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Notice of Meeting: 
I hereby give notice that an ordinary Meeting of the Transport Subcommittee will be held on: 
Date:  
Time: 
Meeting Room: 
Venue: 

Tuesday 11 August 2026 
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Lance Vervoort 
Chief Executive 
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Purpose: 

The Transport Subcommittee is responsible for: 

1. The execution of Council’s transport infrastructure and operational plans. 

2. Conducting fair, transparent, and effective hearings, making well-reasoned decisions on objections to 
the Traffic Bylaw, Speed Limits, and significant temporary road closures that cannot follow standard 
approval processes. The subcommittee ensures community concerns are heard and decisions comply 
with legislation, procedural fairness, and the public interest. 

3. Facilitating community and stakeholder engagement on transport infrastructure and service delivery, 
ensuring feedback is effectively captured and reported to the City Delivery Committee to inform 
strategic decision-making. 

4. Recommending to the City Delivery Committee the implementation of innovative transport core 
infrastructure and service provisions solutions endorsed by this subcommittee 

5. Ensuring that all transport infrastructure networks and service provisions are legally compliant and 
operate within resource consent limits. 

Terms of Reference: 

6. Provide direction on core transport infrastructure and services aligned to city development and 
oversight of operational projects and services associated with those activities. 

7. Develop and approve transport policy, bylaws, and plans. 

8. Approve core transport infrastructure and services-related operational plans and monitor their 
implementation. 

9. Hear and determine any statutory or regulatory hearings under relevant legislation unless otherwise 
delegated by Council. 

10. Consider and determine traffic, speed limit and parking related matters, including those detailed in the 
Traffic Bylaw and Speed Management Plan, and hearing any submissions relating to those proposed 
changes. 

11. Hear and determine matters arising under current transport bylaws and policies, including applications 
for dispensation from compliance with the requirements of these bylaws or policies, unless such 
matters are otherwise delegated by Council. 

12. Consider and determine matters related to road naming proposals. 

The Subcommittee is delegated the following powers to act: 

• Approval of matters determined by the Subcommittee within its Terms of Reference. 

The Subcommittee is delegated the following recommendatory powers: 

• The Subcommittee may make recommendations to the City Delivery Committee. 

Oversight of Policies and Bylaws: 

• Parking Policy 
• Traffic Bylaw 
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1 Apologies – Tono aroha  
 

2 Confirmation of Agenda – Whakatau raarangi take 
The Subcommittee to confirm the agenda. 
 

3 Declaration of Interest – Tauaakii whaipaanga 
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 – Aatea koorero 
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 five 
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 Governance 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 Governance by telephoning 07 
838 6699.  
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Committee: Transport Subcommittee Date: 11 August 2026 

Author: James Winston II Authoriser: Michelle Hawthorne  

Position: Governance Advisor  Position: Governance and Assurance 
Manager  

Report Name: Transport Subcommittee Unconfirmed Minutes 26 May 2026. 
 
Report Status Open  
 

Staff Recommendation - Tuutohu-aa-kaimahi 
That the Transport Subcommittee confirms the Minutes of the Transport Subcommittee Meeting 
held on 26 May 2026 as a true and correct record. 
 

Attachments - Ngaa taapirihanga 
Attachment 1 - Transport Subcommittee Meeting Minutes 26 May 2026 
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Committee: Transport Subcommittee Date: 11 August 2026 

Author: James Winston II Authoriser: Michelle Hawthorne  

Position: Governance Advisor  Position: Governance and Assurance 
Manager  

Report Name: Chair's Report 
 
Report Status Open  
 

Staff Recommendation - Tuutohu-aa-kaimahi 
That the Transport Subcommittee receives the report. 
 

Attachments - Ngaa taapirihanga 
Attachment 1 - Attachment 1: Chair’s Report 
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Committee: Transport Subcommittee Date: 11 August 2026 

Author: Martin Parkes Authoriser: Kevin Strongman  

Position: Urban Transport Manager  Position: General Manager 
Infrastructure and Assets  

Report Name: Parking Restrictions and Traffic Bylaw Changes 
 
Report Status Open  
 

Purpose - Take  
1. To seek approval from the Transport Subcommittee for proposed changes to traffic controls 

throughout Hamilton. 
 

Staff Recommendation - Tuutohu-aa-kaimahi 
2. That the Transport Subcommittee: 

a) receives the report; 

b) approves the changes to parking restrictions and controls as set out in the table below: 

Location 
(Street Name) 

Amendments to current restrictions 

Alison Street 1. Installation of 3.6m ‘Parking – Mobility Card holders – All day’ 
restriction outside #45 Alison Street. 

Clarence Street 1. Installation of 25m ‘No stopping - At all times’ restriction starting 
outside #142 Clarence Street and ending outside #144 Clarence 
Street. 

Commerce Street 1. Installation of 3m ‘Parking - Mobility Card Holders – P60’ 
restriction outside #124 Commerce Street. 

2. Gazette existing 12m ‘Parking - P60 - 8:00AM-6:00PM - Mon-Sun’ 
restriction outside #124 Commerce Street. 

Eagle Way 1. Rescind 146m ‘No stopping - At all times’ restriction outside #980 
Te Rapa Road. 

2. Rescind 67m ‘No stopping - At all times’ restriction outside #10 
Eagle Way. 

3. Rescind 37m ‘No stopping - At all times’ restriction outside #14 
Eagle Way. 

4. Installation of 160m ‘No stopping - At all times’ restriction starting 
outside #23 Karewa Place and ending outside #980 Te Rapa Road. 

5. Installation of 200m ‘No stopping - At all times’ restriction starting 
outside #8 Eagle Way and ending outside #14 Eagle Way. 

East Street  1. Rescind 6m ‘No Stopping – At all times’ restriction outside #44 
East Street.  
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2. Rescind 22.6m ‘No Stopping – At all times’ restriction outside #174 
Peachgrove Road 

3. Installation of 20m ‘No Stopping – At all times’ restriction outside 
#44 East Street.  

4. Installation of 15m ‘No Stopping – At all times’ restriction outside 
#179 Peachgrove Road.  

5. Installation of 15m ‘No Stopping – At all times’ restriction outside 
#180 Peachgrove Road.  

6. Installation of 25m ‘No Stopping – At all times’ restriction outside 
#174 Peachgrove Road.  

Forge Street 1. Installation of 95m ‘No stopping - At all times’ restriction starting 
outside #2 Forge Street and ending outside #5 Forge Street 

1. Installation of 10m ‘No stopping - At all times’ restriction outside 
#12 Forge Street 

Hare Puke Drive 1. Installation of 17m ‘No stopping - At all times’ restriction outside 
#105A Hare Puke Drive 

2. Installation of 8m ‘No stopping - At all times’ restriction outside 
#101 Hare Puke Drive 

Heaphy Terrace 1. Installation of 10m ‘No stopping - At all times’ restriction opposite 
#901 Heaphy Terrace 

High Street 1. Rescind 24m ‘Parking - P60 - 8:00AM-6:00PM - Mon-Sun’ 
restriction outside #253 Commerce Street. 

2. Installation of 18m ‘Parking - P60 - 8:00AM-6:00PM - Mon-Sun’ 
restriction outside #253 Commerce Street. 

3. Installation of 6.5m ‘Parking - Mobility Card Holders – P120’ 
restriction outside #253 Commerce Street. 

Hinemoa Park 1. Rescind ‘Parking - P180 - 8:00AM-6:00PM – Saturdays’ restriction 
on Hinemoa Car Park. 

2. Installation of 35m ‘Parking - P180 – 8:00AM-6:00PM, Mon-Fri’ 
restriction on the northern side of Hinemoa car park, adjacent to 
Norton Road. 

3. Installation of 45m ‘Parking - P180 – 8:00AM-6:00PM, Mon-Fri’ 
restriction on the southern side of Hinemoa car park, adjacent to 
Norton Road. 

4. Installation of 3.5m ‘Parking – Mobility Card holders - P180’ 
restriction on the northern side of Hinemoa car park, adjacent to 
Norton Road. 

5. Installation of 3.5m ‘Parking – Mobility Card holders - P180’ 
restriction on the northern side of Hinemoa car park, adjacent to 
Norton Road. 

Hunter Street 1. Rescind 155m of ‘No stopping - At all times’ restriction starting 
outside #10 Hunter Street and ending outside #142 Clarence 
Street. 

2. Gazette existing 160m ‘No stopping - At all times’ restriction 
starting outside #10 Hunter Street and ending outside #142 
Clarence Street 

Insoll Avenue 1. Installation of 35m ‘No stopping - At all times’ restriction outside 
#102 Insoll Avenue 

Karewa Place 1. Rescind 46.5m ‘No stopping - At all times’ restriction outside #24 
Karewa Place. 

2. Installation of 50m ‘No stopping- At all times’ restriction starting 
outside #38 Karewa Place and ending outside #32 Karewa Place. 
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3. Installation of 160m ‘No stopping- At all times’ restriction starting 
outside #32 Karewa Place and ending outside #22 Karewa Place. 

4. Installation of 15m ‘No stopping- At all times’ restriction outside 
#14 Eagle Way. 

5. Installation of 150m ‘No stopping- At all times’ restriction starting 
outside #31 Karewa Place and ending outside #23 Karewa Place. 

Kelvin Place 1. Rescind 50m ‘No stopping - At all times’ restriction starting 
outside #22 Kelvin Place and ending outside #15 Kelvin Place. 

2. Installation of 56m ‘No stopping - At all times’ restriction starting 
outside #22 Kelvin Place and ending outside #15 Kelvin Place. 

3. Rescind 15m ‘No stopping - At all times’ restriction starting 
outside #13 Kelvin Place and ending outside #15 Kelvin Place 

4. Installation of 7m ‘No stopping - At all times’ restriction outside 
#13 Kelvin Place. 

Keston Crescent 1. Installation of 25m ‘No stopping - At all times’ restriction starting 
outside #24 Keston Crescent and ending outside #20 Keston 
Crescent. 

2. Installation of 10m ‘No stopping - At all times’ restriction outside 
#23 Keston Crescent. 

3. Installation of 10m ‘No stopping - At all times’ restriction outside 
#27 Keston Crescent. 

Lake Crescent 1. Installation of 3m ‘No stopping - At all times’ restriction outside 
#116 Lake Crescent 

Maanihi Drive 1. Installation of 33m ‘No stopping - At all times’ restriction starting 
outside #74 Maanihi Drive and ending outside #76 Maanihi Drive. 

2. Installation of 10m ‘No stopping - At all times’ restriction starting 
outside #61 Maanihi Drive. 

3. Installation of 15m ‘No stopping - At all times’ restriction starting 
outside #65 Maanihi Drive and ending outside #67 Maanihi Drive. 

Maeroa Road 2. Rescind 18.5m ‘No Stopping - At all times’ restriction outside #169 
Maeroa Road. 

3. Rescind 10m ‘No Stopping - At all times’ restriction outside #1/161 
Maeroa Road. 

4. Gazette existing 70m ‘No Stopping - At all times’ restriction 
starting outside #1/161 Maeroa Road and ending outside #169 
Maeroa Road. 

Marjoriefield 
Mews 

1. Installation of 41m ‘No stopping - At all times’ parking restriction 
starting outside #21 Marjoriefield Mews and ending outside #14 
Marjoriefield Mews. 

Marne Street 1. Rescind 10m 'No Stopping - At all times’ restriction outside #3 
Marne Street. 

2. Installation of 15m 'No Stopping - At all times’ restriction starting 
outside #3 Marne Street and ending outside #1 Marne Street. 

Masters Avenue 1. Rescind 55m ‘No Stopping - At all times’ restriction starting 
outside #7 Masters Avenue and ending outside #11 Masters 
Avenue. 

2. Installation of 60m ‘No Stopping - At all times’ restriction starting 
outside #5 Masters Avenue and ending outside #11 Masters 
Avenue. 

Maui Street 1. Installation of 20m ‘No stopping - At all times’ restriction starting 
outside #181 Maui Street and ending outside #175 Maui Street. 
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May Street 1. Rescind 72m ‘Parking – P30 – At All Times’ restriction starting 
outside #171 Knighton Road and ending outside #10A May Street 

2. Rescind 100m ‘Parking – P30 – At All Times’ restriction starting 
outside #10A May Street and ending outside #1/18 May Street. 

3. Rescind 63m ‘Parking – P30 – At All Times’ restriction starting 
outside #1/30A May Street and ending outside #1/36 May Street. 

Miharo Crescent 1. Installation of 10m ‘No stopping - At all times’ restriction outside 
#105A Hare Puke Drive 

2. Installation of 6m ‘No stopping - At all times’ restriction outside 
#101 Hare Puke Drive 

North City Road 1. Installation of 9m ‘Parking – P120 – 8:00AM-6:00PM – Mon-Sun’ 
restriction outside #1 Fergy Place. 

2. Installation of 9m ‘Parking – P120 – 8:00AM-6:00PM – Mon-Sun’ 
restriction outside #19 North City Road. 

3. Installation of 15m ‘Parking – P120 – 8:00AM-6:00PM – Mon-Sun’ 
restriction outside #19 North City Road. 

4. Installation of 12m ‘Parking – P120 – 8:00AM-6:00PM – Mon-Sun’ 
restriction outside #1 North City Road. 

5. Installation of 9m ‘Parking – P120 – 8:00AM-6:00PM – Mon-Sun’ 
restriction outside #1 North City Road. 

6. Installation of 15m ‘Parking – P120 – 8:00AM-6:00PM – Mon-Sun’ 
restriction outside #4 North City Road. 

7. Installation of 18m ‘Parking – P120 – 8:00AM-6:00PM – Mon-Sun’ 
restriction starting outside #1/8 North City Road and ending 
outside #2/8 North City Road. 

8. Installation of 25m ‘Parking – P120 – 8:00AM-6:00PM – Mon-Sun’ 
restriction starting outside #3/8 North City Road and ending 
outside #7/8 North City Road. 

Parkside Drive 1. Installation of 27m ‘No stopping - At all times’ restriction outside 
#1 Parkside Drive 

2. Installation of 35m ‘No stopping - At all times’ restriction starting 
outside #4 Parkside Drive and ending outside #2 Parkside Drive. 

Peachgrove Road  1. Installation of 40m 'No Stopping - At all times’ restriction starting 
outside #179 Peachgrove Road and ending outside #179 
Peachgrove Road.  

2. Installation of 15m ‘Bus stop’ restriction outside #174 Peachgrove 
Road.  

3. Installation of 15m ‘Bus stop’ restriction outside #171 Peachgrove 
Road.  

4. Rescind 15m ‘Bus stop’ restriction outside #164 Peachgrove Road.  
5. Rescind 15m ‘Bus stop’ restriction opposite #164 Peachgrove 

Road.  
6. Installation of 3m ‘Parking - Mobility Card Holders – All day’ 

outside #180 Peachgrove Road  
7. Rescind 89m ‘No Stopping – At all times’ restriction starting 

outside #44 East Street and ending outside #27 Sullivan Crescent. 
8. Rescind 25m ‘No Stopping – At all times’ restriction outside #35 

Sullivan Crescent. 
9. Rescind 84m ‘No Stopping – At all times’ restriction starting 

outside #174 Peachgrove Road and ending outside #164 
Peachgrove Road. 

10. Rescind 20m ‘No Stopping – At all times’ restriction outside #164 
Peachgrove Road. 
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11. Installation of 40m 'No Stopping - At all times’ restriction outside 
#174 Peachgrove Road. 

12. Installation of 45m 'No Stopping – At all times’ restriction starting 
outside #44 East Street and ending outside #171 Peachgrove 
Road. 

13. Installation of 80m ‘No Stopping – At all times’ restriction starting 
outside #174 Peachgrove Road and ending outside #164 
Peachgrove Road. 

14. Installation of 75m ‘No Stopping – At all times’ restriction starting 
outside #9 Sullivan Crescent and ending outside #35 Sullivan 
Crescent. 

Peacockes Road 1. Gazette existing 21m ‘No stopping - At all times’ restriction 
opposite #269 Peacockes Road. 

Pine Avenue  1. Installation of 22m 'No Stopping - At all times’ restriction starting 
outside #56A Pine Avenue and ending outside #58 Pine Avenue.  

2. Installation of 26m 'No Stopping - At all times’ restriction starting 
outside #55 Pine Avenue and ending outside #59 Pine Avenue.  

