Submission to Hamilton City Council in regard to the proposed amendments to The
Operational District Plan (Residential Buildings)

The “Social” impact of intensification of residential multi-unit developments are well
documented world-wide. The “Projects” in New York, Brixton and Birmingham “Council
Housing” have resulted in a large population, having been thrown together, without reasonable
recreational and private living spaces. This is a terrible legacy, which Councilors will not want to
be remembered for.

As the Council Proposal reads to me, there will be no requirement for neighbours to be
consulted. It is entirely unfair that such a major impact of residents should be able to occur
without any consultation process. The impact on neighbours, with reduced sunlight and the
claustrophobic nature of the proposed amendments slaps in the face everything that New
Zealanders have for generations been proud of.

Most of Hamilton urban streets are too narrow to accommodate “kerb-side” of the scale that is
discussed within this proposal.

Infill housing tends to have more concrete and other hard surfaces which replace formally
grassed areas. This will increase storm water run-off and create a greater risk of flooding. The
loss of vegetation will not only effect the aesthetics of the city but will effect storm water
reticulation and create a greater risk to the environmental frame work of the city. The
surrounding infrastructure and ecological impact will be huge and potentially non-reversible
when the folly of this proposal is proved.

Neighbouring property owners need assurances from council that any increased storm-water
risk will be managed by council and that it will not abdicate it’s responsibility in this regard to
existing owner/rate payers.

The increased storm-water, flooding and environmental impact of this proposal will inevitably
create a higher risk to existing homes. Higher risk will incur higher insurance premiums.

For many years the Hamilton City Council have conducted a number of projects and committed
considerable rate payer funds to the “Beautification” of the city. While these projects have
received a wide range of opinions and dubious success, the acceptance of this proposal is the
most giant step away from “Beautification” that anyone could of dreamed of.

In summary, high-rise and multi-unit developments should be restricted to those zones within
the city that have previously be zoned for this purpose. Existing height restrictions, shade line
restrictions should be maintained. The restriction on height may be modified however, the
areas of recreational buffers should be maintained. Each development should allow for an
exterior recreation zone for each individual residential unit.
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