Plan Change 14

Another attempt by Hamilton City Council to take property rights
from owners without proper review, consultation nor compensation

Ir. Edward Hardie BE (Hons) Nat Res



Here we are again

* Inless than 12 months after the SNA attempt HCC is again trying inappropriately to take
property rights from individual landowners through slack application of tools and review.

* | am a busy business owner. Why should | have to spend precious time & effort defending
against something | am not asking for. If | want to request a building consent or seek a
resource consent | have to provide the details of proper design, sign off and demonstrate
mitigation of adverse effects.

* Here the HCC again just slams a Plan Change notice to inhibit my property rights and | have
to defend against their actions instead of them proving to me good design and mitigation of
adverse effect? Why? Is this just going to be the norm post Ardernism or Trumpism where a
democratically elected body assume they have the right to impose what they want without
due diligence, consultation, or thorough review of alternative thought. | am sick of it. Do your
job properly but don’t waste my time and effort by forcing me to defend my property rights for
bogus plans.



The creek between Crosby Rd —-Chedworth Ave

https://maps.hamilton.govt.nz/floodviewer/




https://maps.hamilton.govt.nz/floodviewer/

* Where the mythical 100 year and 10 year flood levels are claimed
to be.

* Errors:
* Light blue line through dry gully is incorrect. Cesspit from Sussex Street
* Non return flap on private culvert by tennis court put in the 1960s when
tennis court and land bridge formed

* Main creek in wrong position, at best the Floodviewer is a crude desktop
or Al attempt to justify mythical flood levels that simply have not been

fact checked or expertly reviewed.



https://maps.hamilton.govt.nz/floodviewer/

* The empirical evidence

. Lgst )20 years ~0.3mrise above current top of creek bank (~ 3m -5m from creek
edge
 Last60yrs~0.7mrise above current top of creek bank (~ 5m -7m from creek

edge at worst locations). Hard to say, may be less than historical as creek has
been cleared on last few years, so less restriction to flood flow and lower levels

expected.

* Improvements of late, including council removal of natural punga “bridge” have seen
flows improve and levels not as high.

« HCC need to go back over last 60 years and identify the worst return period flood
event that affected the catchment then back engineer what the 100 year & 10 year
flood levels could be.

* It’s not the overall rainfall volume that causes the flooding it is very high rainfall
intensity and the resultant high peak flows from these events that cause flooding.



Why Is the Floodmapper so wrong in this
area?

* | thinkthe map model does not adequately take into account the effect of the
Crosby Road Culvert on the downstream catchment. Effectively the Crosby Rd
culvert ensures that the flow going into the gully is severely restricted to the pipe
flow. The flow has never known to have crossed over Crosby Rd in the 60 + years it
has been in place. So effectively we have a “dam” or storage effect behind upstream
of Crosby Rd in the Porrit Stadium Park area. Imagine a 20,000 litre tank with lid
removed. A large dumping of water into the tank does not immediately flow out of
the tank; it is restricted by say a 50mm tap & pipe coming out of the bottom. This
effectively limits the ‘flood” effect and attenuates the peak storm flows. The culvert
under Chedworth Ave matches this pipe, so effectively we basically have the
relatively the same flow coming in as required to leave this “caught” catchment.
Some other minor inflows, but not of significance. This has been empirically shown
over the last 60 years as to what has been experienced on site. We do not see flood
marks high on trees or caught up weeds because it doesn’t happen! The flood
mapping levels are just wrong.



What if Chedworth Ave culvert blocked?

 How could this culvert block? There is physically not enough
momentum of flood water to carry a tree of size that could block this
culvert. Why, because of previous slide; we don’t have whole of “caught
gully” flowing with water, just restricted to current creek size and
occasionally a bit of overflow that comes mainly through the Crosby
Road culvert. There is simply not enough energy to carry anything of
significant size that could block the culvert which is very different from
what we have seen in the recent floods of Southland & Westcoast.

* |t’'s not just the Porrit Stadium Crosby Rd restriction that attenuates the
peak flood flows; it applies right up the catchment at every road
crossing where a peak flow is restricted trying to get through a culvert.
Eg. Snell Drive, and further roads and water retention areas.



Summary

* Like the lack of attention in spelling my name correctly as a submitter,
HCC have demonstrated a lack of care and diligence in demonstrating
that the Plan Change 14 Floodmapper 100 year & 10 Year flood levels
are correct.

* |f they had fact checked the empirical evidence available they would
have identified that their models were incorrect for this gully system
between Crosby Road and Chedworth Ave.

* Looks like a poor Al attempt or unskilled person creating mythical
levels that have the impact of severely restraining my property rights.
This is not acceptable. | hope Councilor’s will seek redress for
payments made to consultants for the Plan Change 14 modelling.
Good engineering models must always check the assumptions and
evaluate these assumptions against the empirical evidence.



Where should the Flood Levels be?

* Look on map; flowpaths shown in wrong positions.

* Remove where not appropriate eg. upstream of tennis court
culvert on 65 Crosby property

* Back engineer largest event in last 60 years and apply 100 yr return
period to that. We may have already had a 100 yr or higher return
period flood in the last 60 years?

* On rest of 65 Crosby property, suggest flood path typically within 5
metres from current stream edge as a conservative estimate. But
some lesser areas where steeper on side. —show on map



Questions?