Rimu Street 1. Rescind 12m ‘Bus Stop’ restriction outside #94 Rimu Street 
2. Rescind 20m ‘No stopping - At all times’ restriction starting 

outside #94 Rimu Street and ending outside #92 Rimu Street. 
3. Installation of ‘Bus Stop’ restriction outside #94 Rimu Street 
4. Installation of 15m ‘No stopping - At all times’ restriction starting 

outside #94 Rimu Street and ending outside #92 Rimu Street. 
Rutherford Street 1. Rescind 44m ‘No stopping - At all times’ restriction starting 

outside #10 Pickering Crescent and ending outside #54 Rutherford 
Street. 

2. Rescind 6m ‘Parking - P10 - 8:00AM-4:00PM - Mon-Fri’ restriction 
outside #54 Rutherford Street. 

3. Installation of 50m ‘No stopping - At all times’ restriction starting 
outside #10 Pickering Crescent and ending outside #54 Rutherford 
Street. 

4. Installation of 6m ‘Parking - P10 - 8:00AM-4:00PM - Mon-Fri’ 
restriction outside #54 Rutherford Street. 

Sexton Road 1. Installation of 6m ‘No stopping - At all times’ restriction outside #12 
Forge Street 

2. Installation of 6m ‘No stopping - At all times’ restriction outside #2 
Forge Street 

Storey Avenue 1. Rescind 75m ‘No stopping - At all times’ restriction outside #66 
Storey Avenue ending outside #1/74 Storey Avenue 

2. Installation of 70m ‘No stopping - At all times’ parking restriction 
outside #66 Storey Avenue ending outside #1/74 Storey Avenue 

Tawa Street 1. Installation of 16m ‘No stopping – At all times’ restriction starting 
outside #43 Tawa Street and ending outside #41 Tawa Street. 

2. Installation of 10m ‘No stopping – At all times’ restriction starting 
outside #41 Tawa Street and ending outside #39A Tawa Street 

3. Rescind 40.5m ‘No stopping - At all times‘ restriction outside #44 
Tawa Street. 

4. Rescind 12.5m ‘No stopping - At all times‘ restriction opposite #44 
Tawa Street. 

5. Installation of 70m ‘No stopping - At all times‘ restriction starting 
outside #46 Tawa Street and ending outside #44 Tawa Street. 

6. Installation of 40m ‘No stopping - At all times‘ restriction opposite 
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#44 Tawa Street. 
7. Installation of 50m ‘No stopping - At all times‘ restriction starting 

outside #33 Tawa Street and ending outside #23 Tawa Street. 
Te Kaarearea 
Avenue 

1. Installation of 1.5m ‘No stopping - At all times’ restriction outside 
#4 Te Kaarearea Avenue. 

2. Installation of 1.5m ‘No stopping - At all times’ restriction outside 
#4 Te Kaarearea Avenue. 

Te Manatu Drive 1. Installation of 6m ‘No stopping - At all times’ restriction outside #1 
Parkside Drive 

3. Installation of 6m ‘No stopping - At all times’ restriction outside #2 
Parkside Drive 

Te Rapa Road 1. Installation of 85m ' No stopping - At all times' restriction outside 
#980 Te Rapa Road. 

Te Werowero 
Crescent 

1. Installation of 6m ‘No stopping - At all times’ restriction starting 
outside #61 Maanihi Drive. 

2. Installation of 6m ‘No stopping - At all times’ restriction starting 
outside #65 Maanihi Drive. 

Tramway Road 1. Installation of 13m ‘No stopping - At all times’ restriction outside 
#102 Insoll Avenue. 

Vickery Street 1. Installation of 10m ‘No stopping - At all times’ restriction outside 
#25 Vickery Street. 

Wairere Drive Section 1 
1. Gazette existing 135m ‘No stopping - At all times’ restriction 

outside #951 Te Rapa Road. 
2. Gazette existing 605m ‘No stopping - At all times – sign posted’ 

restriction starting outside #951 Te Rapa Road and ending outside 
#383 Wairere Drive. 

3. Gazette existing 665m ‘No stopping - At all times – sign posted’ 
restriction starting outside #378 Wairere Drive and ending 
opposite #383 Wairere Drive. 

4. Gazette existing 165m ‘No stopping - At all times’ restriction 
starting outside #378 Wairere Drive and ending outside #807 Te 
Rapa Road. 
 
Section 2 

5. Gazette existing 1775m ‘No stopping - At all times – sign posted’ 
restriction starting outside #322 Hukanui Road and ending outside 
#8 Milford Place. 

6. Gazette existing 1765m ‘No stopping - At all times – sign posted’ 
restriction starting opposite #322 Hukanui Road and ending 
outside #10 Ruby Court. 
 
Section 3 

7. Gazette existing 1800m ‘No stopping - At all times – sign posted’ 
restriction starting outside #44 Heritage Avenue and ending 
outside #1A Powells Road. 

8. Gazette existing 1810m ‘No stopping - At all times – sign posted’ 
restriction starting outside #697 Wairere Drive and ending outside 
#11 Powells Road. 
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Section 4 
9. Gazette existing 250m ‘No stopping - At all times – sign posted’ 

restriction starting outside #4 Powells Road and ending outside 
#130 Tramway Road. 

10. Gazette existing 250m ‘No stopping - At all times – sign posted’ 
restriction starting outside #10 Powells Road and ending outside 
#3A Caistor Street. 

11. Gazette existing 1295m ‘No stopping - At all times – sign posted’ 
restriction starting outside #98 Tramway Road and ending outside 
#41 Ruakura Road. 

12. Gazette existing 1300m ‘No stopping - At all times – sign posted’ 
restriction starting outside #298 Ruakura Road and ending outside 
#61 Ruakura Road. 
 
Section 5 

13. Rescind 315m ‘No stopping - At all times – sign posted’ restriction 
outside Hilda Ross Retirement Village Limited. 

14. Rescind 338m ‘No stopping - At all times – sign posted’ restriction 
starting outside 26 Finchley Place and ending outside Marist Park. 

15. Gazette existing 1020m ‘No stopping - At all times – sign posted’ 
restriction starting outside Hilda Ross Retirement Village Limited 
and ending outside #281 Dey Street. 

16. Gazette existing 1045m ‘No stopping - At all times – sign posted’ 
restriction starting outside 26 Finchley Place and ending outside 
Lugton Park. 

 
Section 6 

17. Gazette existing 810m ‘No stopping - At all times – sign posted’ 
restriction starting outside #253 Dey Street and ending outside 
#101 Naylor Street. 

18. Gazette existing 795m ‘No stopping - At all times – sign posted’ 
restriction starting outside Cycle Park and ending outside Hillcrest 
Stadium. 
 
Section 7 

19. Gazette existing 395m ‘No stopping - At all times – sign posted’ 
restriction starting outside #116 Naylor Street and ending outside 
#18 Fox Street. 

20. Gazette existing 360m ‘No stopping - At all times – sign posted’ 
restriction starting outside #2 Cambridge Road and ending outside 
Flynn Park. 

Wellington Street 1. Installation of 7m ‘No stopping - At all times’ restriction outside 
#26A Wellington Street ending outside #32B Wellington Street 

Wetherby Road 1. Installation of 18m ‘No stopping - At all times’ restriction outside 
#27 Keston Crescent. 

2. Installation of 10m ‘No stopping - At all times’ restriction outside 
#23 Keston Crescent. 

 

c) approves the following changes to the Traffic Bylaw 2021 Registers:  

i. Update special vehicle lanes register – Part 1: Cycle Lanes;  
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Location   Description  
Victoria 
Street  

(ii) Northbound cycle lane starting 175 meters north of from Fairfield Bridge, 
progressing 485 630 metres to the intersection with Te Rapa Road.  
(iii) Southbound cycle lane from the its intersection with Te Rapa Road, proceeding 
progressing 440 metres to a point 35 metres south of its the intersection with of the 
shared footpath/cycleway outside number 1340 Awatere Avenue.  

ii. Update Cycle Paths register, Part 1 – Cycle Paths (Shared Paths);  

Location  Description Priority  

Brooklyn 
Road  

(iv) Cycle path on the western side of Brooklyn Road from its intersection 
with East Street, progressing 10m in north direction.  

Nil 

Eagle Way 
(i) Cycle path on the northern side of Eagle Way from its intersection with 
Te Rapa Road, progressing 150m in northeast direction towards Karewa 
Place. 

Nil  

East Street 

(i) Cycle path on the northern side of East Street from its intersection with 
Brooklyn Road, progressing 10m in east direction. 

(ii) Cycle path on the southern side of East Street, progressing 10m in west 
direction to its intersection with Brooklyn Road. 

(iii) Cycle Path on the southern side of East Street from its intersection with 
Peachgrove Road, progressing 25m in west direction.  

(iv) Cycle Path on the northern side of East Street, starting at a point 25m 
from its intersection with Peachgrove Road, progressing in east direction to 
Peachgrove Road. 

Nil 

Karewa Place 
(i) Cycle path on the northern side of Eagle Way from its intersection with 
Te Rapa Road, progressing 150m in northeast direction towards Karewa 
Place. 

Nil 

Peachgrove 
Road  

(i) Cycle Path on the eastern side of Peachgrove Road from its intersection 
with East Street, progressing 70m in south direction.  

(ii)Cycle Path on the western side of Peachgrove Road, starting from a 
point 30m from its intersection with East Street, progressing in north to 
East Street.  

(iii) Cycle Path on the western side of Peachgrove Rd from its intersection 
with East Street, progressing 25m in north direction.  

Nil 

 

ii. Update Heavy Traffic Prohibitions register, Part 1 - Prohibition of the use of engine 
brakes. 
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Road Section/Part Time of operation Vehicles subject to 
prohibition  

Morrinsville Road 
(SH 26) 

From 60/80 signs 
east of Cotebrooke 
Lane to Hamilton 
City Council eastern 
boundary 

24 hours a day 7 
days each week 365 
days each year 

Any heavy motor 
vehicle 

iv. Update Turning Restrictions register, Part 1 – Right Turns 
Location  Description 

East Street   East Street (eastbound) right turn onto Peachgrove Road  

 
d) notes that several of these restrictions and controls will not be implemented immediately 

but will come into operation once approved transport projects are delivered.  
 
 

Executive Summary - Whakaraapopototanga matua 
3. Access Hamilton, Council’s transport strategy, confirms Hamilton City Council’s commitment to 

road safety and the provision of genuine travel choices on our transport network. 

4. The Hamilton City Traffic Bylaw 2021 (the Traffic Bylaw) sets out the requirements for 
transport related activities within the road reserve. A resolution of the Council (via the 
delegation to the Transport Subcommittee is required to make changes to any of the 
restrictions contained within the Traffic Bylaw registers. 

5. The revised Hamilton’s parking policy (adopted at 5 March 2024 Infrastructure and Transport 
Committee aims to manage public parking to support safety, accessibility, and economic 
growth. 

6. The changes proposed for approval in this report to be considered are: 

i. parking restriction changes including No Stopping, reserved parking for mobility permit 
holders, time restrictions and bus stops; and 

ii. changes to the following registers of the Traffic Bylaw:  
a. Special vehicle lanes Register - Part 1: Cycle Lanes; and 
b. Cycle Paths Register;  
c. Heavy Traffic Prohibitions Register, Part 1 - Prohibition of the use of engine 

brakes; and  
d. Turning Restrictions Register, Part 1 - Right Turns. 

7. Changes are recommended to improve safety and accessibility which may have been identified 
by residents, businesses, New Zealand Police, elected members or staff. 

8. Targeted consultation has been completed for all proposed changes and generally there is 
support for these. Where negative feedback has been received, or the proposed change is 
considered of high public interest further information is provided in the report.  

9. Several changes are proposed to parking restrictions throughout the city and the details of 
each of these are illustrated for each site in Attachment 1 along with a schedule of requests in 
Attachment 2.  

https://hamilton.govt.nz/your-council/policies-bylaws-and-legislation/bylaws
https://hamilton.govt.nz/your-council/meetings/calendar/detail/infrastructure-and-transport-committee-202403050930
https://hamilton.govt.nz/your-council/meetings/calendar/detail/infrastructure-and-transport-committee-202403050930
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10. Funding for the proposed parking changes will be provided through the approved 2024–2034 
Long Term Plan, including the 2026/27 Transport Operations and Parking Activity budgets and 
the 2024–27 Minor Transport Improvements Programme. Parking changes related to private 
development will be funded by the relevant developer, and Hinemoa Park carpark 
improvements will be funded through Parks and Recreation operational budgets. 

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

Background - Koorero whaimaarama 
12. The Traffic Bylaw sets out the requirements for a variety of restrictions within the road reserve 

including: 

i. parking;  

ii. general control of vehicular or other traffic e.g., banning of turns, installation of No 
Stopping restrictions; 

iii. creation of cycle lanes, cycle paths, bus lanes and transit lanes; and 

iv. establishment of specific parking zones such as bus stops, taxi stands, loading zones.  

13. A resolution from the Transport Subcommittee is required to make changes to any of these 
restrictions.  

14. Access Hamilton, Council’s transport strategy, confirms Hamilton City Council’s commitment to 
road safety and the provision of genuine travel choices on our transport network. 

15. Regular changes to traffic restrictions (including parking controls) are required throughout the 
city – often in response to requests from the public or businesses regarding safety or 
accessibility concerns.  

16. Opportunities for improvement are also identified by staff when considering changes in 
parking use patterns, or changes made to the built environment e.g., developments or 
transport renewal and capital improvement projects. 

Discussion – Matapaki 
Parking Restriction Changes 

17. The proposed parking restriction changes for each site are illustrated in Attachment 1, along 
with a schedule of changes in Attachment 2.     

18. Consultation with adjacent property owners, occupiers and any other affected parties has 
been undertaken for each of the proposed changes. In general, the feedback received was 
positive and supportive of the proposed changes.     

19. For any locations where negative feedback was received, or where there is likely to be 
increased public interest or a need for further clarification, additional information has been 
provided in the sections below.   
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Restriction changes resulting from Customer Requests  

Proposed parking restrictions on Maanihi Drive 

20. Council has received several requests from a member of the public raising safety concerns 
about vehicles parking close to the intersection of Maanihi Drive and Te Werowero Crescent. 
The concerns relate to reduced visibility for road users. 

21. Staff investigated the concerns and identified that a ‘no-stopping’ restriction should be 
considered to improve visibility and safety at the intersection. The proposed restriction is 
shown below. 

 Figure 1: Proposed no-stopping restriction at the Maanihi Drive and Te Werowero Crescent intersection 

 
22. Staff consulted with affected property owners and occupiers in June and July 2026. The 

feedback received through this consultation is summarised in the table below. 

Feedback received Staff response 

Resident from 66 Maanihi Drive - Support. 

The resident supported the proposed parking restriction 
changes on Maanihi Drive. 

Staff acknowledged the feedback. 

Resident from 74 Maanihi Drive - Support. 

The resident supported the proposal and noted that there is 
high parking demand in the street, resulting in visitors and 
some residents parking in unsafe locations, particularly at 
night and during weekends. The resident raised concerns that 
vehicles parked close to the intersection reduce visibility and 
have contributed to near-miss incidents. The resident also 
noted that construction-related truck and service vehicle 
movements associated with the nearby Stage Three housing 
development are increasing and considered the proposed no-
stopping restriction would reduce the risk of incidents and 

Staff acknowledged the feedback. 
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improve safety for pedestrians, drivers and other road users. 

Resident from 61 Maanihi Drive – Support, with additional 
request. 

The resident supported the proposed restriction and raised 
similar concerns about vehicles parking in unsafe locations 
due to parking demand in the street. The resident noted that 
the issue is particularly evident at the intersection but also 
requested that Council consider extending no-stopping 
restrictions around the bend near #64-#68 and #51-#53 
Maanihi Drive, where vehicles are regularly observed parking 
on both sides of the road and affecting access and safety. 

Staff acknowledged the feedback 
and advised that the additional 
request would be treated as a 
separate request and investigated 
independently. 

Resident from 76 Maanihi Drive – Support, with amendment 
requested. 

The resident supported the intent of the proposed no 
stopping restriction but requested that the restriction end at 
the tree in front of their property. The resident considered 
that this would retain one additional parking space in an area 
of high parking demand while still maintaining a safe distance 
from the intersection. 

Staff acknowledged the feedback 
and investigated the requested 
amendment. Staff determined that 
reducing the extent of the 
proposed no-stopping restriction 
to the point requested would not 
provide sufficient space for a 
compliant parking space. In 
addition, there is a high likelihood 
that vehicles parked in this 
location could obstruct the 
adjacent driveway, potentially 
creating further access issues. Staff 
consider that the proposed no-
stopping restriction, as consulted 
on, provides the most appropriate 
outcome to maintain safety at the 
intersection. 

