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Submission on Proposed Plan Change 14 to the Hamilton 
City Opera�ve District Plan: Flooding 
 

Submiter Details:    

Name:    Laura Kellaway  

Email:     laurakellaway121@gmail.com  

Trade Compe��on: 

I could not gain an advantage in trade compe��on through this submission. 

 

Public Hearing: 

• I wish to be heard in support of this submission. 
 

• If others make a similar submission, I will consider presen�ng a joint case with them at the 
hearing. 
 

Submission  
1. This submission is made in rela�on Proposed Plan Change 14 to the Hamilton City Opera�ve 

District Plan: Flooding. 

 

2. This submission is in rela�on to 10 Taniwha St, Hamilton.  

 

3. I agree, in part, with the intent and ra�onale of Plan Change 14 and consider it is important 

mi�gate the risks associated with flooding. Sec�on 6 of the RMA also emphasises the 

importance of managing significant risks from natural hazards, including flooding, as a mater 

of na�onal importance. 

 

4. I seek that the Flood viewer model for 10 Taniwha St, Hamilton be re-checked and ground-

truthed and Flood viewer be updated accordingly. I also seek HCC update the modelling with 

the latest LIDAR informa�on.  

 
5. There appears to have been no specific ground truthing, with areas not yet ground truthed, 

which are also under the plan change 12 open now for intensifica�on. The degree of 
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certainty is insufficient. I note that a 1.2 metre bank up from the road on my property has 

been incorrectly mapped. 

 

6. I oppose the Council’s proposed use of flood viewer and maps that are not part of the City 

Plan to spa�ally iden�fy Flood hazards/extent, Overland flow paths and Flood Depression 

Areas. Flood viewer is non-statutory. They are however being used for a statutory purpose. 

The Flood viewer maps determine whether resource consent is required or not so there is a 

need for certainty on these maters. Maps subject to change do not provide this.  

 
7. The impact on the planned plan change in combina�on with a non-statutory flood viewer in 

regards property insurances is an important considera�on. There is insufficient considera�on 

of this, par�cularly no�ng the widespread impact on many of Hamilton ci�es residents. 

 
8. The LiDAR data is one tool however does not sufficiently map. Ground truthing is required. 

 
9. A plan change with a proposed use of a non-statutory Flood viewer, which is already in place, 

but can be modified without owner no�ce and right to object. It  does not give users of the 

City Plan and landowners with the necessary certainty. It is unclear if there is sufficient rigour 

or checks and balances in place for these reviews and updates given that they will not be 

subject to the RMA Schedule One process, and without public no�fica�on. It is noted that 

since no�fica�on there have already been changes, with no mechanism to alert individual 

owners. 

 
10. I seek that the impact of the use proposed PC14 in combina�on with the non-statutory flood 

viewer is considered and assessed for affects and degree of financial impact and poten�al 

loss of insurance by HCC prior to the hearing , and that the number of proper�es effected by 

loss of insurance under flooding and depressions is established, and that council consider 

how it can mi�gate owners who may be caught between EQ funding for land and not having 

insurance for flooding and the associated impacts of the current proposal.  

 

 

Laura Kellaway  

 

Date: 28 February 2025 
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