made by a mediator, the
dispute will be referred to arbitration under and in accordance with the Arbitration Act
1996.

Pending resclution of any dispute the parties will continue ta perform their obligations
under this Deed without prejudice to their respective rights and remedies.

INDEMNITY

The Donee will indemnify the Donor and its officers, employees, agents and advisors
against ail costs, claims, losses, or actions arising directly or indirectly out of the
provision of the Property to the Donee or out of any breach of the terms of this Deed.

NOTICES

For the purposes of this Deed, all notices must be forwarded to the contact person
nominated in writing by each Party for that purpose from time to time. At the date of
this Deed, the nominated contact persons are:

Donor:

Sean Murray

General Manager

Hamilton City Council

Garden Place, Hamilton

Fax: (07) 838 8589

Email: Sean.Murray@hcc.govt.nz

Post: Private Bag 3010
Waikato Mail Centre
HAMILTON 3240

Donee:

Charlotte Isaac

Trustee

The One Victoria Trust Board incorporated

Cne Victoria Street, Hamilton Central

Fax: not appiicable

Email: charloile@dtilawyers.co.nz

Post: PO Box 792, Waikato Mail Centre, Hamilton

All notices given must be given in writing and defivered by hand, facsimile, email or
by ordinary post. Notice given by email wili be deemed received at the time the notice
leaves the information system of the sender. Any niotices received afier 4 PM cn a
Business Day will be deemed to have been received on the following Business Day.

VARIATIONS

Any medification to or variation of this Deed must be in writing and signed by the
Parties.
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14.
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16.
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ASSIGNMENT AND SUBCONTRACTING

The Donee may not assign, transfer, mortgage, charge, or sub-contract any of its
rights or obligations under this Deed.

RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN THE PARTIES

Nothing in this Deed will be construed as implying that the relationship between the
Donor and the Donor is that of agency, trust, partners, joint venturers, or employer
and employee. Neither party may act on behalf of the other.

COSTS

Each party will pay its own costs and disbursements of and incidental to the
preparation, completion, and execution of this Deed.

The Donee will pay to the Donor on demand any costs and expenses incurred by the
Denor (including but not limited to costs on a solicitor-client basis) in attempting to
have any default of the Donee remedied under this Deed.

PUBLIC STATEMENTS

Neither party will make any public announcements about anything related to this
Deed, without first obtaining the approval of the ‘other party, unless the
announcement is of a general nature, is not critical of the other party, and is not
commercially sensitive,

GOVERNING LAW

This Deed will be governed by and consirued in accordance with the laws of New
Zealand. The parties agree to and submit themselves to the non-exclusive
jurisdiction of the courts of New Zealand in relation to all matters concerning the
interpretation and operation of this Deed.

WAIVER

No waiver, delay, neglect or forbearance by either party in enforcing against the other
party any provision in this Deed will be a waiver, or in any way prejudice any right of

that party.
SEVERABILITY

If any provision of this Deed is found to be illegal, invalid or unenforceable, that
provision will be read down to the extent necessary and reasonable in all
circumstances to give it a valid operation or partial character. If any provision cannot
be so read down, it will be void and severable and the remaining provisions of this
Deed will not in any way be affected or impaired.
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EXECUTED AS A DEED

SIGNED for and on behalf of
HAMILTON CITY COUNCIL
by its Chief Executive Officer
in the presence of:

N N N s

Bany Haris

CHIEF EXECUTIVE

Witness name: &?1’3" ina.. Whinter

Occupation: Lemeraecy. Lolpocate Secretary

address: Hawilton ity Council, Arvate &g 3010
Hawtittorn 240
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SCHEDULE 1
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SCHEDULE 2
Equipment
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SCHEDULE 3
Proposal
28 fyzust 2023
Sean Murvay, Her Worstép the Mayor, end Counclliors of Hamibon City.
Hyevifor City Counch
Beltverad ky hand o By spogid
By emal: Seap Murmy@iree pout 53
The Maoteor
8 Sackpround

Wie are writing Yo confirm our propesal for the Meteor, Fallowing on from:

) Qur arlgino] graposal &n Coumck In September 2012 (foliowing the release of the 2632
Hamiften City Counclt 10 year plan);

b Car fnvoivomens [n the Thestres Review as & consulted group of Meteor Users;

€ Our writter submission to the Thaatres roview [5!! mm.nmmmm

dflaclitisfiazmienhesrey/Dogy
L] Qu'mkgquanmmumnwm

»
L]
L]
[

2 ThePropesst

Qur proposal &:

A aumber of CounceRors, Hamion City Thestrss staff, Sean Murry ang hee
Worskip the Mayor;

Business partners;

Funders such as Trust Wotkelo;

Metenr users {theatee groups In Hamiftan) past asd present; and

The Hamilton corsmunity.

a) mtﬁumwmwmmmmmewnmzmaummw
Charlialle Trust, on 1 Octeber 2013 (the Hzndever Date®) topather with a3 squipmant
81 per the it previously provided to us trom Hamdton Clty Counett 10 onable tke
Thewtre 20 be run. Ploaze eee yynymeteoromee for a ropy of the trust desd, trust
infarmation and trustee bies,  Oruremtztion of tive gIR ean be as par the Dzgd of Gt
of tho Rbveslza theatre, With appropite emandments to rofisct the rensditions balov.

b) Yhat this giftis conditiess! on:

() Comemkmumt from Councll to grant $75,890 10 the One Victoria Tnust Bocrd on
tho Nandaver Dite.  This sum rogrestnty the avorage lass the Meteor kas muds
over the past B yoars, baved on the Staffard repart figures, and figeras supslied
by Hamitton City Council.  The rationala Is that this will add to the seod fund of
the One Vickaria Trust {mevontly $26,500} to wver inftil cperating costs,

{0} Comemitment frem Counitto set asida $156,000 totet {$75,05 per 2nnum) over
the faflowing 2 years {2315 end 2016} 1o odd to the cepfial works fund.  This
amownt vAll be peld to the Ono Yidorss Trust Bocrd o % Octoher 2036 H &
athieves the follovsng:
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L Successtul prograreming end oparsting of the Mutsor s 3 vishe thostre
fesh trem 3 Oetober 2913 10 ¥ Septonsber 2036,

K. Rawing of the hatance of the funds requeed 20 complets the copital
works, whvich are the eartivuaie groefing of thi Meteor o idaetiived
tho Tput vepurt dated 12 Qetnber 2032, s rogqus ity heiag ¥og Ated
s eode mursusnt ¢o the New Suliding Randang and The NZ Eerthauate
Seeiety for Engineers mesnsmendations.

[ nm:memmmmmmwammmummﬂm
uncorditiasily pad £ tie Gree Victaela Trvet Soard.

] wmﬂewrﬂaﬁnﬂamthOummﬂwwkmm
i ssgein, malrionense snr any swwl gesly uopRd6g it the Meteor X desrs
npccasary,

The Poas?

9] e aTineusoNze 4o there fowe boar Pt mamgics of simdlar 2rodneals thet e ot
Warkes {ep the PRASOW runnng of the Matour by HEAL, 5ug Cissmnca 5t by Hamilton
Tpamtivel, Fowmver, we ant i s difzre fima,

b} Thoe s 278 podlic sugpart forgur apassl

¢} mmmmmnmmmuammmmmmmmm
practicat busitass ekils {legal, pocoanting, inerieting, sances! business, PR},

d} nmmmwmmmmmdmﬁm-mwmmm
Betwesn privoto tusts and Councls ag: Mesh, Tot, Crustive Walkato and the Te
Avsdaty ayrat’; gampies.

st Our progesal feests the critorks of the Arts Agads,

9 lhmimmkwamdnlmubehmmnﬁmhawrsﬂtbem
e ot met ~ we will metumn the gift 4o oun], and sccept thet iF we fail the bukding
mey be sold, bmammwmuemwmmmmmmw
payment, onrf the S150,000 conditions! commitment.