23. Staff recommend approval of the parking restriction changes proposed. 

Proposed parking restrictions on Marjoriefield Mews 

24. A request was received from a member of the public regarding vehicles parking at the end of 
Marjoriefield Mews and obstructing access to nearby properties. 

25. Staff investigated the concern and identified that a no-stopping restriction should be 
considered to improve property access and maintain safe vehicle movements. The proposed 
restriction is shown below. 

  



 

Transport Subcommittee Agenda 11 August 2026- OPEN Page 31 of 235 

Ite
m

 7
 

Figure 2: Proposed no-stopping restriction at the Marjoriefield Mews 

 
26. Staff consulted with affected property owners and occupiers in June and July 2026. The 

feedback received through this consultation is summarised in the table below. 

Feedback received Staff response 

Resident from #21 Marjoriefield Mews support the proposal Staff acknowledged the 
feedback 

Resident from #8/23 Marjoriefield Mews - Support. 

The resident supported the proposed no-stopping restriction 
between #21 and #14 Marjoriefield Mews. The resident 
advised that they reside at the end of the shared accessway 
and considered that the proposed restriction would improve 
access, convenience and safety for residents living within the 
#23 units. The resident noted that the restriction would assist 
with vehicle movements and reduce access difficulties 
currently experienced. 

Staff acknowledged the 
feedback 

Resident from #4/23 Marjoriefield Mews - Support. 

The resident supported the proposal and advised that vehicles 
regularly park in a manner that obstructs access to properties, 
letterboxes, and private parking spaces, particularly near the 
entrance to properties #1/23 - #10/23. The resident noted 
that parked vehicles can restrict residents' ability to enter and 
exit their properties and advised that ongoing parking issues 
have required residents to request motorists to park more 
considerately. The resident considered that the proposed no-
stopping restriction would improve safety, accessibility, and 
vehicle movements for residents and visitors using the shared 
accessway. The resident strongly supported the proposal but 
expressed concerns regarding future compliance with the 
restriction. 

Staff acknowledged the 
feedback 

Resident from #19 Marjoriefield Mews - Support, with Staff acknowledged the 
feedback and advised that 
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additional request 

The resident supported the proposed no-stopping restriction 
and acknowledged the need to improve access for residents 
and service vehicles. However, they requested that the 
restriction be extended to cover the entire length of the 
shared accessway rather than only the section proposed. The 
residents advised that vehicles parked anywhere along the 
right-of-way can restrict access to private driveways and 
create difficulties for service and emergency vehicles. They 
considered that extending the restriction would provide a 
clearer and more consistent parking control while further 
improving safety and accessibility for all users of the shared 
accessway. 

the additional request would 
be treated as a separate 
request and investigated 
independently. 

Resident from #5/23 Marjoriefield Mews - Support. 
The resident supported the proposed no-stopping restriction 
and advised that vehicles parking in this location regularly 
create safety and access issues. The resident noted that 
parked vehicles can make it difficult to enter and exit their 
driveway and often obstruct visibility of the letterboxes. The 
resident advised that this has created difficulties for 
emergency responders and healthcare providers attempting 
to locate the property, particularly due to ongoing medical 
needs within the household. The resident considered that the 
proposed no-stopping restriction would improve safety, 
property access, and visibility for residents, visitors, and 
emergency service providers. 

Staff acknowledged the 
feedback 

Resident from #3/23 Marjoriefield Mews - Object. 

The resident opposed the proposed no-stopping restriction 
and considered that it would reduce already limited on-street 
parking available in this area with high residential density. The 
resident advised that many households rely on on-street 
parking due to limited off-street parking provision and was 
concerned that removing parking from Marjoriefield Mews 
could displace vehicles to neighbouring streets and create 
parking pressures elsewhere. The resident acknowledged the 
need for safe and accessible streets but considered that the 
no-stopping restriction was not justified and that less 
restrictive options should be investigated first. The resident 
requested that Council undertake further assessment of 
parking demand and safety issues, consult further with 
affected residents, and consider alternative measures such as 
targeted no-stopping restrictions, time-limited restrictions, 
marked parking bays, resident-priority parking, or enhanced 
parking enforcement. The resident supported a solution that 
addresses safety concerns while retaining as much residential 
parking as possible. 

Staff acknowledged the 
feedback and reviewed the 
concerns raised. Staff 
consider that the proposed 
no-stopping restriction is 
necessary to maintain safe 
vehicle movements and 
property access within the 
shared accessway. The 
restriction has been limited 
to the area where access 
and manoeuvring issues 
have been identified. Staff 
also considered the 
alternative measures 
suggested by the resident; 
however, these options are 
not considered practical or 
appropriate to address the 
identified issues at this 
location at this stage. 

27. Most of the feedback received supported the proposed no-stopping restriction. Staff 
recommend approval of the parking restriction changes proposed. 
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Proposed parking restrictions on Masters Avenue 

28. Following an incident in May 2026, a member of the public contacted Council raising concerns 
about safety at the exit of the Hillcrest Medical Centre onto Masters Avenue. The incident 
involved a pedestrian being struck by a vehicle exiting the medical centre driveway. 

29. In 2025, staff had investigated a similar concern following an incident involving the same 
member of the public. At that time, staff recommended the removal of one on-street parking 
space adjacent to the medical centre driveway to improve sightlines for drivers exiting the site. 
This change was approved by the Traffic, Speed Limit and Road Closure Hearings Panel on 21 
May 2025.  

30. As part of the 2025 investigation, staff also identified that the gradient of the medical centre 
driveway can result in vehicles exiting the site at inappropriate speeds. To help mitigate this 
issue, staff requested the Hillcrest Medical Centre to install a speed hump within their site. This 
has since been completed. The driveway entrance is also controlled by a ‘STOP’ sign. At that 
time, staff also observed instances where both drivers exiting the site and pedestrians using 
the area did not always appear to be aware of each other. These behavioural factors may be 
contributing to the ongoing safety concerns identified at this location. 

31. During the 2025 investigation, the nearby resident requested the removal of multiple parking 
spaces. However, staff did not identify sufficient justification for removing additional parking 
spaces at that time, given the high demand for on-street parking in the area. Staff 
recommended the removal of one parking space and agreed to monitor the effectiveness of 
the change. 

32. In response to the most recent request, staff organised a site meeting involving the Hillcrest 
Medical Centre property manager, representatives from several healthcare providers 
operating from the medical centre, and the requester. A nearby resident also joined the 
meeting. 

33. At the site meeting, it was agreed that removing an additional parking space adjacent to the 
driveway exit could further improve sightlines for drivers exiting the site. The requester also 
suggested the installation of pedestrian warning signage within the medical centre property; 
however, any signage within the site would be the responsibility of the property owner rather 
than Council. 

34. Following the site meeting, two options were developed and consulted with affected 
properties in June 2026: 

i. Option 1: Remove one additional parking space adjacent to the driveway exit. 

ii. Option 2: Remove one parking space adjacent to the driveway exit and consider the 
remaining parking spaces as “P60 8:00am to 8:00pm Mon-Sun” restriction. 

The proposals are illustrated below. 

chrome-extension://efaidnbmnnnibpcajpcglclefindmkaj/https:/hamilton.govt.nz/assets/Uploads/Documents/Agendas-and-minutes/Agendas/Traffic-Speed-Limit-and-Road-Closure-Hearings-Panel-Open-Agenda-21-May-2025-v2.pdf
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Figure 3: Option 1 - Proposed no-stopping restriction at the Masters Avenue 

 

 

Figure 4: Option 2 - Proposed no-stopping restriction and P60 at the Masters Avenue 

 

 

35. The feedback received through the consultation process is summarised below. 
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Feedback received Staff response 

Original requester – Supports Option 1.  
The submitter supported removing an additional parking space 
adjacent to the driveway exit and reiterated a request for pedestrian 
warning signage near the driveway exit. 

Staff acknowledged the 
feedback. Staff note that any 
signage within the medical 
centre property would be 
the responsibility of the 
property owner rather than 
Council. 

Property managers of Hillcrest medical centre support Option 1. Staff acknowledged the 
feedback 

Resident from #9 Masters Avenue supports Option 1. 

The submitter, who has lived adjacent to the Hillcrest Medical 
Centre for an extended period, raised concerns about vehicle speeds 
and visibility for drivers exiting the medical centre driveway onto 
Masters Avenue. The submitter advised that parked vehicles near 
the driveway exit can obstruct sightlines, requiring drivers to move 
partially into the traffic lane before being able to see approaching 
vehicles. The submitter noted that several crashes have occurred in 
the vicinity since the medical centre car park was established and 
considered that extending the no-stopping restriction further 
towards Cambridge Road would further improve safety and visibility. 
The submitter supported Option 1 and did not consider that Option 
2 would improve safety, raising concerns that it could increase 
vehicle movements and create parking issues for staff. 

Staff acknowledged the 
feedback 

Staff from Dental Centre – Supports Option 1 

The submitter advised that visibility for drivers exiting the Hillcrest 
Medical Centre and turning right onto Masters Avenue is restricted 
by vehicles parked adjacent to the driveway exit. The submitter 
noted that, at times, drivers must move partially into the traffic lane 
before they are able to adequately see approaching vehicles. The 
submitter considered that removing an additional parking space 
would improve sightlines and safety for vehicles exiting the site. The 
submitter did not support Option 2, noting that the proposed time 
restrictions could adversely affect staff parking arrangements. 

Staff acknowledged the 
feedback 

A staff of Hillcrest medical centre supports Option 2. Staff acknowledged the 
feedback 

Resident from #4/11 Masters Avenue supports Option 2. 

 

Staff acknowledged the 
feedback 

Business owner - Opposes both options.  
 
The submitter, who operates a podiatry practice within the Hillcrest 
Medical Centre, advised that many patients attending the medical 
centre are elderly or have mobility limitations and rely on parking 
close to their appointments. The submitter was concerned that 

Staff acknowledged the 
feedback 
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reducing parking availability would make access to healthcare 
services more difficult for patients and requested that existing 
parking provision be retained. 

 ministration Staff Member, Hillcrest Medical Centre - Supports 
existing restriction. 
 
Concerns were raised that Option 2 could reduce available parking, 
displace staff parking into surrounding residential streets, and result 
in patients, particularly elderly or mobility-impaired visitors, having 
to park further away from the medical centre. The submitter also 
noted concerns regarding vehicle security in nearby streets and 
considered that the existing arrangement operated effectively. 

Staff acknowledged the 
feedback 

36. Most of the feedback received supported Option 1. Submitters generally considered that 
removing an additional parking space adjacent to the medical centre driveway would improve 
visibility and safety for vehicles exiting the site. Feedback opposing the proposal, or supporting 
Option 2, primarily related to concerns about the loss of parking for staff, patients, and 
visitors. 

37. Staff recommend Option 1, as this issue has been raised multiple times. 

Proposed mobility parking on High Street and Commerce Street 

38. A request was received for mobility parking spaces on High Street near the Commerce Street 
intersection and outside #124 Commerce Street (The Good Doctor).  

Staff investigated the area and identified a need for additional mobility parking to support 
people with mobility impairments accessing nearby businesses and services. The proposed 
mobility parking spaces are illustrated below. 
 

Figure 5: Consultation Plan for proposed mobility parking space at High Street 
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Figure 6: Consultation Plan for proposed mobility parking space at Commerce Street 

 
39. Staff consulted with affected property owners and CCS Disability Action in May and June 2026. 

The feedback received through this consultation is summarised in the table below. 

Feedback received Staff response 

CCS Disability Action supports the proposals. Staff acknowledged the 
feedback.  

Mobility space on High Street 

Organic Nation Ltd - Supports proposal. The submitter 
supported the proposed mobility parking space outside 
Organic Nation and considered that a wheelchair access 
ramp would be beneficial. 

Customer from Organic Nation – Supports proposal. The 
submitter advised that they have significant mobility 
impairments and have trouble accessing nearby parking 
and navigating the uneven footpath. The submitter 
considered that a mobility parking space and improved 
ramp access would greatly improve accessibility and 
access to local businesses. 

Staff acknowledged the feedback 
and noted that the proposal 
includes the installation of a 
vehicle crossing ramp adjacent to 
the mobility parking space to 
support wheelchair users and 
improve accessibility between 
the parking space and the 
footpath. 

Mobility space on Commerce Street 

A member of the public consulted on the proposal – 
Supports the proposal. 

Staff acknowledged the 
feedback. 

40. Staff recommend approval of the parking restriction changes proposed. 

Proposed no-stopping restrictions at the intersection of Parkside Drive and Te Manatu Drive 

41. A request was received to install no-stopping restrictions at the intersection of Parkside Drive 
and Te Manatu Drive. Concerns were raised about vehicles parking too close to the 
intersection, reducing visibility and affecting safety for road users. 
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42. Staff investigated the request and identified a need for no-stopping restrictions to improve 
visibility and safety at the intersection. 

43. Staff consulted with the affected properties on the proposal, as illustrated below, during May 
and June 2026. 

Figure 7: Proposed no-stopping restrictions at the intersection of Parkside Drive and Te Manatu Drive 

 
44. The feedback received through this consultation is summarised in the table below. 

Feedback received Staff response 

Resident from #4 Parkside Drive - Supports proposal. 

The submitter supported the proposed no-stopping 
restrictions and advised that vehicles parking near the 
intersection and across driveways create visibility and access 
issues for residents. The submitter noted that parked vehicles 
can restrict sightlines for drivers exiting Parkside Drive onto Te 
Manatu Drive and, at times, reduce the road to a single traffic 
lane. The submitter considered that the proposed restrictions 
would improve safety and vehicle movements at the 
intersection. 

Staff acknowledged the 
feedback.  

Resident from #6 Parkside Drive - Supports proposal, with 
amendment requested. 

The submitter supported the proposed no-stopping 
restrictions and advised that vehicles parked on Te Manatu 
Drive can restrict visibility for drivers exiting Parkside Drive. 
The submitter considered that extending the proposed no-
stopping restrictions further along Te Manatu Drive would 

Staff acknowledged the 
feedback and reviewed the 
request. The request to 
extend the restrictions 
further will not be 
progressed as part of this 
proposal. Staff will monitor 
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provide additional visibility and improve safety at the 
intersection. Concerns were also raised that parked vehicles 
with tinted windows can make it difficult to see approaching 
traffic, resulting in near-miss incidents. 

the effectiveness of the 
proposed restrictions once 
implemented and consider 
whether any further changes 
are required in the future. 

A resident who has been consulted supported the proposed 
no-stopping restrictions and considered that they would 
improve safety for residents and their families, including 
children living in the area. 

Staff acknowledged the 
feedback. 

Resident of #5 Te Manatu Drive – Object 

The submitter advised that they have lived adjacent to the 
intersection since 2013 and do not believe parking in the 
proposed restriction area is a regular issue. The submitter 
considered that the proposed no-stopping restrictions are 
unnecessary, noting that vehicles are rarely parked in the 
affected location. The submitter expressed concerns about 
Council resources being used on a project they considered to 
be a low priority and suggested that alternative community-
focused initiatives would provide greater benefit to the area. 

Staff acknowledged the 
feedback. 

45. Staff recommend approval of the parking restriction changes proposed. 

Proposed no-stopping restriction on Te Kaarearea Avenue 

46. Multiple requests were received regarding vehicles obstructing the driveway outside #4 Te 
Kaarearea Avenue.  

47. Staff investigated the issue and identified that the parking bay outside #4 and #7 Te Kaarearea 
Avenue does not provide sufficient space for two vehicles to park comfortably. As a result, 
vehicles are often parked too close together, which can obstruct adjacent driveways.  

48. To address this issue, staff have proposed a no-stopping restriction in this location. The Parking 
Enforcement Team also supports the proposal due to ongoing complaints received regarding 
obstructed access. 

49. Staff consulted with affected property owners and occupiers in June 2026. The proposed 
restriction is illustrated below. 

Figure 8: Initial proposal for no-stopping restriction on Te Kaarearea Avenue 
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50. The feedback received through this consultation is summarised in the table below. 

Feedback received Staff response 

Resident from #4 Te Kaarearea Avenue - Supports proposal. 

The submitter supported the proposed no-stopping 
restrictions and advised that parking in this location has 
created ongoing issues with driveway access for residents. The 
submitter noted that vehicles frequently park in a manner 
that obstructs access to driveways, making it difficult to safely 
enter and exit properties. The submitter considered that the 
proposed restrictions would address a long-standing issue and 
improve safety for affected residents. 

Staff acknowledged the 
feedback.  

 Resident from #7 Te Kaarearea Avenue - Objects to 
proposal. 

