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Submission points

Point 226.1

Submission

Plan change 12 is a response to a government directive. It is important to plan for growth but | believe that how this is managed,
which includes intensification, should be determined by Local Government and not by a generic plan, that is imposed on councils
by Central Government. | feel doing this is a breach of Local Government Democracy and | am pleased to see Christchurch City
Council stand up to the government in this regard. | am please to see that Hamilton City Council has recognised the
inappropriateness of this imposed plan for Hamilton City and modified their approach accordingly.

1. As is stated in the overview: Plan Change 12 “Doesn't go as far as the Government wants us to”. | support this approach taken
by the council since it is an evidence and research based approach (a concept that the government does seem to understand).
The impact on the environment, particularly Waikato River, and the infrastructure needed to support intensification needs to be
taken into account. We must consider the environment and the concept of Eco-Density referred to in the booklet “Growing Up” is
spot on.

2. Unlimited heights in the Central City is an excellent idea. | view this in connection with the minimum section sizes of 150m2
around suburban centres and 200m2 for other residential areas. The intensification directive imposed by the government was
intended to prevent urban and suburban sprawl. The directive will achieve this but at risk the of replacing it with intensification
sprawl within cities. | am not opposed to intensification but believe it must be contained and done in a controlled and planned
way. | feel the lack of height limits in the central city and minimum section sizes elsewhere achieves this. This means we can
continue to intensify by going up without the need to go out. In connection with this | fully support planned higher density in new
areas such as Peacocke and Rotokauri where the infrastructure can be developed to support this.

3. In the types of houses and neighbourhoods section it states that “The Government requirements do not allow us to consider
urban design in our rules for most developments”. We are planning for the future and we are not considering urban design? How
shortsighted is that but this is to be expected from this government who appear to be “making it up as they go”. This is an area
where | would have liked to see Hamilton Council act boldly like Christchurch City Council and do it anyway. You do however say
that you have an Urban Design Panel that you will be encouraging everyone to use. The council should consider introducing
strategies that will incentivise developers to use this service.

Relief sought
As above.

Section: General
Sub-section: General
Provision:



General

Point 226.2

Submission

| believe it is very important to protect our heritage and natural environment and so it is good to see these provisions included.
Although | have travelled to and stayed in Hamilton frequently since 2004 | do not have sufficient specific knowledge to make a
submission on this issue.

Relief sought
As above.

Section: Chapter 19 Historic Heritage
Sub-section: General

Provision:

General

Point 226.3

Submission

| have only used public transport once in Hamilton and so will not make a submission on this.
Relief sought

As above.

Section: 25.14 Transportation
Sub-section: General
Provision:

General

Point 226.4

Submission

| oppose three waters and believe the way this has been introduced and imposed on councils is a breach of both central and
local government democracy. My local body voting with regard to the Hamilton City Council will reflect my views on this.

Relief sought
Oppose Three Waters. Keep the control in the hands of Local Government.

Section: 25.13 Three Waters
Sub-section: General
Provision:

General

Point 226.5

Submission



| fully support charging developers both a financial and a development contribution. When | see what developers pay for sites and
what the houses they build sell for I'm sure they can afford it. They will try and pass this on to the buyers but that is fine since it is a
cost associated with the development.

Relief sought
charge developers both a financial and a development contribution.

Section: Chapter 24 Financial Contributions
Sub-section: General

Provision:

General

Point 226.6

Submission

The family trust owns property in Hutt and Auckland cities and | have also made submissions to both of these councils.
Comparing the three different plan changes | have submitted on: Hamilton City Council came out as the best with regard to
adapting the generic requirements forced upon it by central government to meet the needs of the local area.

Relief sought
No relief sought.

Section: Chapter 1 Plan Overview
Sub-section: General

Provision:

General