& Wﬂmfmstmmwmwmwuumqusammawmm
the kuliding witf revert to Councll,

) e Gre Victors Trust Bozed #as no powes 10 barrow, So cannat pet Ints dedt, & ot
=am or ruise funds fo covar ke coite.  The BuitEing cannat e raternad to Coract with
any colit zitached.

QoA

o) What happans to SODA s & Tusstion far HUC 25 2 stakeholdey Iy $ODA (o deormian,
We ane hagpy for SODA to raeain in the theows, et would antitigate & stagared
irtrodusign of 1ot sevmests a7 sidiar, In axcardnnce with the Dees of Lense batween
LandioeC and’ Tenart cleled 6 Rty 2099 that s with the fore. e are hagay ve
negotizta this paint.

h} IFEADA veeste, we veuke bke fims night to ouogsy She space.  Wa etxent tiet this mey
it in I Brosase i groard vant dependlag on Swnedt poicy.

. Exkling Beaknvs ond Metecr geanally

8} The One Yictors Truet #o0rd will Sonowr % exiging corvmitien hookags.
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B} We bave rocorvad confimastan that ne jobs wid be bost from samiiton Chty Thostros as a
tesu't of ayr propoal,

£ Timing

] We have baen snzrged in this proces; dor over fyear,  Over thet thee we have
come Sogethar 3 @ proup of gamionite Mateor supportars.  Wn have mef with a
Rumber of You, 69t ore than onze, and we thank you for teking the tis: fo maxt
Wit us and diccuss the progosal. We hava incarparatar a Truck, raltec suppart
from the community azd thestre wseis, and Yormulated a programming policy,
buslness plan and kudgets.

b) A of the informetion rogarding the proposal & wyalatle O AW NS ARl GENL.

£) Qut public Forebuok page {which has ganerated over 1,000 tikes) e Bets of typos of
overits people would ifke to ums tha Metear for.  There If & real Roes for tha
Meteer.

d) wumgmaham.uumnmmmmw
hava of the Metsar, There & o other rposttory of this information tha wa aze
wware of, available ta the public.

o) The Meteor is suffering, and vill continue te suffer, from low ues umd @ decision ®
made, as it s unafTordable,

Future concepts knvolving davelopment of Founders of a compielc hev: Ars
complen witts Black Box ane long term, and accansagly unsifocted by car proposal.

& Tha earler the Meteor is gifted, the carlior we can spply for sommurity funds as we

Wi 01t into commirnity funding ravnds {eg: Trust Walketo),
&5 the information froms tha Theatres Raviswr hos Been smablizafy suaifatile sines
thmwlbﬁ.aném;ma!lvptammwmmmmmws
waaﬁywmp!euemanmww;tminmde:b‘mmmw
meeting, which wwe understand to be o 26 Szptember 2013, separate fmpy the
oxing questions around Clarence St and Founders Theates, We ae completely
ready to step i3 fom 3 Dotober 2918,

We enderstand this & 3 big and signifieant detision for Conell and ackaswiedge the eapmity of the
tmsk that wa heve offened 1o take on, Thotwe heve cifernd to o e, and 24 thaat we have done e
Far In our sitarmpes 1o gut farwerd the strongest proposst possile, should give vou carfidance thut
we e passtonate and sorius abowt this proposal,

We umge you to sappon olr mroposal above,

We wou'd be happy fo come 2nd speak with you pbowt gur propusal, or annver 0oy cumstions v
cralf of phane Stanytims.  You can vontact us via Charlatte fasac ot chadotte@dtawers conz,
C7 282 0178 or 027 966 818.