The submitter queried the need for the proposed no-stopping 
restrictions and advised that the vehicles overhanging their 
driveways belong to them. The submitter considered that on-
street parking demand in the area is high due to limited 
parking provision and the narrow road layout. Concerns were 
raised that the proposal would further reduce available 
parking on the street and that the issue may be related to the 
subdivision design and parking provision rather than the need 
for additional parking restrictions. 

Staff acknowledged the 
feedback and amended the 
proposal. 

Based on the feedback received, staff have amended the proposal by removing the proposed 
no-stopping restriction outside #7 Te Kaarearea Avenue. The amended proposal is illustrated 
below. 

 

Figure 9: Amended proposal for no-stopping restriction on Te Kaarearea Avenue 
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52. Staff recommend approval of the parking restriction changes proposed. 

Proposed parking restriction changes within Hinemoa Park 

53. The proposed parking restrictions support the redevelopment of Hinemoa Park (formerly 
known as Boyes Park) on the former Founders Theatre site. The project is being delivered in 
two phases.  

54. Phase 1 involved the demolition of the former Founders Theatre, while Phase 2 includes the 
redevelopment of the site as a public park and central city playground, creating a multi-
purpose open space for recreation, events, and community use. Council made the final 
decision on 15 June 2023 to proceed with demolition of the former theatre and 
redevelopment of the site as a public park. 

55. Phase 2 of the project also includes a proposed reclassification of the former Founders Theatre 
site from Local Purpose Reserve to Recreation Reserve. Public consultation on the proposed 
reclassification will occur from 4 August 2026 to 4 September 2026, with a hearing scheduled 
for 5 November 2026. 

56. Following the demolition of Founders Theatre in late 2024, 33 parking spaces were retained on 
the site for public parking, providing a mix of short-term and all-day parking options.  

57. Parking occupancy data collected during 2025/26 indicates that approximately 80% of users 
were all-day parkers. This suggests that the facility is primarily being used by commuters rather 
than visitors to the park and surrounding area. 

58. As part of the redevelopment, it is proposed to reconfigure the existing paid parking area to 31 
P180 parking spaces, operating from 8:00am to 6:00pm, Monday to Friday, together with two 
P180 mobility parking spaces. 

59. The proposed P180 restriction is intended to: 

i. support access for park users and playground visitors; 

ii. encourage turnover of parking spaces; 

iii. align with parking management at similar Council Park facilities; and 

iv. better reflect the recreational purpose of the site rather than commuter parking. 

60. The proposed parking layout is shown below. 

Figure 10: Proposed car park layout – Hinemoa Park 

 

https://hamilton.govt.nz/your-council/meetings/calendar/detail/community-committee-202606040930
https://hamilton.govt.nz/your-council/news/community-environment/councils-plans-for-founders-to-go-ahead
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61. The proposed P180 restriction will continue to accommodate most short-term and recreational 
parking needs while discouraging long-stay parking. Visitors will still be able to park for up to 
three hours, which is considered sufficient for the typical duration of visits to the park and 
playground. 

62. Alternative long-stay parking options remain available within the surrounding area. On street 
all day paid parking on Seddon Road between Norton Road and Bryce Street currently operates 
at approximately 81% occupancy, indicating that spare capacity remains available. Additional 
all-day parking opportunities also exist on Seddon Road between Mill Street and Norton Road, 
where current occupancy is approximately 50%. 

63. The Old Mill Street carpark also provides a low-cost all-day parking option, with parking 
currently available for $3 per day. Staff therefore consider that sufficient alternative parking 
capacity exists within the surrounding area to accommodate long-stay parkers who currently 
use the Hinemoa Park car park. 

64. The parking area was operated as a paid parking facility by the Transport Unit. Following 
completion of the park redevelopment and reclassification to recreation reserve, responsibility 
for managing the parking area will transfer to the Parks and Recreation team. 

65. Approval of the parking restrictions by the Transport Subcommittee will enable the Parking 
Enforcement Team to enforce the restrictions within the reserve. 

66. At the appropriate time, users will be advised of the commencement of parking enforcement 
of the new restrictions and the applicable infringements for non-compliance with the approved 
parking restrictions. Vehicles that are not road legal, including those without a current Warrant 
of Fitness or registration, may also be subject to enforcement action. 

67. Staff recommend approval of the proposed parking restrictions to support effective parking 
management within Hinemoa Park and to help ensure parking remains available for park 
visitors and recreational users. 

Restriction changes resulting from Transport Renewals Programme 

Proposed parking restriction changes on Alison Street and Hibiscus Avenue 

68. Alison Street is a wide road that serves residential properties and nearby community and 
commercial activities, including Gower Park, a garden centre, a physiotherapy and surgical 
centre, and the entrance to the Z service station. The road is also used by hospital staff and 
visitors for ‘free’ parking. Concerns have been raised that the width of Alison Street can 
encourage some motorists to travel at speeds that are not appropriate for the road 
environment. Hibiscus Avenue is a residential street which is also used by hospital staff and 
visitors for free parking. 

69. The scope of planned road renewal works includes the section of Hibiscus Avenue between 
Alison Street and Kowhai Street. On Alison Street, the reseal works extend from Kahikatea 
Drive to outside #37 Alison Street. The footpath and carriageway works are programmed as 
part of the 2026/27 renewals programme. 

70. Illegal parking has been observed and reported near the corner of Hibiscus Avenue and Alison 
Street. This has affected pedestrian access, particularly for people using mobility aids who 
need to cross the road at this location. 

71. The road pavement and footpath on Alison Street between Hibiscus Avenue and Kahikatea 
Drive are in poor condition. The footpath on the western side has sunk, is uneven, and 
regularly floods during heavy rain. 

72. As part of the renewal works, staff have identified an opportunity to improve safety and 
formalise parking arrangements. Completing these changes at the same time as the 

https://storage.googleapis.com/hccproduction-web-assets/public/ADPP+Off-street.png
https://storage.googleapis.com/hccproduction-web-assets/public/ADPP+Off-street.png
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programmed renewal work will allow the improvements to be delivered more efficiently and 
reduce delivery costs. 

73. The proposed changes include kerb realignment, marked parking bays, a mobility parking 
space, and a reduction in the road width on Alison Street between Hibiscus Avenue and 
Kahikatea Drive. These changes are intended to make the road environment safer and reduce 
the perception of Alison Street as a wide, high-speed road. The plan showing the proposed 
footpath and carriageway renewal works is included as Attachment 3. 

74. The proposed kerb realignment at the Hibiscus Avenue and Alison Street intersection will help 
keep the corner clear of parked vehicles, improve pedestrian crossing distances, and provide 
safer access for people using mobility aids. The kerb realignment is not expected to remove 
any legal parking spaces and will improve visibility at the intersection. 

75. Angle (90 degree) parking bays will be marked at 2.4 metres wide to formalise the existing 
parking area. This is expected to increase parking on Alison Street from the observed maximum 
of 12 vehicles to 13 marked spaces. The number of parking spaces on Hibiscus Avenue will 
remain unchanged, with 24 marked spaces proposed. Marking the spaces will help prevent 
parking spaces from being blocked by poorly parked vehicles. 

76. A mobility parking space is proposed outside #45 Alison Street on Alison Street, closer to 
Gower Park. The plan showing the proposed parking restriction changes is shown below. 

Figure 11: Proposed parking restrictions on Alison Street and Hibiscus Avenue 

 
77. The west side footpath of Alison Street between Hibiscus Avenue and Kahikatea Drive is 

proposed to be rebuilt on the existing carriageway, with the old footpath area converted to 
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grass verge. This approach reduces the impact on many existing trees, although one or two 
trees may need to be removed where roots protrude under the current kerb.  

78. Where the rebuilt footpath joins the road immediately at the Z service station access, one 
parking space will be removed. This loss is offset by the additional marked angle parking space 
proposed between #45 Alison Street and #51 Hibiscus Avenue. 

79. Targeted consultation was undertaken with the residents of #51 Hibiscus Avenue and #44 
Hibiscus Avenue. Both residents advised they were comfortable with the proposed kerb 
realignment. The manager of the Z service station was also consulted regarding the loss of one 
parking space and they advised that this would not affect the business, as on-site parking is 
available. Resident of #45 Alison Street and CCS disability was consulted on mobility parking 
space and no objection was received. 

80. Staff recommend approval of the proposed parking restriction changes on Alison Street and 
Hibiscus Avenue. 

Restriction changes as part of Minor Transport Improvement projects. 
Proposed parking restrictions at the intersection of Peachgrove Road and East Street 

81. The Peachgrove Road and East Street intersection has been identified as difficult to navigate 
due to limited sightlines, particularly for drivers turning right from East Street onto Peachgrove 
Road. There are also no safe crossing facilities for pedestrians or cyclists within this area. 

82. This project was approved by the Infrastructure and Transport Committee on 11 March 2025 
as part of the Part 2 Unsubsidised Minor Transport Improvements programme. 

83. Macroscope design approval was obtained from the Infrastructure and Transport Committee 
on 4 September 2025. Based on this approval, four design options were developed for public 
consultation. 

84. Council received written submissions from residents raising their concerns at the 19 February 
2026 City Delivery Committee. The Committee approved progressing design, engagement and 
construction, subject to positive consultation results. 

85. The plans for the four designs developed for public consultation are included as Attachment 4 
and summarised below: 

i. Option 1: Full closure of Peachgrove Road access and cul-de-sac of East Street - no 
direct vehicle access between East Street (west) and Peachgrove Road; 

ii. Option 2: Partial closure of Peachgrove Road access and left turn out only of East 
Street - vehicle access would be limited to a left turn out only, with no vehicle access 
into East Street (west) from Peachgrove Road; 

iii. Option 3: No right turn out of East Street - restricts right-turn and straight-through 
movements out of East Street (west), while retaining more vehicle access at the 
intersection than the full and partial closure options; and  

iv. Option 4: Status quo - no changes to the existing intersection layout. 

86. Options 1, 2 and 3 all include walking, cycling and public transport improvements to support 
accessibility for pedestrians and cyclists in the area. These are:  

i. a signalised crossing on Peachgrove Road, south of the intersection; 
ii. a shared path connection to the Wairere Drive underpass; 
iii. relocation of bus stops on Peachgrove Road to improve connectivity for bus users; and  
iv. improvements to the parking area outside the shops to provide a safe pedestrian 

crossing location.  

https://hamilton.govt.nz/your-council/meetings/calendar/detail/infrastructure-and-transport-committee-202503110930
https://hamilton.govt.nz/your-council/meetings/calendar/detail/infrastructure-and-transport-committee-202503110930
https://hamilton.govt.nz/your-council/meetings/calendar/detail/infrastructure-and-transport-committee-202509040900
https://hamilton.govt.nz/your-council/meetings/calendar/detail/city-delivery-committee-202602190930
https://hamilton.govt.nz/your-council/meetings/calendar/detail/city-delivery-committee-202602190930
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87. The performance of the options was assessed through high-level SIDRA traffic modelling. The 
assessments considered the performance of the East Street and Peachgrove Road, and Daisy 
Street and Peachgrove Road, intersections following the redistribution of traffic movements. 

88. The assessment found that all options would have minor impacts on the surrounding local road 
network. The levels of service at the East Street and Peachgrove Road, and Daisy Street and 
Peachgrove Road intersections remained stable, with only minor increases in delay of up to 
five seconds. 

89. A high-level assessment of the proposed signalised crossing was also undertaken to determine 
potential traffic queues towards the nearby railway level crossing. The assessment found that 
queues would remain an adequate distance away from the level crossing. 

90. The complete Modelling Technical Memorandum is included as Attachment 5.  

91. Consultation on the four options was undertaken from 3 June to 1 July 2026. Consultation was 
targeted towards residents of East Street and nearby streets, while also being publicly 
accessible to a wider Hamilton audience. The consultation area is shown in the map below. 

Figure 12: Map highlighting the consultation area 

 
92. Targeted consultation was undertaken by sending letters to affected properties within the 

consultation area. The letters invited residents to attend a drop-in session on 20 June to ask 
questions and learn more about the project. The letters also included information on how to 
provide feedback through Council’s ‘Have Your Say’ page. 

93. The drop-in session was held in Brooklyn Room 3 at Claudelands Events Centre. A total of 42 
people attended the session, primarily to ask questions and gain a better understanding of the 
options. Following clarification at the session, most attendees supported Option 3. 

94. Other feedback received at the drop-in session included the following: 
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Feedback received 

i. some East Street residents advised that they already avoid turning right from East 
Street onto Peachgrove Road. Instead, they turn left, then turn right into Bailey 
Avenue and complete a U-turn to avoid making the right turn at the intersection; 

ii. some residents advised that they only turn right from East Street in the evening, 
when traffic volumes are lower and approaching vehicle headlights are easier to 
see; 

iii. some residents asked whether the intersection could be upgraded with traffic 
signals for vehicles or a roundabout; 

iv. some residents requested “Keep Clear” markings to help prevent vehicles from 
blocking the intersection; 

v. one person suggested installing the proposed crossing first and monitoring the 
intersection before making any changes to East Street; 

vi. one person suggested that a loading zone should be provided for the shops, 
preferably on Peachgrove Road near Le Jardin Café; 

vii. one person raised concern about narrowing the intersection outside the shops and 
the potential delay this could create for right-turning vehicles. They noted that this 
side of East Street is busy on church days; 

viii. one person requested line markings on the shared path sections to show where 
cyclists should travel; 

ix. one person requested rubbish bins at the new bus stop locations; 

x. one person raised concern that options which redirect traffic could result in more 
drivers incorrectly entering Pearsons Avenue and requested further work to 
reduce this risk; 

xi. other comments related to the alleyway between Bailey Avenue and East Street, 
including whether it should be closed or whether tighter barriers could be installed 
to reduce antisocial use; and 

xii. one comment was received about illegal parking near the vape shop at Five 
Crossroads. 

95. A total of 165 responses were received through Council’s Have Your Say page on the options.  

• 34 supported Option 1 
• 24 supported Option 2 
• 57 supported Option 3 
• 50 supported Option 4.  

96.     The Have Your Say Insights Consultation results report is included as Attachment 6. 

97. The additional feedback received from key stakeholders is summarised in the table below. 

Feedback received Staff response 

Emergency services (Fire and Emergency New Zealand, 
New Zealand Police and Hato Hone St John) did not 
identify East Street as a priority route. They did not raise 
any concerns with the proposal and considered all options 
suitable from an emergency services perspective. 

Staff acknowledged the 
feedback. 
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Waste Collection Services did not have a preferred option. 
They noted that Option 1, the full closure option, would 
slightly increase operational risk as it would require 
collection vehicles to reverse. 

Staff acknowledged the 
feedback. 

H3 raised concerns about any proposed changes at the 
Peachgrove Road and East Street intersection that would 
restrict vehicle movements from East Street. H3 advised 
that East Street is an important access route for large 
event vehicles travelling to and from the rear of the 
Claudelands showgrounds, including show trucks. H3 noted 
that alternative routes can be difficult for large vehicles to 
use. In particular, using the Five Crossroads roundabout to 
access Brooklyn Road can be difficult for large trucks to 
navigate during busy daytime periods, while the route via 
Te Aroha Street, Grey Street and the Heaphy Terrace 
roundabout is too tight for larger trucks and may require 
them to cross the centreline. For these reasons, H3 did not 
support banning the right turn from East Street onto 
Peachgrove Road. 

The image below shows the main routes from the Waikato 
Expressway to Claudelands Park. The orange route is H3’s 
preferred route. H3 raised concerns about the blue and 
green routes. 

Figure 13: Map showing the main routes which can be 
used by H3 

 
H3 also advised that East Street is used during major 
events and festivals for bus operations, with buses 
entering via East Street and exiting towards Five 
Crossroads under temporary traffic management 
arrangements. 
 
 

 

 

 

Staff acknowledged the 
feedback. There are safety 
concerns about large show 
trucks currently using the 
Peachgrove Road and East 
Street intersection, particularly 
when turning right from East 
Street onto Peachgrove Road. 
Due to poor sightlines and 
limited visibility, larger trucks 
may take longer to complete 
this turn. This may create a 
safety risk for vehicles travelling 
on Peachgrove Road, 
particularly as the intersection 
is located near a blind corner, 
which may reduce reaction 
time for approaching drivers. 

Staff recommend that H3 
reroute trucks to exit to the 
north via Five Crossroads, while 
still maintaining entry via East 
Street, similar to the existing 
bus route. Under this 
arrangement, Option 3 may be 
able to be adapted to 
accommodate H3’s operational 
requirements. Five Crossroads 
is already used by buses, and 
staff consider that trucks may 
also be able to use this route. 
Staff also agree that the Te 
Aroha Street, Grey Street and 
Heaphy Terrace route would be 
tight for trucks. 

