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FURTHER SUBMISSION ON PLAN CHANGE 14 – FLOODING TO THE HAMILTON 
DISTRICT PLAN UNDER CLAUSE 8 OF THE FIRST SCHEDULE TO THE 
RESOURCE MANAGEMENT ACT 1991 

 
 
To: Hamilton City Council  

260 Anglesea Street 

Hamilton Central, 3204 

 

Name of Submitter: Metlifecare Limited 

 

Address: c/- MinterEllisonRuddWatts 

PwC Tower, 15 Customs Street West, Auckland 1010 

P O Box 105 249, Auckland 1143 

Attention: Bianca Tree  

 
 
Introduction  

1. Metlifecare Limited (Metlifecare) is a submitter (Submitter 28) on proposed 

Plan Change 14 – Flooding to the Hamilton District Plan (PC14).  PC14 was 

notified by the Hamilton City Council (Council) on 21 January 2025. 

2. This is a further submission on behalf of Metlifecare on submission points of 

the Natural Hazards Commission Toka Tu Ake (Submitter 45) and Waikato 

Regional Council (Submitter 48). 

3. Metlifecare has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the interests of 

the general public.  An overview of Metlifecare’s interest in PC14 is set out in 

Metlifecare’s primary submission.  

Further submission  

4. Metlifecare’s further submission points and reasons are set out in the table at 

Appendix A to this further submission.  

5. In addition to the specific reasons identified in Appendix A, the reasons for this 

further submission are to ensure that PC14:  

(a) is consistent with the sustainable management of physical resources 

and the purpose and principles of the Resource Management Act 1991; 

(b) will adequately avoid, remedy and mitigate the adverse effects 

associated with flooding on the environment; 
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(c) meets the requirements to satisfy the criteria of section 32 of the Act;  

(d) meets the reasonably foreseeable needs of future generations; 

(e) enables people and communities to provide for their social, economic 

and cultural well-being; and  

(f) is consistent with sound resource management practice. 

Relief sought  

6. The further relief sought by Metlifecare is set out in the table at Appendix A to 

this further submission.  

7. Metlifecare also seeks such other additional or consequential relief to give 

effect to the matters raised in this further submission.  

8. Metlifecare wishes to be heard in support of its further submission.  If others 

make a similar submission, Metlifecare will consider presenting a joint case 

with them at hearing.  

DATED this 16th day of April 2025 

Metlifecare Limited by its solicitors and duly 

authorised agents MinterEllisonRuddWatts 

 

 

Bianca Tree  

 
Address for service of submitter 
 
Metlifecare Limited  
 
c/- MinterEllisonRuddWatts, PwC Tower, 15 Customs Street West, Auckland 1010, 
PO Box 105 249, Auckland 1143 
 
Attention:   Bianca Tree  

Telephone No: (09) 353 9700 

Fax No.  (09) 353 9701 

Email: bianca.tree@minterellison.co.nz 



 

 

Appendix A – Further submission of Metlifecare Limited on proposed Plan Change 14 – Flooding to the Hamilton District Plan. 
 
 

Submitter  Sub no./  
point no. 

Summary of decision sought  Support or 
oppose 

Reason for support or 
opposition 

Decision sought  

Natural 
Hazards 
Commission 
Toka Tu Ake 
(Submitter 45) 

45.26 The Submitter supports assessment criteria F1B, 
however consider a definition of ‘tolerable’ is 
needed to avoid confusion and ensure consistent 
application of rules and policies. The Submitter 
suggests use of the NHC Risk Tolerance 
Methodology to develop a metric to determine 
“tolerable” levels of risk. 

Oppose Tolerable enables an assessment 
that can take into account the 
specific activity and risk.   

Reject amendment 
proposed by 
Natural Hazards 
Commission Toka 
Tu Ake. 
 

Waikato 
Regional 
Council  
(Submitter 48) 

48.3 While the submitter acknowledges that the 
definition for depression area is specific to HCC’s 
flood mapping, they are concerned that it does not 
acknowledge ponding zones that fulfil a function of 
smoothing out flood levels. The submitter 
considers the definition should recognise the 
function that some depression areas provide for 
flood management. They state where depression 
areas serve an indirect purpose of flood retention, 
there needs to be an associated design level of 
service. 
 
Amend definition for 'Depression Area' to include 
all features of the land and whether they serve a 
specific function in the management of stormwater. 

Support  The amendments sought 
recognise that depression areas 
can, where designed appropriately, 
mitigate against the effects of 
flooding.   
 
It is appropriate to take into 
consideration the specific 
management function Depression 
areas can serve in the 
management of stormwater.  

Incorporate 
amendment 
proposed by 
Waikato Regional 
Council. 

48.19 The submitter suggests the activity status table 
should consider whether activities in depression 
areas which have different purposes should have 
different activity statuses. For example, STR-R11 
of the Proposed Waikato Regional Costal Plan, 
makes it a controlled activity for extensions or 
alterations that do not increase the area or height 
of the original authorisation by more than five 
percent. 

Support The amendments sought 
recognise that activities have 
different levels of vulnerability to 
flooding and therefore it is 
appropriate for the activity status to 
reflect this.  

Incorporate 
amendment 
proposed by 
Waikato Regional 
Council. 

   