Wi o’ forwsd o hearing from you,

The Trystees of 1ke One Victosia Trust Boand
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SCHEDULE 4
Key Performance Indicators (KP!s)

During the Revocation Period the Donee must:

(a)

(b)

(c)

()

(e)

®

(@

h

®

not make any material departures from the representations set out in the
Proposal, and only use the Funds for the purposes set out in clause 2.7;

give all assistance reasonably required by the Donor to enabie it to carry out
the Transitional Plan set cut in Schedule 5, and to effect the transfer of all
forward bookings from the Donor to the Dones;

be able to pay its debts as they become due in the normal course of business
and ensure that the value of the Donee’s assets are greater than the value of
its liakilities, including contingent liabilities;

remain a charitable entity as defined in the Charities Act 2005 and be
exempted by the Inland Revenue Department from paying income tax;

provide the Donor with a Report within three months of the Settlement Date
(“First Report Date”), and thereafter provide the Donor with a Report on every
anniversary of the First Report Date;

keep the Property unencumbered and free from all and any charges
whatsoever, which will include without limitation keeping the Property free
from naming rights and/or any sponsorship and/or licensing arrangements
unless the Donor has first consented in writing to any naming rights and/or
any sponsorship and/or ficensing arrangements proposed by the Donee and
provided that the Donor will not withhold such consent unreasonably;

not transfer, sell, lend, lease, and/or otherwise part with possession of the
Property, and/or offer the Property as security;

from the Settlement Date ‘o the end of the Revocation Period:

(i) keep the Property in good order and repair and at least to the
standard it was in at the Settlement Date, fair wear and tear excepted;

(ii) comply with ail reguiatory matters required of the Donee as Property
owner, including without fimitation those set out in the Building Act
2004 and/or the New Zealand Building Code;

(i)  keep the Property adequately insured for its full replacement value
with a reputable insurer acceptabie to the Donor, and note the interest
of the Donor on the relevant insurance policy/ies;

(iv) keep in place Public Liability insurance in the minimum amount of
$10,600,000;

{v) the Donee must produce evidence of the above insurances to the
Donor prior to the Settlement Date, in each Report, and whenever
reasonably requested by the Donor during the Revocation Period;

immediately notify the Donor of any circumstance that has resulted, or will
result, in the Donee being unable to meet its abligations under this Deed, or

GRK-348176-1184-23-V2:
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®

(k)

(')

-16-

of any material adverse change in the Donee's financial position, tcgether
with full details of the same and any actions that the Donee has taken (or
intends to take) in mitigation;

without limiting clause 4{e) above, provide in a timely manner at its cost any
information, not subject to confidentiality restrictions, reasonably requested by
the Donor from time to time in connection with the Property or the Funds;

take all necessary steps to promptly plan, fundraise for, and carry out the
Works contemplated by clause 2.7(b), so as to enable the Works to be
completed by either the end of the Revocation Period or the fourth or fifth
year after the Settlement Date, and produce an annual report for the Donor
demonstrating the Donee’s progress towards so planning, fundraising for, and
carrying out the Work that must be acceptable to the Donor in all respects
(acting reasonably); and

without limiting clause (a) above, take all necessary steps to ensure that at a
minimum:

[0} the number of patrons attending performances and events at the
Property is at least 5,000 in 2014, 7,500 in 2015, and 10,000 in 2016;
and

(ii) at least 70% of the use of the Property is by non-commercial users
(specifically excluding the Soda Inc. Lease).

GRK-348176-1184-23-V2: of
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SCHEDULE 5
Transitional Plan

GRK-348176-1184-23-v2:l
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SCHEDULE 2

Plan

GAB-348176-2195-6-V2:gb
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Hamilton City Council

Te kaunihera o Kirikiriroa

council report

Committee: Growth and Infrastructure Date: 14 February 2017
Committee
Report Name: Government's Housing Author: Luke O'Dwyer

Infrastructure Fund - Indicative
Proposal from Hamilton City

Council
Report Status Open
Hamilton Urban Growth Strategy
Partly Operative District Plan
Strategy, Policy or Plan context 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

Purpose of the Report

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.

Executive Summary

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.

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

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

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.

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

The requirements for the final proposal were released on 2 February 2017.
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11.
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13.
14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22,
23.

24,

25.

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.

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

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.

Attachments

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

Background

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.

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.

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

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

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

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.

Current state

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.

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

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.
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26.

27.

28.

29.
30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

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.

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.

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.

Financial and resourcing implications

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

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.

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.

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.

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.

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.

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
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