Staff therefore consider that 
Option 3 is the most 
appropriate option. Even if no 
changes are made at the 
intersection, staff do not 
recommend large trucks 
continuing to use the 
Peachgrove Road and East 
Street intersection because of 
the identified safety concerns. 
H3 was generally comfortable 
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The image below shows the bus route used during events. 

Figure 14: Map showing bus routes during events 

 
 
H3 did not raise concerns about the proposed signalised 
pedestrian crossing on Peachgrove Road. 

with Option 3. 

Waikato Regional Council advised that the bus services 
currently operating along this section of Peachgrove Road, 
and expected to continue operating in this area, are the 
Orbiter and 4N Flagstaff North routes. No changes to the 
existing bus stop infrastructure are proposed, and neither 
route requires rerouting as a result of the project. 

WRC supported Option 1: Full closure and cul-de-sac of 
East Street as its preferred option. WRC considered this 
option would provide the best outcomes for road safety, 
pedestrian accessibility and public transport operations. 
Removing all vehicle movements to and from East Street 
would substantially reduce conflict points between general 
traffic and buses on Peachgrove Road, improving the 
safety, reliability and efficiency of bus services. WRC also 
noted that this option would improve pedestrian safety, 
particularly for passengers accessing nearby bus stops, by 
reducing exposure to turning vehicles at the intersection. 

If Option 1 does not proceed, WRC supported Option 2: 
Partial closure and left turn out only from East Street as its 
next preferred option. WRC noted that, while Option 2 
would not provide the same level of benefit as Option 1, it 
would still reduce conflict points at the intersection by 
removing turning movements into East Street and would 
support safer pedestrian movements. 

Staff acknowledged the 
feedback. 

Kiwi Rail advised that its main interest was the proposed 
midblock signalised crossing near the Peachgrove Road and 

Staff acknowledged the 
feedback. Staff assured 
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East Street intersection, which is included in the design 
options. KiwiRail raised concern about the potential for 
traffic queues at the signals to extend back towards the 
railway crossing on Peachgrove Road, located 
approximately 150 metres downstream of the intersection. 
Council staff undertook traffic modelling using existing 
traffic volumes on Peachgrove Road to assess potential 
queue lengths at the proposed signalised crossing. The 
modelling indicated that queues would remain 
approximately 50 metres clear of the railway crossing. 
KiwiRail acknowledged that the modelling results did not 
indicate any expected issues; however, they requested 
additional assurance through the installation of advanced 
traffic signal queue loops to manage and clear any 
unexpected queue build-up at this location. KiwiRail did 
not object to the other proposed intersection 
improvements but requested that the detailed design be 
reviewed by their engineers before construction 

that installing the advanced 
queue loop would not be an 
issue and can be incorporated 
as a feature at the detail design 
stage.  

Bike Waikato and Living Streets both preferred Option 2: 
Partial closure. Bike Waikato asked whether the design 
could be developed to look more like a shared space, 
giving greater priority to pedestrians and creating a lower-
access environment, while still allowing some vehicle 
turning movements. 

Both groups supported the proposed signalised crossing 
across Peachgrove Road and understood the proposed 
location. 

Staff acknowledged the 
feedback. 

Living Systems Development strongly supported the 
proposed signalised pedestrian crossing and associated 
traffic improvements on Peachgrove Road. They advised 
that their development at 174 Peachgrove Road has been 
designed as a pedestrian-oriented, community-centred 
neighbourhood, where safe and clear walking connections 
are important. 

They noted that the proposed crossing is located directly 
outside their development and would support current 
residents, future residents and the wider Claudelands 
neighbourhood. Living Systems Development considered 
that the crossing would improve safety, accessibility and 
connectivity for people of all ages and abilities, support 
active travel, and help residents access local amenities 
without relying on vehicles. They welcomed Council’s focus 
on pedestrian safety and improved traffic management in 
this location. 

Staff acknowledged the 
feedback. 

Businesses  

The owners of #180 Peachgrove Road provided feedback 
during the June public engagement. They did not indicate a 
preferred option but raised concern about who would be 
responsible for maintaining the proposed green space on 

Staff acknowledged the 
feedback. 
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the corner. 

The business owners of Le Jardin Café and Bala’s Madras 
Takeaway also provided feedback through Council’s Have 
Your Say page. 

98. Overall, consultation feedback supported Option 3 (shown below) and staff considered it the 
best option as it provides the most balanced outcome by improving pedestrian and cyclist 
safety while retaining appropriate vehicle access. Option 3 includes the following planned 
improvements at the Peachgrove Road and East Street intersection: 

i. a right-turn restriction for vehicles turning from East Street (west) onto Peachgrove 
Road; 

ii. a restriction on straight-through movements from East Street (west) to East Street 
(east); 

iii. installation of a signalised midblock crossing across Peachgrove Road, south of the 
intersection; 

iv. installation of a refuge island crossing facility across East Street (west); 

v. kerb buildouts at the intersection to reduce vehicle speeds and pedestrian crossing 
distances; 

vi. formalisation of parking outside the shops, including installation of a mobility parking 
space; 

vii. improved accessibility for cyclists through shared path facilities connecting to the 
surrounding network; 

viii. relocation of bus stops on Peachgrove Road closer to the new signalised crossing to 
improve connectivity; and 

ix. removal of the existing refuge island crossing facility across Peachgrove Road, south of 
the intersection, to be replaced with the new signalised crossing. 

x. Installation of no-stopping restriction to support the intersection improvements. 
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Figure 15: Option 3 recommended improvements for Peachgrove Road and East Street intersection 

 

99. Staff recommend approval of Option 3 to proceed to construction along with the approval of 
the associated parking restriction changes. 

Proposed Parking restrictions on Pine Avenue 

100. A new Kea crossing on Pine Avenue near the main entrance to St Pius X School was approved 
by the City Delivery Committee on 30 April 2026 as part of the Unsubsidised Minor Transport 
Improvement Programme.  

101. The proposed safety improvements include: 

i. installation of a raised safety platform on Pine Avenue, directly outside the St Pius X 
Catholic School driveway, to help slow traffic and improve pedestrian safety; 

ii. installation of permanent “Stayput” patrol signs to support the operation of the Kea 
crossing and remove the need for students and staff to manually carry traditional patrol 
signs to and from the school each day; 

iii. construction of kerb buildouts integrated with the raised safety platform. These will 
reduce the crossing distance for pedestrians, reduce the time pedestrians are exposed to 
traffic, and improve visibility past parked vehicles before pedestrians step off the kerb; 
and  

iv. no-stopping restrictions to maintain clear sightlines and approach visibility to the Kea 
crossing. 

102. Staff consulted with affected properties and key stakeholders in June 2026, including nearby 
residents, Fire and Emergency New Zealand, New Zealand Police, Waikato Regional Council, St 
Pius X Catholic Church and St Pius X School, on the proposal shown below. 

 

 

 

https://hamilton.govt.nz/your-council/meetings/calendar/detail/city-delivery-committee-202604300930
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Figure 16: Consultation Plan for Kea Crossing on Pine Avenue 

 
103. The feedback received are summarised in the table below. 

 

Feedback received Staff response 

St Pius X school 

The school is very supportive of the proposed 
design and crossing location. They have expressed 
a strong preference for installing bollards at the 
proposed location and including a limit line at the 
carpark entrance to encourage drivers to stop. This 
would provide a safer route for children crossing 
through the carpark access to the proposed 
pedestrian crossing. 

Staff acknowledged the school’s 
support for the proposed crossing 
location and design. The request for 
bollards and a limit line at the car park 
entrance will be considered as part of 
the detailed design. 

 

St Pius X Catholic Church supported the proposed 
safety improvements and crossing location, 
recognising the benefits for pedestrians accessing 
the Church and school. No concerns were raised 
regarding the proposal. 

Staff acknowledged the feedback 

Residents 

The property owner at #58 Pine Avenue and the 
tenant of 58A Pine Avenue raised concerns about 
the impact of the proposal on driveway access. 
Both considered that the proposed changes would 
make access more difficult. The resident at #58 
Pine Avenue also noted that truck access, 
particularly for moving purposes, is already difficult 
and would become significantly more challenging 
under the proposal. 

Staff acknowledged the concerns 
regarding driveway access and 
investigated the option of relocating 
the crossing and removing the trees. It 
was advised that the mature Japanese 
Maple trees are worthy of retention, 
and that locating the crossing between 
the trees would significantly affect their 
root protection zones and long-term 
health. 
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The resident at #58 Pine Avenue suggested 
removing the trees and relocating the crossing 
further away from the driveway. 

The proposed raised Kea crossing has 
been positioned to align with the 
school’s preferred desire line for 
children crossing the road safely. 
Relocating the crossing further away 
would reduce its effectiveness and may 
result in pedestrians continuing to cross 
without using the crossing. It would 
also result in loss of existing on-street 
parking compared with the current 
proposed location. 

Waikato Regional Council 

Waikato Regional Council did not raise any 
significant concerns with the proposal from a 
public transport planning or operational 
perspective. WRC requested confirmation through 
the detailed design process that the proposed kerb 
buildouts and raised platform would maintain 
sufficient road width and vehicle tracking 
requirements for buses and would not create 
operational constraints for bus movements or two-
way traffic operation. 

Staff acknowledged the feedback. 
Vehicle tracking has been undertaken 
to confirm that sufficient road width 
can be maintained for 2 way traffic 
movements. 

Fire and Emergency New Zealand raised concerns 
about the remaining road width at the crossing and 
whether two vehicles would be able to pass safely. 
FENZ noted that it receives a high number of 
callouts in this area, although Pine Avenue is not 
identified as a priority route.  

Staff acknowledged the feedback. 
Vehicle tracking has been undertaken 
to confirm that sufficient road width 
can be maintained. 

New Zealand Police did not raise any concerns 
with the proposal. 

Staff acknowledged the feedback. 

104. Staff recommend approval of the parking restriction changes.  

Traffic Bylaw Changes 

105. The Traffic Bylaw has a series of registers that can be updated by Council resolution (via the 
delegation to the Transport Subcommittee).  

106. Changes are proposed to the following registers of the of the Hamilton Traffic Bylaw 2021  

i. Update special vehicle lanes register – Part 1: Cycle Lanes; 

ii. Update Cycle Paths register, Part 1 – Cycle Paths (Shared Paths); 

iii. Update Heavy Traffic Prohibitions register, Part 1 - Prohibition of the use of engine 
brakes; and  

iii. Update Turning Restrictions register, Part 1 – Right Turns. 
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Amendments to Special Vehicles Register – Part 1: Cycle Lanes 

107. As part of an audit of existing on-road cycle lanes, staff identified that the cycle lane on 
Victoria Street between Ulster Street and Fairfield Bridge is not currently included in the 
Special Vehicles Register – Part 1: Cycle Lanes. The proposed amendment to the register is 
shown below. 

Location   Description  
Victoria Street  (ii) Northbound cycle lane starting 175 meters north of from Fairfield 

Bridge, progressing 485 630 metres to the intersection with Te Rapa Road.  
(iii) Southbound cycle lane from the its intersection with Te Rapa Road, 
proceeding progressing 440 metres to a point 35 metres south of its the 
intersection with of the shared footpath/cycleway outside number 1340 
Awatere Avenue.  

Proposed changes to Cycle Path register - Part 1: Cycle Paths (Shared Paths) resulting from 
Minor Transport Improvements 

Proposed Shared path on Brooklyn Road and East Street  

108. Intersection improvements at the Brooklyn Road and East Street intersection have been 
identified to improve safety and accessibility for pedestrians and cyclists travelling to and from 
the Claudelands Event Centre. Currently there is no pedestrian cutdown to cross Brooklyn 
Road and pedestrians with mobility aids or pushchairs have to start crossing in East Street and 
then walk around on the road before finding a safe gap in the traffic to cross. 

109. The project was approved by the Infrastructure and Transport Committee on 11 March 2025 as 
part of the Part 2 Unsubsidised Minor Transport Improvements programme. 

110. The project originated from a customer request raised during the previous Long-Term Plan 
process. The requesting customer also contributed to discussions during the development of 
the Biking and Micromobility Plan, particularly in relation to improvements around Five 
Crossroads. 

111. Staff investigated a range of formal pedestrian crossing options at this location. However, 
based on traffic volumes and pedestrian demand, a formal zebra crossing or signalised crossing 
is not justified at this time. 

112. Staff consulted with H3 before preparing the design. Following discussions with H3, it was 
identified that, due to Claudelands Gate 3 operational requirements during major events, a 
median island on Brooklyn Road and full kerb buildouts on Brooklyn Road outside Gate 3 and 
2A East Street would not be feasible. These features could affect event traffic management 
arrangements and the movement of larger vehicles entering and exiting Gate 3. Partial kerb 
buildouts were identified as a more suitable option, as they would still improve pedestrian 
safety by reducing crossing distances while maintaining operational flexibility during events.  

113. The proposed safety improvements include: 

i. reducing the road crossing width to improve pedestrian safety; 

ii. improving accessibility for cyclists through the installation of shared path facilities that 
connect to the surrounding network; and 

iii. reducing the entry width of East Street and providing appropriate pedestrian cutdown 
crossings and shared path connections to support safer pedestrian and cyclist 
movements. 

114. The proposed shared path will provide a safer and more comfortable option for less confident 
cyclists and other users travelling through this area. It also supports the outcomes of Council’s 
Biking and Micromobility Plan. 

https://hamilton.govt.nz/your-council/meetings/calendar/detail/infrastructure-and-transport-committee-202503110930
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115. Targeted consultation was initially undertaken in March 2026 with directly affected properties 
and key stakeholders, including Fire and Emergency New Zealand, New Zealand Police, Bike 
Waikato and Living Streets. The consultation plan is shown below. 

Figure 17: Initial consultation plan 

 

116. The feedback received and staff responses are shown in the below: 

Feedback received Staff response 

 Residents of #1 and #2A East Street 

Residents advised that it was not clear to them what safety 
issue the proposal was intended to address at this location. 
However, they supported the proposed kerb buildouts on 
Brooklyn Road. 

One resident did not support narrowing East Street and did 
not want the dashed road markings to be extended further 
outside their property than the current location. Another 
resident raised concern about the size of the proposed new 
berm area and the potential difficulty of mowing and 
maintaining it. 

Neither resident objected to the proposed shared path 
sections. 

Staff acknowledged and 
reviewed the feedback. In 
response, the proposed 
berm area will be reduced to 
minimise the area requiring 
mowing and maintenance. 

Bike Waikato raised concerns about formalising the proposed 
bypass routes through the intersection. They considered that 
these routes would provide a lower level of service for 
cyclists, would not connect directly to any gazetted cycle 
facility, and may require more effort for cyclists than 
remaining on the road. 

Bike Waikato’s feedback was mainly focused on the detailed 
design. They acknowledged the value of improved crossing 
facilities at this location and welcomed cycling investment 

Staff acknowledged Bike 
Waikato’s feedback and 
noted that the project will 
provide a connecting link to 
the wider walking and 
cycling improvements 
planned for Peachgrove 
Road and the Claudelands 
Event Centre area. 
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that improves level of service and is clear for users. Bike 
Waikato indicated a preference for this investment to be 
linked to a wider cycling network, while also acknowledging 
that improvements may need to be delivered in stages. 

Living Streets generally supported the design but requested 
that provision for on-road cyclists be more clearly marked. 

Living Streets considered that maintaining clearer separation 
between pedestrians and cyclists would provide a better 
outcome in most cases. 

 

Staff acknowledged the 
feedback. Vehicle tracking 
and design assessments 
have been undertaken as 
part of the project, and the 
proposed layout provides a 
balanced approach for 
different types of users. 
More confident cyclists can 
continue to use the on-road 
cycle facilities, while less 
confident cyclists, children 
and other users can use the 
proposed shared path. This 
approach improves safety, 
accessibility and connectivity 
for all users. 

Fire and Emergency New Zealand (FENZ) raised no objection 
to the design.  

Staff acknowledged the 
feedback  

117. Based on feedback received through the targeted consultation process, staff amended the 
proposal as shown below. Staff then reconsulted on the amended proposal. 

Figure 18: Final consultation plan 
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118. Staff considered the Brooklyn Road and East Street improvements should be progressed 
together with the Peachgrove Road and East Street improvement project. This allowed the 
walking and cycling improvements at both ends of East Street to be considered as one 
connected route, including the proposed new crossing at the East Street and Peachgrove Road 
intersection. 

