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INTRODUCTION 

 

1. My full name is Paul Stanley Ryan.  I am a Principal Planner in the Urban 

and Spatial Planning Unit at Hamilton City Council (HCC).  I am 

responsible for the transportation-related components of Plan Change 

12 (PC12).  My evidence complements that of Mr Alistair Black who 

addresses most of the submission points relating to transport matters. 

 

2. I have produced a statement of evidence dated 26 June 2024 (primary 

evidence) and a statement of rebuttal evidence dated 14 August 2024 

(rebuttal evidence).  In response to submissions, I recommended 

amendments to the PC12 plan provisions which are included in the PC12 

provision set dated 26 June 2024.  In my rebuttal evidence, I have 

recommended additional amendments in response to submitter 

evidence, and these amendments are included in the PC12 provision set 

dated 14 August 2024.   

 

SUMMARY OF EVIDENCE 

 

Primary evidence 

 

3. PC12’s transport-related provisions aim to reduce reliance on private 

cars and increase reliance on walking, cycling, micro-mobility, and public 

transport for travel in Hamilton.  

 

4. They do this by managing land use activities to make the alternative 

modes safer, more convenient and attractive, and to give them priority 

over cars. 

 

5. The provisions give effect to the requirements of the: 

 

i. National Policy Statement on Urban Development (NPS-UD) to 
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achieve well-functioning urban environments and reduce 

greenhouse gas emissions; and 

 

ii. Resource Management (Enabling Housing Supply and Other 

Matters) Amendment Act 2021 to encourage attractive and safe 

streets and enable housing design to meet the day-to-day needs 

of residents. 

 

6. As Policy 11(a) of the NPS-UD prohibits any provisions in the Plan that 

would require the provision of a minimum number of car parking 

spaces, other than accessible spaces, I recommend that submissions 

seeking such provisions be rejected. HCC will implement its 2022 

Parking Policy to manage the parking effects of concern to submitters.  

 

7. The key changes to PC12 I recommend in response to submissions are 

as follows: 

 

a) Addition of policy protection for existing street trees (Policy 

25.14.2.1b). 

 

b) Policy changes to clarify that, when adverse effects cannot be 

avoided, they must be remedied or mitigated “as far as 

practicable” (Policy 25.14.2.1k) or “as far as possible” (Policy 

25.14.2.1l). 

 

c) The requirement for provision of EV charging points for new 

residential activities be changed from one per on-site parking 

space to one per residential unit and include provision of a power 

cable to support future installation of a Mode 3 charger, a 

communications cable to prevent overloading the site’s power 

supply, and, if a Mode 3 charger is not installed, a socket outlet 

(definition of “EV charging point” and Rule 25.14.4.2b). 

 



3 
 

d) Changes to the EV charging rule to cover multi-unit residential 

developments where the number of on-site parking spaces is 

fewer than the number of residential units or on-site parking 

spaces are permanently allocated for the exclusive use of visitors 

(Rule 25.14.4.2b). 

 

e) Many changes to clarify, and distinguish between, provisions 

relating to “public transport” and “passenger transport”, 

including:  

 

i. Changes to definitions; 

 

ii. Changing most references to “passenger transport” to 

“public transport”; and 

 

iii. Use of the terms “Public transport interchange” and “public 

transport facility”.   

 

f) Changes to clarify that any activity in an existing building on a site 

that has no parking space is not required to provide accessible car 

parking spaces (Rule 25.14.4.2 c i).  

 

Rebuttal Evidence 

 

8. In response to Mr McNutt’s evidence on behalf of Pragma Holdings 

Limited, I recommend changes to: 

 

i. The definition of “EV charging point” to exempt owners from the 

need to provide a socket outlet at the future location of an EV 

charging point if they were not able to control access to the socket 

outlet; and 
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ii. Remove the need for terrace housing developments to provide EV 

charging points for any on-site car parking space that is not within 

the net site area of the residential unit it serves (Rule 25.14.4.2b). 

 

CONCLUSIONS  

 

9. In response to submissions and submitter evidence, my primary and 

rebuttal evidence, respectively, recommend many changes to PC12 to 

improve the Plan’s clarity, certainty, efficiency, or effectiveness. 

 
10. Mr McNutt has yet to confirm whether the amendments I have 

recommended to the definition of “EV charging point” and Rule 

25.14.4.2b (see paragraph 8 above) resolve his concerns about these 

provisions expressed in his evidence on behalf of Pragma Holdings Ltd.   

 
 
Paul Stanley Ryan 
4 September 2024 