119. In June 2026, staff consulted with the wider public on the amended design as part of the 
Peachgrove Road and East Street improvement project.  

120. Through Council’s Have Your Say page, the community was asked whether they supported the 
Brooklyn Road and East Street intersection improvements. Of the 169 responses received, 120 
supported the proposal, 30 did not support it, and 19 were unsure.  

121. The additional feedback received, along with staff responses, is summarised in the table below. 

Feedback received Staff response 

Waikato Regional Council advised that there are currently no 
existing or planned bus routes on Brooklyn Road. However, 
WRC supported the proposed pedestrian crossing, noting that 
it would improve pedestrian safety and accessibility, 
particularly for public transport users accessing nearby bus 
stops on Peachgrove Road. 

Staff acknowledged the 
feedback. 

A cycle advocate (Bike Action Hamilton), a local cycle 
advocacy group, requested changes to the proposed 
buildouts, as shown by the red mark-ups on the image 
provided. They requested that the buildouts be tightened to 
help slow turning traffic. 

 

 

Figure 19: Image by submitter 

 

Staff acknowledged the 
feedback. A kerb buildout 
outside 2A East Street is not 
proposed, as it would restrict 
the movement of large 
vehicles and trucks exiting 
Claudelands Gate 3 during 
major events. To maintain 
operational access while still 
supporting cyclist safety, 
dedicated on-road cycle lane 
markings will be provided so 
the cycle route is clearly 
demarcated for cyclists and 
drivers. 

122. The proposed amendments to Part 1: Cycle Paths, as part of the Brooklyn Road and East 
Street intersection improvement, are listed below. 
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Location  Description Priority 

Brooklyn 
Road  

(iv) Cycle path on the western side of Brooklyn Road from its 
intersection with East Street, progressing 10m in north direction.  

Nil 

East Street (i) Cycle path on the northern side of East Street from its 
intersection with Brooklyn Road, progressing 10m in east 
direction. 

(ii) Cycle path on the southern side of East Street, progressing 
10m in west direction to its intersection with Brooklyn Road. 

Nil 

123. Staff recommend approval of the proposed cycle path changes.  

Proposed Shared path on Peachgrove Road and East Street 

124. The amendments to Part 1: Cycle Paths, as part of the Peachgrove Road and East Street 
intersection improvement, are listed below. The details explaining the need for the proposed 
changes are outlined in paragraphs 109 to 124. 

Location  Description Priority 

Peachgrove 
Road  

 (i) Cycle Path on the eastern side of Peachgrove Road from its 
intersection with East Street, progressing 70m in south direction.  

 (ii) Cycle Path on the western side of Peachgrove Road, starting 
from a point 30m from its intersection with East Street, 
progressing in north to East Street.  

 (iii) Cycle Path on the western side of Peachgrove Rd from its 
intersection with East Street, progressing 25m in north direction.  

Nil 

East Street  (iii) Cycle Path on the southern side of East Street from its 
intersection with Peachgrove Road, progressing 25m in west 
direction.  

(iv) Cycle Path on the northern side of East Street, starting at a 
point 25m from its intersection with Peachgrove Road, 
progressing in east direction to Peachgrove Road. 

Nil 

Proposed shared path on Eagle Way and Karewa Place 

125. As part of the Pak’n Save Te Rapa development (Resource Consent #010.2018.9962.007), 
shared path facilities have been proposed on Eagle Way and Karewa Place in conjunction with 
a new roundabout that the developer is responsible for constructing. Amendments to Part 1: 
Cycle Paths (Shared Paths) are therefore proposed as outlined below. 

Location  Description  Priority  
Eagle 
Way 

(i) Cycle path on the northern side of Eagle Way from its intersection 
with Te Rapa Road, progressing 150m in northeast direction towards 
Karewa Place. 

Nil  

Karewa 
Place 

(i) Cycle path on the northern side of Eagle Way from its intersection 
with Te Rapa Road, progressing 150m in northeast direction towards 

Nil 
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Karewa Place. 

Amendments to Heavy Traffic Prohibitions register, Part 1 - Prohibition of the use of engine brakes. 

126. The Land Transport Act and allows road controlling authorities, including New Zealand 
Transport Agency Waka Kotahi (NZTA), to prohibit or restrict the use of engine brakes on roads 
where the speed limit is less than 70km/h.  

127. Within Hamilton, there is a general requirement prohibiting use of engine branks were the 
permanent speed limit is less than 70km/h with any additional sites with speed limits higher 
than 70km/h being listed in the Hamilton Traffic Bylaw 2021, Heavy Traffic Prohibitions 
Register – Part 1: Prohibition of the Use of Engine Brakes. 

128. As part of the Morrinsville Road (SH26) Fit for Purpose improvements and the construction of 
the Morrinsville Road “Peanut Roundabout”, NZTA has removed the former 80 km/h speed 
limit section within the Hamilton city boundary. Morrinsville Road is now posted at 50 km/h 
east of the Silverdale intersection and 60 km/h between the Silverdale intersection and the 
Waikato Expressway overbridge.  

129. With reduced speed limits, the current engine braking restriction for Morrinsville Road is no 
longer needed in the Traffic Bylaw register and is proposed to be removed as shown by the 
amendment below: 

Road Section/Part Time of operation Vehicles subject to 
prohibition  

Morrinsville Road 
(SH 26) 

From 60/80 signs east of 
Cotebrooke Lane to 
Hamilton City Council 
eastern boundary 

24 hours a day 7 days 
each week 365 days 
each year 

Any heavy motor 
vehicle 

Proposed Turning Restrictions on Peachgrove Road and East Street 

130. The amendments Turning Restrictions register, Part 1 – Right Turns, as part of the Peachgrove 
Road and East Street intersection improvement Option 3, are listed below. The details 
explaining the need for the proposed changes are outlined in paragraphs 109 to 124. 

Location  Description 

East Street  East Street (eastbound) right turn onto Peachgrove Road  

Financial Considerations - Whaiwhakaaro Puutea 
131. Funding for the implementation of the proposed parking changes is allocated within the 

approved 2024–2034 Long Term Plan: 
i. 2026/27 City Transportation Operations and Parking Activity budgets; and 

ii. 2024-27 Minor Transport Improvements Programme for those changes associated with 
projects. 

132. Funding for the implementation of parking changes arising from private development will be 
met by the respective developer. 

133. Funding for the Hinemoa Park car park improvements, including surface repairs, line marking, 
signage, and parking-related works, will be provided through the Parks and Recreation 
operational budgets. 
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Legal Considerations - Whaiwhakaaro-aa-ture 

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

Risks – Tuuraru 

135. There are limited risks associated with the recommendations included in this report. 

136. The risks associated with not approving the recommendations in this report as set out as 
follows: 

i. reduced safety for vehicles entering and exiting driveways from residential and 
commercial properties,  

ii. not formalising existing cycle lane and shared path facilities is less safe and accessible for 
all ages and abilities;  and  

iii. inconsistency between on-site road markings and signage and the Traffic Bylaw 
registers, creating confusion for road users.  

Strategic Considerations - Whaiwhakaaro-aa- rautaki 
137. Everything we do is aimed at improving the wellbeing of Hamiltonians. Council has been 

working alongside our community to understand what people in our city want the future of 
Hamilton Kirikiriroa to look like as represented by our five priorities. 

138. The promotion of the social, economic, environmental, and cultural wellbeing of communities 
in the present and for the future is expressed through Council’s key strategies.  

139. The proposed recommendation will align with Council key documents, as identified in the 
Governance Structure, in the following ways. 

Significance and Engagement 
Policy  

Staff have considered the key considerations under the 
Significance and Engagement Policy and have assessed that the 
recommendation(s) in this report has/have a low level of 
significance. 
 
As outlined throughout the report, staff have consulted on the 
listed projects and provided feedback for each consultation stage. 
 
Community views and preferences are already well understood 
through prior consultation, report presentations, and approvals 
received via Council Committee processes. 

He Pou Manawa Ora - Pillars of 
Wellbeing 

Staff have considered He Pou Manawa Ora and determined that 
there are no specific or relevant outcomes applicable to this 
report. 

Our Climate Future 
Te Pae Tawhiti o  
Kirikiriroa 

Staff have assessed the proposals against the Climate Change 
Policy for both emissions and climate change adaptation.  

Staff have determined no adaptation or emissions assessment is 
required. 

Disability Action Plan Staff recommendations support the goals outlined in the 
Disability Action Plan 2022–25 by: 

i. fostering collaborative partnerships with key stakeholders to 
ensure that proposed outcomes are informed, inclusive, and 

https://storage.googleapis.com/hccproduction-web-assets/public/Uploads/Documents/Policies/Significance-and-Engagement-Policy-13-Dec-2023.pdf
https://storage.googleapis.com/hccproduction-web-assets/public/Uploads/Documents/Strategies/He-Pou-Manawa-Ora-Pillars-of-Wellbeing-amended-final.pdf
https://storage.googleapis.com/hccproduction-web-assets/public/Uploads/Documents/Strategies/He-Pou-Manawa-Ora-Pillars-of-Wellbeing-amended-final.pdf
https://hamilton.govt.nz/strategies-plans-and-projects/strategies/climate-change-strategy/
https://storage.googleapis.com/hccproduction-web-assets/public/Uploads/Documents/Policies/Climate-Change-Project-Climate-Change-Policy-FINAL-Adopted-30-June-2022.PDF
https://storage.googleapis.com/hccproduction-web-assets/public/Uploads/Documents/Policies/Climate-Change-Project-Climate-Change-Policy-FINAL-Adopted-30-June-2022.PDF
https://storage.googleapis.com/hccproduction-web-assets/public/Uploads/Documents/Plans/Disability-Action-Plan-2022-25.pdf
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mutually beneficial; 

ii. delivering responsive services that reflect the diverse needs 
of disabled people, ensuring equitable access and inclusive 
design across Council initiatives; and  

iii. improving independent mobility by enhancing infrastructure 
and transport options that allow people of all abilities to 
move safely and confidently throughout the city. 

Access Hamilton Strategy 
 

Staff recommendations support the following outcomes set out 
in the Access Hamilton Strategy: 

i. a safe transport system – safety and harm reduction are the 
top priority;  

ii. climate change – creating a low carbon transport system; 
iii. enjoyable and liveable city – the way we move can 

contribute to this; 
iv. environmental responsibility – our transport system should 

lessen our negative impacts on the environment; 
v. genuine travel choices – providing a range of transport 

options. These choices mean that everyone can access 
various parts of the city when they want to by a range of 
modes, and support mode shift and the benefits this brings; 

vi. inclusivity – we want to promote a fair transport system 
that allows all residents and visitors to safely and reliably 
access their preferred destination based on their individual 
needs; 

vii. thriving business and economic growth; and  
viii. supports quality growth and urban development. 

 

Attachments - Ngaa taapirihanga 
Attachment 1 - Parking Restriction Illustrations 

Attachment 2 - Parking Restriction - Schedule of requests 

Attachment 3 - Alison Street proposed footpath and carriageway renewals 

Attachment 4 - Options - Peachgove Road and East Street 

Attachment 5 - Peachgrove Road and East Street intersection improvements Modelling report 

Attachment 6 - Peachgrove Road and East Street intersection improvements - Have Your Say Insights 
report 

  

https://storage.googleapis.com/hccproduction-web-assets/public/Uploads/Documents/Strategies/24672-HCC-Access-Hamilton-Strategy-full.pdf
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Committee: Transport Subcommittee Date: 11 August 2026 

Author: Kevin Strongman Authoriser: Kevin Strongman  

Position: General Manager 
Infrastructure and Assets  

Position: General Manager 
Infrastructure and Assets  

Report Name: Infrastructure and Assets General Managers Report 
 
Report Status Open  
 

Purpose - Take  
1. To inform the Transport Subcommittee on transport infrastructure and service delivery 

matters that Elected Members have requested an update on, but which do not necessitate a 
decision. 

 

Staff Recommendation - Tuutohu-aa-kaimahi 
2. That the Transport Subcommittee receives the report. 
 

Executive Summary - Whakaraapopototanga matua 
3. Following Elected Member requests, the following updates are included in this report: 

i. Consideration of 20km/h speed limit for Barton Street; 

ii. Monitoring outcomes for Cambridge Road improvements at Prescott Place shops, with 
further detail in Attachment 1; and  

iii. Update on procurement for parking restrictions roadmarking and bus shelters. 

Discussion – Matapaki  
Consideration of 20km/h speed limit for Barton Street 

4. At the Transport Sub-Committee meeting on 26 May 2026, Council asked staff to investigate 
options for Barton Street as part of an upcoming parking review, including the potential to 
make Barton Street one way. Staff were also to look into the impact of angle parking to 
provide no fewer than 15 additional car parking spaces, as well as the ability to reduce speed 
limit to 20km/h.  

5. The current 30km/h speed limit in Barton Street was put in place in 2013 under the Land 
Transport Rule: Setting of Speed Limits 2003. 

6. The ability to make any speed limit change is determined by the Land Transport Rule: Setting 
of Speed Limits 2024 (the 2024 Rule). 

https://www.nzta.govt.nz/assets/resources/rules/docs/land-transport-rule-setting-of-speed-limits-2024-as-at-15-january-2025.pdf
https://www.nzta.govt.nz/assets/resources/rules/docs/land-transport-rule-setting-of-speed-limits-2024-as-at-15-january-2025.pdf
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7. Within the 2024 Rule, Schedule 3 sets out the ‘Permanent speed limit for different classes of 
road’ and there are two classes of urban roads cater for speed limits of 20km/h: 

i. Civic Spaces – these are streets mainly intended for localised on-street activity with little 
or not through movement. 10-20km/h; and  

ii. Unconventional, low volume or low speed road types – parking areas, beach access 
points, riverbeds, cultural and recreational reserve or similar – 10-30km/h. 

8. Barton Street does not fit within either of these classes, furthermore, if we were to review the 
speed limit on Barton Street under the 2024 Rule, we would only be able to consider either: 

i. 50km/h as an Urban Street - being residential or neighbourhood streets, and streets 
that provide access to and support businesses, shops, on-street activities and services; 

or  

ii. 40km/h as an Urban Street with significant levels of pedestrian and/or cycling activity 
– which are residential and neighbourhood streets, and streets that provide access to 
and support businesses, shops, on-street activities and services that have significant 
levels of pedestrian and/or cycling activity. 

9. So, under the provisions of the 2024 Rule there is no ability for the speed limit on Barton Street 
to be lowered to 20km/h. 

Cambridge Road (Prescott Place) improvements – post project monitoring 

10. The 3 March 2026 Transport Subcommittee requested staff to review and report back on the 
performance (including qualitative and quantitative data) for the Cambridge Road pedestrian 
and cycling improvement at the shops on the corner of Prescott Place. 

11. The improvements were approved at the 11 March 2025 Infrastructure and Transport 
Committee meeting as a GREEN project within the Minor Transport Improvements 
Programme. 

12. The physical work commenced in January 2026 and were completed in March 2026 and 
included: 

i. Signalised pedestrian crossing upgrade with associated safety, accessibility 
improvements; 

ii. Minor improvements to Prescott Place and Flynn Road intersections via kerb 
tightening; 

iii. Separated cycle facilities in both directions between Wairere Driver and Flynn Road / 
Prescott Place; and  

iv. Road space reallocation delivered via road marking changes as part of resurfacing 
works for Cambridge Rd between Wairere Drive and Hillcrest Road. 

13. The works were delivered by Connect Hamilton alongside planned kerb and channel and 
surfacing renewals to minimise disruption and traffic management costs. 

14. The project objectives were to:  

i. Recognise the ‘place’ function associated with the shops and the parks over through 
traffic movement; 

ii. Improve pedestrian crossing safety around shops and parks in vicinity of Prescott Place 
and Flynn Road; 

iii. Improve pedestrian accessibility and visibility; 

iv. Improve cyclists safety and level of service; and  

https://hamilton.govt.nz/your-council/meetings/calendar/detail/transport-committee-202603050930
https://hamilton.govt.nz/your-council/meetings/calendar/detail/infrastructure-and-transport-committee-202503110930
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v. Provide better connectivity for people to facilities and places. 

15. Monitoring was undertaken using qualitative and quantitative data sources:  

i. Crash analysis through New Zealand Transport Agency NZTA CAS database; 

ii. Site-mounted cameras for walking and cycling surveys; 

iii. Site-mounted radar for speeds and volume data; 

iv. Travel time analysis via Bluetooth sensors; 

v. User behaviour analysed through on-site observations and review of closed-circuit 
television (CCTV) footage; and  

vi. Customer experience survey via door-knocking and interviews.  

16. The monitoring results indicate: 

Objective Outcome 

Recognise ‘place’ function over through traffic movement 
 Good 

Improve pedestrian crossing safety around shops and parks in vicinity of 
Prescott Place and Flynn Road Good 

Improve pedestrian accessibility and visibility 
Good  

Improve cyclist safety and level of service 

ok / Good 

Provide better connectivity for people to facilities and places 
 Good 

17. Lessons learned from this project include: 

i. Customer – construction impacts were significant for some businesses – parking access 
to the businesses was a high priority; 

ii. Customer – improved visuals to make it clearer what the scheme will look like, people 
tend to read plans very differently to how we might expect; 

iii. Customer – once a scheme has gone in, people find it very hard to recollect how it 
operated before. There is a bias towards any issues being encountered after 
construction being attributed to the ‘change’ when sometimes it may just be 
coincidence and may have been an issue prior; 

iv. Width of separated cycle facility could have been narrower providing more width for 
the adjacent parking and space to open doors (for the parallel parks); 

v. The angle parking for the mobility carparks would benefit from having a bit more room 
behind the vehicles; 

vi. Things take time to settle – typically 3 months is required for people to change 
routines however you are likely to receive complaints during this bedding in period 
that we need to respond to; and  

vii. The speed reduction is less than we had expected. Operating speeds are still well 
above the safe systems compliance speed for a vehicle vs pedestrian collision, and a 
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Raised Safety Platform could be considered as one option at this site. This will be 
monitored over the next 3-6 months to see if speeds continue to come down. 

18. Minor changes were recommended in the Safe System Assessment including marking of the 
parallel carparking bays, which is noted in Attachment 1 as a ‘Next Step’. No additional 
changes are recommended in response to the results of the monitoring that has been 
completed. 

19. It is proposed that a second round of monitoring be completed following 12 months of 
operation (ie March 2027) and this will specifically focus on: 

i. Flynn Road – check to see if there are ongoing queueing issues that justify consideration 
of a ban on the right turn out; 

ii. Mobility parking – check with CCS Disability Action and determine if any changes to the 
layout/location are required; 

iii. Crash data - check to see if there have been any more reported crashes and understand 
the contributing factors for these and if any changes are needed to address these; 

iv. Customer Requests for Service – review requests to see if there are any key themes or 
issues that need to be addressed; and  

v. Vehicle speeds through the site and near misses for vehicles entering and leaving angle 
parking, and pedestrians using the signalised crossing. 

20. A full report of the monitoring and review results is included as Attachment 1 to this report. 

21. A ‘deep dive’ into the financials for this project will be presented separately to the Chairs and 
Deputy Chairs for the Finance and Assurance Committee, Procurement Subcommittee, and the 
City Delivery Committee as one of the Case Studies for Connect Hamilton Value for Money. 

Update on procurement for Parking Restrictions Roadmarking and Bus Shelters. 

22. Parking restrictions roadmarking procurement went out for Request for Quote (RfQ) on the 30 
July 2026.  

23. The tender is based of 4 pass/fail criteria, including insurances, programme, Health and Safety, 
and Quality. Assuming the proposed suppliers can meet these requirements, the price will be 
the only weighted item.  

24. A weighted item is a criterion in a tender evaluation that is given a specific level of importance 
compared with other criteria. 

25. The quotes are to be returned by 13 August 2026, as per Council procurement policy. 

26. Staff will update Elected Members through an executive update on the programme and 
preferred supplier, following the completion of the contract award process. 

27. Staff are proposing that the parking restrictions approved at the Transport Subcommittee 
meeting today and the 26 May 2026 Transport Subcommittee meeting, along with any 
subsequent approvals this financial year to be completed by the preferred supplier.  

28. This contract will only cover roadmarking associated with Parking Restriction changes, that are 
not associated with other minor works projects or development proposals. 

29. The proposed Bus Shelter procurement has also been revisited and is also being procured 
through the open market. 

30. The procurement will undertake a broader market Request for Quote (RfQ) process that seeks 
pricing and concepts for: 

i. A lower specification bus shelter that does not comply with the Regional Infrastructure 
Technical Specification (RITS) requirements;  
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ii. A standard bus shelter option that reflects the current RITS intent and specifications; 
and  

iii. An enhanced bus shelter option that exceeds the current RITS requirements and 
provides additional customer amenity and design features. This would only be used at 
premium bus stops, where level of service should be higher. 

31. This approach would enable us to assess a range of options, along with information on the 
capital costs, whole-of-life costs, level of service passengers and maintenance implications 
associated with each option. 

32. While this will require additional work from staff upfront, it will provide a robust and 
transparent procurement process and a range of market solutions will be able to be 
considered.  

33. It would also help establish a foundation for future decision-making through the next Long-
Term Plan for both maintenance, renewal and capital works. 

Legal Considerations - Whaiwhakaaro-aa-ture 
34. Staff confirm that the staff recommendations comply with the Council’s legal requirements.  

Risks – Tuuraru  
35. There are no known risks associated with the decisions sought in this report.  

Strategic Considerations - Whaiwhakaaro-aa- rautaki  
36. Everything we do is aimed at improving the wellbeing of Hamiltonians. Council has been 

working alongside our community to understand what people in our city want the future of 
Hamilton Kirikiriroa to look like as represented by our five priorities. 

37. The promotion of the social, economic, environmental, and cultural wellbeing of communities 
in the present and for the future is expressed through Council’s key strategies.  

38. The proposed recommendation will align with Council key documents, such as. 

The Mayor’s Plan 
2025 - 2028 

The information in this report support the following guiding theme: 

i. Sensible, cost-effective infrastructure: Our infrastructure needs to operate 
effectively and deliver value for money. 

Significance and 
Engagement Policy  

Staff have considered the key considerations under the Significance and 
Engagement Policy and have assessed that the matter(s) in this report 
has/have a low level of significance. Given the low level of significance 
determined, the engagement level is low. No engagement is required. 

He Pou Manawa Ora 
- Pillars of Wellbeing 
 

Staff have considered He Pou Manawa Ora and determined that there are no 
specific or relevant outcomes applicable to this report. 

Our Climate Future 
Te Pae Tawhiti o  
Kirikiriroa 

Staff have assessed this option against the Climate Change Policy for both 
emissions and climate change adaptation. Staff have determined no 
adaptation assessment or emissions assessment is required. 

Disability Action 
Plan 

 

Staff have considered the Disability Action Plan and determined that there are 
no specific or relevant outcomes applicable to this report. 

Access Hamilton Staff have considered following outcomes set out in the Access Hamilton 

https://hamilton.govt.nz/assets/Uploads/Documents/The-Mayors-Plan-2025-2028.pdf
https://hamilton.govt.nz/assets/Uploads/Documents/The-Mayors-Plan-2025-2028.pdf
https://storage.googleapis.com/hccproduction-web-assets/public/Uploads/Documents/Policies/Significance-and-Engagement-Policy-13-Dec-2023.pdf
https://storage.googleapis.com/hccproduction-web-assets/public/Uploads/Documents/Policies/Significance-and-Engagement-Policy-13-Dec-2023.pdf
https://storage.googleapis.com/hccproduction-web-assets/public/Uploads/Documents/Strategies/He-Pou-Manawa-Ora-Pillars-of-Wellbeing-amended-final.pdf
https://storage.googleapis.com/hccproduction-web-assets/public/Uploads/Documents/Strategies/He-Pou-Manawa-Ora-Pillars-of-Wellbeing-amended-final.pdf
https://hamilton.govt.nz/strategies-plans-and-projects/strategies/climate-change-strategy/
https://storage.googleapis.com/hccproduction-web-assets/public/Uploads/Documents/Plans/Disability-Action-Plan-2022-25.pdf
https://storage.googleapis.com/hccproduction-web-assets/public/Uploads/Documents/Plans/Disability-Action-Plan-2022-25.pdf
https://hamilton.govt.nz/assets/Uploads/Documents/Strategies/24672-HCC-Access-Hamilton-Strategy-full.pdf
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Strategy 
 

Strategy: 
i. a safe transport system – safety and harm reduction are the top priority;  
ii. climate change – creating a low carbon transport system; 
iii. enjoyable and liveable city – the way we move can contribute to this; 
iv. environmental responsibility – our transport system should lessen our 

negative impacts on the environment; 
v. genuine travel choices – providing a range of transport options. These 

choices mean that everyone can access various parts of the city when they 
want to by a range of modes, and support mode shift and the benefits this 
brings; 

vi. inclusivity – we want to promote a fair transport system that allows all 
residents and visitors to safely and reliably access their preferred 
destination based on their individual needs; and 

vii. thriving business and economic growth; and supports quality growth and 
urban development. 

 

Attachments - Ngaa taapirihanga 
Attachment 1 - Cambridge Road (Prescott Place) improvements - Monitoring report 

https://hamilton.govt.nz/assets/Uploads/Documents/Strategies/24672-HCC-Access-Hamilton-Strategy-full.pdf


Minor Transport Improvement (MTI)
Cambridge Road – Post construction monitoring summary



Purpose

30 July 2026 2

To summarise findings from post-construction monitoring activities 
and demonstrate current operational performance and next steps.

Qualitative and quantitative data has been gathered for this report: 

• Customer Experience surveys and interviews

• Active mode user volume and desire survey

• Vehicle speeds, volume, travel time survey

• Site observation and user behaviour – on-site and CCTV review

• Safety Review and Independent Safe Systems Assessment



Site Context

30 July 2026 3

• Cambridge Road between Wairere 
Drive and Hillcrest Road

• Surrounding land use is made up of 
parks, cafes and shops, bus stops, 
and residential catchment

• Collector Transport Corridor under 
the District Plan Classification

• High pedestrian and cycle activity 
associated with park use, retail 
access, and through movement

• Moderate to high traffic volumes 
carrying significant through traffic 
movement

Before

Before



Problem Description

30 July 2026 4

• High crossing demand with only an informal refuge crossing point

• Pedestrians using the flush median and turning bay to cross

• High speeds (54.4km/h) and traffic volume (15,775 VPD)

• Side road poor pedestrian visibility and accessibility

• Wide exposed crossing width for pedestrians to cross

• 15 reported crashes over the last 10 years - of these, 3 were 
serious injury, 3 were minor injury, and 9 crashes were non-injury 

• Two of the three serious injury crashes involved active users











Monitoring Approach

30 July 2026 9

Monitoring was undertaken using qualitative and quantitative data 
sources: 

• Crash analysis through NZTA CAS database

• Site-mounted cameras for walking and cycling surveys

• Site-mounted radar for speeds and volume data

• Travel time analysis via Bluetooth sensors

• User behaviour analysed through on-site observations and review 
of  CCTV footage

• Customer experience survey via door-knocking and interviews. 



Crash Analysis – Before Improvements

30 July 2026 10

A 10-year crash history March 2016 to March 
2026 had:

• 15 reported crashes. 

•  3 were serious injury, 3 were minor injury, 
and 9 crashes were non-injury. 

• Serious injury description as follows: 

• A pedestrian crossing Flynn Road was struck by a right-turning car. 

• An active mode user on a scooter was struck by a vehicle eastbound on 
Cambridge. 

• A driver failed to give way out of Flynn Road, resulting in a right-angle crash. 

NOTE: The vast majority of near misses and minor or non-injury fender-benders are not reported 
to NZ Police



Crash Analysis – After Improvements

30 July 2026 11

•  One crash reported on 22 June 2026

• Involved a car turning right into Flynn Rd hitting a westbound cycle on 
Cambridge Rd, minor injuries (scratches/grazes) to the rider.  Driver, who had 
stopped for other traffic, did not see the cyclist before beginning the turn.



Walking Through – Before and After
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• Post-construction pedestrian volume reduced on both sides of the road.

• Similar weather conditions for the before and after periods (no rain). 

Note: walking counts vary significantly day to day and month to month depending on events being held 
in the adjacent parks. Two example days are shown below:

 BEFORE – Wednesday 24 July, 2024                                                                            AFTER - Wednesday 1st April, 2026

100 Pedestrians

88 Pedestrians

155 Pedestrians

152 Pedestrians

Pink lines represent walking



Walking Through – Before and After
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• The pedestrian and cyclists counts are for the camera outside Flynn 
Park/Hillcrest Stadium. 

• The figures for Cambridge Road cannot statistically say that there was a drop 
in pedestrians, or an increase in cyclists.

• Weather was not a significant factor in the above. If you pick a random day, 
there is a chance it could be +/- 2x from another day.

• Going forward, we need to ensure a full 7 day week is captured, and average 
all weekdays together for a more accurate picture of the change. 

• Data can vary significantly if there are sports and events at the parks. 



Cycling Through – Before and After
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• Post-construction cyclist volume increased significantly on both sides of the road.

• A 50% increase outside the Pump Track and a 60% increase outside Flynn Park. Data 
indicates cyclists increase use of the separated cycle lane. 

• Similar weather conditions for the before and after periods (no rain). Two example days are 
shown below. 

BEFORE - Wednesday 24 July, 2024                                                                            AFTER - Wednesday 1 April, 2026

118 Cyclists

118 Cyclists

78 Cyclists

73 Cyclists

Purple and green lines represent cycling



Crossing Demands - After
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• Post-construction movement survey shows walking movements 
(purple) and cycling movements (green) concentrated at the 
signalised crossing, indicating the facility is operating as intended.

•  Reduction in pedestrians using the flush median to cross road.

Note: both images below are from the post construction surveys

                      

64 Cyclists
129 Pedestrians

171 Cyclists
123 Pedestrian



Pedestrian and Cycling Crossing Volumes
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Site Location

Pre-
Construction 

Pedestrian 
Volumes
(12-hr) 

July 2024

Post-
Construction 

Pedestrian 
Volumes
(12-hr) 

April 2026

% change

Pre-
Construction 

Cyclist 
Volumes 
(12-hr) 

July 2024

Post-
Construction 

Cyclist 
Volumes (12-

hr) 
April 2026

% 
Change

Crossing 
Prescott Place

106 123 16% 54 171 216%

Crossing 
Cambridge 
Road

Not Available 129 NA Not Available 64 NA

Crossing 
Flynn Road

227 188 -17% 140 236 68%



Traffic Flow and Speed - Discussion
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• Speeds were measured at the signalised crossing via radar detector

• Minor decrease in traffic operating speeds (85th percentile);

• Still operating well over the desirable 30km/h safe system speed to minimise 
risk of fatal or serious injury for pedestrian vs vehicle impact. 

1. Vehicle speed is measured when they 
cross the yellow line

2. Red line represents the traffic lanes



Traffic Flow and Speed – Summary 
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Survey Date Pre-Construction
July 2024

Post-Construction
April 2026

Difference 
Post-Construction

85th Percentile Speed 
– Eastbound (uphill) 52.1 km/h 49.4 km/h - 2.7 km/h

85th Percentile Speed 
– Westbound 
(downhill)

55.8 km/h 54.7 km/h - 1.10 km/h

85th Percentile Speed
54.4 km/h 52.7 km/h - 1.7 km/h

Traffic Volumes
15,775 vpd 13,840 vpd - 1,935 vpd



Traffic Travel Time Analysis
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• Eastbound traffic have 
an increase in travel 
time of 11- 16 seconds.

• Westbound change in 
travel time negligible.

• Eastbound increase is 
due to:

a. Drivers frequently 
leaving gaps to allow 
reversing vehicles to 
exit.

b. Through traffic speed 
reduction. 

c. Priority crossing point.



Travel Time Analysis – Data Source

30 July 2026 20

• Travel time analysis was 
undertaken using site-mounted 
Bluetooth sensors. 

• Bluetooth sensors at 
Wairere/Cambridge and 
Knighton/Cambridge 
intersections were used. 



On-Site Observations - Before
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Site observations:

• Pedestrians do not consistently cross at the same location 

• Difficult for pedestrians to cross Prescott and Flynn Road

• On weekdays, many of the pedestrians and cyclists are children accessing 
nearby schools

• Pedestrian difficulty in judging gaps in traffic due to high speeds

• Parked vehicles overhang into the cycle lane behind

• Cyclist forced into the general traffic lane to avoid parked vehicles

• Difficulty for drivers turning out of Flynn and Prescott

• High through traffic volumes and speeds noted



On-Site Observations - After
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Site observations:

• Angled parking manoeuvres are generally calm and controlled.

• Drivers frequently leave gaps to allow reversing vehicles to exit.

• Pedestrian signals provide sufficient time; crossings are being used 
appropriately.

• Pedestrians were observed moving between angled parking and the 
footpath without difficulty. 

• Cyclists observed navigating the site comfortably.

• Improved pedestrian safety for crossing Prescott 

There is strong evidence of improved driver negotiation and awareness.



Desktop CCTV Review
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Observed from CCTV footage:

• Mix of cyclists and scooters using a separated cycle facility and 
footpaths.

• Children cyclist predominantly using footpaths at low speeds.

• A westbound cyclist carried on along the footpath after the 
crossing. 

• Driver behaviour around parking activity was courteous, with 
vehicles leaving gaps at red signals to allow reversing vehicles to 
exit angled parking.

• No near misses observed during review periods.



Accessibility Observation (CCTV)
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• Drop-kerb access functioning as intended 
for mobility parking.

• Manoeuvring space for rear-loading 
wheelchair use was observed to be 
constrained. Operating close to the live 
lane.

• Access space is workable but sensitive to 
adjacent parking occupancy.



Accessibility Observation - Cont
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• The footage demonstrates that rear-loading 
activity can be accommodated within the 
current layout but also highlights sensitivity to 
adjacent parking occupancy and the 
importance of keeping clearance areas 
unobstructed. 

• If there had been a vehicle parked in that first 
park the wheelchair user would have had to 
go around the rear of that vehicle, potentially 
into the roadway facing oncoming traffic, to 
access the rear of his vehicle. 



Customer Concerns
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• No CRM’s requests for service were received prior to construction

• One CRM came through after construction with comments about 
reversing out of the angled bays being less safe. 

• In the next two slides all questions were from the one CRM. 



A Customers Concerns - After
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Customer Concern’s Raised – 7 March 2027 Response

The footpath width is insufficient for parents 
unloading at the nearby playground, there simply 
isn't safe space for a stroller and a small child on a 
scooter alongside passing foot traffic.

Footpath measured on site was 1.7m, the footpath looks narrow 
due to the wide cycle lane. Road space has been reallocated to 
all users. Was not observed to be an issue on site. 

Outside the shops east bound direction cyclist must 
mount the pedestrian zone, which is narrow, obstacle-
filled, and busy, before merging back into traffic. 

Based on observations to date, the shared-use environment is 
functioning well. Cyclists and pedestrians were observed using 
the space appropriately and sharing it safely, reflecting that the 
area has become established following the completion of 
construction. No changes required                        
,

At the top of the hill, the widened cycle lane is also 
being used by cars undertaking left turns into 
Hillcrest Road.

This behavior is commonly observed across the city. Drivers are 
responsible for ensuring the cycle lane is clear of cyclists before 
making a left turn. No changes required



A Customers Concerns - After
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Customer Concern’s Raised – 7 March 2027 Response

Westbound cyclists: Westbound cyclists travel fast 
downhill and have to swerve to enter the separated 
portion of the cycle lane. Cyclists are forced to 
swerve downhill at speed to remain in lane. 

The facility is being used successfully by many cyclists. Counts 
indicate that westbound cyclist volumes using the separated 
facility have increased from 73 to 118. This concern was raised 
before the signal became operational; however, the site has since 
had time to settle, and observations indicate that no changes 
are required.

Angled car parking manoeuvring area: Due to 
restricted visibility at the angled car parking (i.e. if a 
high vehicle is parked to your left) you have 
restricted visibility.  This causes the reversing driver 
to encroach the traffic lane 

Site observations has confirmed driver courtesy being applied, 
signals create gaps in traffic for parked vehicles to pull out , Slower 
travelling through vehicles are more likely to give way to reversing 
vehicles. Situation is safer than before given the reduction in 
speeds except we no longer have a cycle buffer which vehicles 
used to reverse onto - No further action required. 

Angled car parking entry angle: Thes car parks 
are at a high angle which means some drivers think 
they can turn right into the spaces.  This results in a 
3-point turn on Cambridge Road.

Monitoring activities, including site visits, CCTV surveys, and public 
feedback, have not identified this as a significant concern. Site 
observations indicate that drivers are generally courteous and 
regularly leave gaps to facilitate vehicle movements. The high 
parking entry angles also enable westbound vehicles to access the 
angled parking spaces safely, a feature that was specifically 
requested by local businesses in the area. No further action is 
required.



A Customer Concerns (con’t)
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Safety Concern Raised Response

Angled car parking manoeuvring area: 
Due to restricted visibility at the angled car 
parking (i.e. if a high vehicle is parked to 
your left) you have restricted visibility.  This 
causes the reversing driver to encroach the 
traffic lane 

Site observations has confirmed driver courtesy being applied, signals create 
gaps in traffic for parked vehicles to pull out , Slower travelling through vehicles 
are more likely to give way to reversing vehicles. Situation is safer than before 
given the reduction in speeds except we no longer have a cycle buffer which 
vehicles used to reverse onto - No further action required. 

Angled car parking entry angle: Thes car 
parks are at a high angle which means 
some drivers think they can turn right into 
the spaces.  This results in a 3-point turn on 
Cambridge Road.

Monitoring activities, including site visits, CCTV surveys, and public feedback, 
have not identified this as a significant concern. Site observations indicate that 
drivers are generally courteous and regularly leave gaps to facilitate vehicle 
movements. The high parking entry angles also enable westbound vehicles to 
access the angled parking spaces safely, a feature that was specifically requested 
by local businesses in the area. No further action is required.

Parallel Car Parking: There is no buffer for 
open doors for the constructed parallel car 
parking.

Marking individual parking spaces is expected to improve parking discipline and 
optimise the use of available parking, particularly during periods of high 
demand. Similar parking arrangements elsewhere in the city operate safely 
without a buffer, indicating that the current layout is appropriate. Added to 
12month monitoring.

The disabled car parks adjacent to the 
playground are surrounded by obstacles 
and protrude noticeably into the traffic 
lane, raising both accessibility and safety 
concerns.

Concern is those disability vehicles which are accessed from the rear. There may 
not be enough space for people in wheelchairs depending on the vehicle used. 
Initial observations indicate ok.  Will continue to monitor. 



A Customer Concerns (con’t)
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Safety Concern Raised Response
Parallel Car Parking: There is no buffer for open 
doors for the constructed parallel car parking.

Marking individual parking spaces is expected to improve parking 
discipline and optimise the use of available parking, particularly 
during periods of high demand. Similar parking arrangements 
elsewhere in the city operate safely without a buffer, indicating that 
the current layout is appropriate. Added to 12month monitoring.

The disabled car parks adjacent to the 
playground are surrounded by obstacles and 
protrude noticeably into the traffic lane, raising 
both accessibility and safety concerns.

Site observations indicate that rear-loading vehicles can currently 
operate safely within the parking space and do not protrude into the 
adjacent traffic lane. However, the available manoeuvring space for 
wheelchair users may be limited depending on the vehicle type and 
mobility equipment being used.

Initial observations suggest that the arrangement is functioning 
adequately; however, further monitoring is recommended to 
confirm that accessibility needs continue to be me



Safe Systems Assessment
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• Signals turned on 09 March 2026

• Post-construction Safe Systems Assessment completed on 19 
March 2026 – within two weeks of signals being operational.

• Snags Complete and Temporary Traffic Management removed on 
23 March 2026 – within two weeks of signals going live. 



Safe Systems Assessment
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• Three significant concerns were raised by the SSA:

i. Tall plants at crossings have the potential to obstruct sight distances and 
visibility. Planting along the crossing buildout to be low-level type so this 
does not obstruct sightlines 

ii. Gaps between the separators is blocked by the parked vehicles. Making it 
difficult for pedestrians to access the path, particularly for parents with 
prams. To be monitored.

iii. Wairere Drive Slip Lane - potential for conflict between left-turning 
vehicles and cyclists heading towards Naylor Street as drivers may not be 
aware of the presence of cyclists in the area – cycle greening to be added. 



Register of Site Observations
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Observation Type Duration Date

1
Check cycle on and off ramps and observations 02:00 am – 03:30 pm 25 February 2026

2
Site Walkover with Contractor, observation on walking and cycling 03:00 pm – 04:00 pm 03 March 2026

3
Pre TTM Removal / PC Walkover with safety team 01:30 pm – 02:30 pm 05 March 2026

4 Desk Top Site CCTV Camera Review 8am to 9am & 3pm to 4pm 18th/19th/20th March. 

5 Checking no-stopping restriction line marking completed as per 
gazetted and observation

11:00 am – 12:30 pm 23 March 2026

6
Post Construction Monitoring and Site observation 09:00 am – 11:00 am 17 April 2026

7 Desk Top Site CCTV Camera Evening Peak Period Review 4pm to 6pm Regular network monitoring



Post construction customer feedback 
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Two main customer groups were approached: 

• Group 1 – those who had contacted us during the consultation 
(primarily from Flynn Road and Prescott Place) along with 
businesses. 

• Group 2 – random surveys undertaken on the 23 June 2026 



Group 1 – Feedback 
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• Most felt that the scheme had achieved a safer outcome, particularly for children. Even a 
resident who was quite skeptical of the scheme felt that it had achieved this goal and for that 
reason, despite other issues, felt that it should stay. 

• Some felt parking had become less safe whilst others felt it had stayed the same. 

• Some felt that aspects of the scheme needed further adjustment, while others felt that it was 
all very good. 

• No business reported any detrimental impacts on visitors or revenue.  

• No residents or businesses supported complete removal of the changes. 

• Most supported the crossing, many noted that the cycle lane had varying levels of use - 
some using it in the wrong direction and others still using footpath (this is likely due to 
children coming from St Johns not wanting to cross further up Cambridge Road) 

• There was very little consensus regarding making changes. Key items for consideration 
raised by residents and some businesses are tabulated on the next page. 



Group 1 – responses to the question 
“if you could change one thing”

30 July 2026 36

If you could change one thing – Residents Businesses

- Speed still an issue coming down the hill towards Wairere 
Drive – could we fix the speed sign or add more “Slow 
Down” paint onto the road to encourage vehicles to reduce 
speeds

- Cycle lanes seem to be too wide – could these be adjusted 
to provide a bit more space for cars. 

- Add a ‘Keep Clear” marking across Flynn Road intersection 
so that it doesn’t block over during busy times when the 
crossing is being used more and there is more traffic on the 
road. 

- Consider an adjustment to Flynn Road to make it easier for 
vehicles to exit in two lanes. 

- Consider an adjustment in pedestrian crossing alignment at 
Flynn Road as the current crossing is generally covered by a 
car during peak times. 

- Consider widening entry into Prescott Place slightly to make 
it easier for two cars to pass. 

- Consider changing angle of parks (primarily near the park) 
- Reduce the width of the footway outside the shops (to 

provide more reversing space for cars)  
- Consider reducing width of cycle facility (particularly on the 

southern side of Cambridge Road) to provide more space 
for cars to park. 

- Draw in lines on the space for parallel parking to make it 
clearer that these are car parks  

- Put back the 10-minute parking bays 
- Consider another separator or wheel stop towards the park 

end of the car parking in front of the shops to close off the 
gap. 



Group 2 – Feedback 

30 July 2026 37

• People were approached randomly at the park and Jacks Café. 

• The time of day meant that many of the users approached were 
older and were there for leisure 

• Most of the people surveyed were regular visitors 

• Most of those surveyed travelled by car, one travelled in the area 
by car and bike and the remaining three travelled by bike. 

• 11 interviews were conducted 



Experience of the area 
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Experience  Driving Parking Walking Cycling
Much better 3 1 1 4

Slightly better 2 1

No change 4 3 7

Slightly worse 1

Much worse 1

Not applicable / I do not 
drive/park/walk/bike 
through this area

2 3 2 6

Only one person felt that their 
experience of the area had got 
worse and this was in relation to 
parking, feeling that the angled 
parking had become worse. 
Others felt it had stayed the 
same. 

Those who cycled all felt that the 
experience of the area had 
become much better. With one 
cyclist keen to see the approach 
continued. 

When asked how they felt about the overall experience of the area since the changes around half reported 
it being ‘much better’ with the remainder saying it had ‘not changed’ for them. 

Some drivers felt that the area was better because it was clearer ‘where everyone should be’ with less 
space for double parking and u turning.  

*note one respondent only answered one of these 



Group 2 – responses to the question 
“if you could change one thing”
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• Limited responses – understandable given that many of the 
people surveyed did not think it had really changed significantly. 

• Of those that did respond: 

Changes to the separators to make them more visible to cross. Thinks the crossing is a good 
thing. 
Extend the cycleway to make it fully connected. 
It would be good to have wider bays or parking for families with kids and grandparents. 
Sometimes see elderly people struggling with the space available. 
It would good to be able to access the cycle lane from the path at Wairere Drive 



St Johns Student feedback
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I am writing this email to provide some feedback on the new Cambridge road infrastructure.

I am a student at St John's College in Hillcrest and I use this route when I bike to and from school. Here is some feedback I have on the newly installed 
pedestrian crossing, bike lanes, and layout.

The new stop light pedestrian crossing beside the shops I find is very useful. Previously, there was a little crossing there but this new stop light makes it 
much safer for others including myself who wish to cross as cars must come to a complete stop. In addition, it has sped up my commute to school 
because at times, especially in the mornings, the street is quite busy. However, within a few seconds of pushing the button, I am able to cross safely.

Another section I have found useful with the new road infrastructure is the bike lanes - specifically the one going up the hill as it is the one I use. The 
bike lane is much clearer, with brighter white lines separating the bike lane from the road. This has given me enough confidence to actually use the bike 
lane rather than the pavement/walkway. The new bike lane has also made my commute quicker.

One part I would like to comment on is how the bike lane is in between the pavement and the car parking around the playground and shops area. I can 
see some benefits to this such as it better protects bikers from vehicles but I do see some disadvantages, particularly towards pedestrians. When I use 
the bike lane, sometimes people walking to or from their car are not aware of bikers. Prompting me to slow down and be more alert around these areas. 
This layout is new and thus strange so I can understand why people may not be aware. But if someone is not paying attention and there is a biker using 
the lane, it could result in an accident.

Thank you for this opportunity to share my feedback on the Cambridge road upgrades. Hopefully my feedback has been at least somewhat useful.



St Johns Student feedback
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Hi, My Name is xxxx and I'm a student at St John's College.

Most days, I travel up and down Cambridge road near the shops and I have deeply appreciated the new 
separated cyclelane. Previously, it felt dangerous cycling along cars that were going 50kph+, but now it 
feels much safer.

Having infrastructure like this is greatly appreciated, and I would be deeply grateful if more of this 
infrastructure was built around Hamilton.



Summary
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• Increase in cyclist numbers along Cambridge Road and crossing Prescott 
Place.  Minor decrease in pedestrian numbers.

• Post-construction monitoring indicates a small reduction in operating 
speeds.

• Observed improvements in driver behaviour include increased caution, 
particularly in relation to angled parking.

• Pedestrian movements are better concentrated, with use of the signalised 
crossing. Cyclist behaviour shows increased use of the separated facilities.

• One minor crash has occurred – at the intersection of Flynn Road.  No others 
have been identified through monitoring.

• Time travel delays (11-16 seconds) for eastbound traffic.



Lessons Learned to be incorporated into future projects 
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• Customer – construction impacts were significant for some businesses – parking access remains 
critical. 

• Customer – improved visuals to make it clearer what the scheme will look like, people tend to 
read plans very differently to how we expect. 

• Customer – once a scheme has gone in, people find it very hard to recollect how it operated 
before. There is a bias towards any issues being encountered after construction being attributed 
to the ‘change’ when sometimes it may just be coincidence and may have been an issue prior.  

• Width of separated cycle facility could have been narrower providing more width for the 
adjacent parking and space to open doors (for the parallel parks). 

• The angle parking for the mobility carparks would benefit from having a bit more room behind 
the vehicles. 

• Things take time to settle – typically 3 months is required for people to change routines

• The speed reduction is less than we had expected. Operating speeds are still well above the 
safe systems compliance speed for a vehicle vs pedestrian collision, a Raised Safety Platform 
should be considered at this site. 



Next Steps
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Propose to complete a second round of monitoring following 12 months of 
operation and specifically focus on:

• Flynn Road – check to see if there are ongoing queueing issues that justify 
consideration of a ban on the right turn out.

• Mobility parking – check with CCS Disability Action and determine if any 
changes to the layout/location are required.

• Crash data  - check to see if there have been any more reported crashes 
and understand the contributing factors for these and if any changes are 
needed to address these.

• Customer Requests for Service – review requests to see if there are any 
key themes or issues that need to be addressed.

• Vehicle speeds through the site and near misses for vehicles entering and 
leaving angle parking, and pedestrians using the signalised crossing.

• Parallel parking check operational safety during peak and off-peak traffic.




