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Strategic Context for this Feedback

Council has endorsed The Mayor's Plan 2025 - 2028 to inform the projects and services it will deliver to

ensure Hamilton has what it needs now and for the future — efficiently, responsibly, and sustainably. The
seven guiding themes of The Mayor's Plan are:

¢ Sensible, cost-effective infrastructure

e Grow with balance

e A central city to be proud of

e City places and services that work for people
e Open for business

¢ A transparent and efficient organisation

¢ Financial responsibility

Council Approval and Reference

This feedback was approved on 9 July 2026 by Senior Councillor Angela O’Leary (Governor’s
Operational Lead) and Councillor Sarah Thomson (Chair of the City Delivery Committee), acting on
behalf of Hamilton City Council. As the feedback has not been considered by the full Council, it does not
constitute a formally adopted Council position.

Feedback # 841
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Key Messages

10.
11.

12.

13.

14.
15.

Supporting businesses to reduce and recover food waste

Hamilton City Council supports ongoing national initiatives to reduce organic waste going to landfill
and encourage this to be industry-driven rather than solely relying on local government to encourage
behaviour change.

The predominant barrier to businesses reducing food waste is cost, and this needs to be addressed. It
is currently cheaper and easier for businesses to throw all waste in one bin and send it all to landfill.
The biggest impact on behaviour change is to make it easier, cheaper, or regulated.

Any national action plan, templates, or guidance needs to be tailored to different types of businesses
to ensure it reaches as many businesses as possible. This should also cover different options, such as
food scraps collection, composting options, or different scale options, to provide a range of support
and advice to a range of businesses.

A voluntary reporting framework is unlikely to have significant uptake, and there is a risk of data
inconsistencies. The businesses more likely to submit data are those diverting food waste, which will
skew the data/not show the true picture of what is and isn’t being diverted from landfill. If the data is
not complete, the emissions data will not provide a full and accurate picture of the impact.

Supporting councils to implement or enhance kerbside organic services
Hamilton City Council has provided a weekly kerbside food scraps service since August 2020.

The primary reason councils aren’t providing kerbside organic collections is cost and budget. There is
a lot of existing research and councils likely already know the benefits of organic collections — the
issue is funding the service.

Hamilton City Council encourage standardisation of service, including bin size and collection
frequency, to reduce costs and complexities and enable the same service to be provided across the
country. Council would also like to see paper towels allowed in food scraps bins, as this would help
to increase diversion.

Enabling organic processing solutions, including biogas

While biogas processing is the gold standard, it requires significant volume and comes at a significant
cost to set up.

The Waikato and Bay of Plenty regions are working on a cross-regional infrastructure strategy and
infrastructure plan. A more national approach would provide greater benefit nationally. Government
could take a more strategic view of organic processing solutions and fund a selection of biogas
facilities nationally. This would remove the funding risk from local government, which is one of the
biggest barriers to implementing this service.

Wood is an organic material, and it is our biggest waste stream, but there are currently limited end-
of-life solutions, particularly for treated wood. It is difficult to identify treated wood from untreated
wood, which reduces the end-of-life options for wood that is potentially treated. There would be
significant benefit for this to be looked at nationally.

Broadening waste sector participation in the New Zealand Emissions Trading Scheme (ETS)

While Council thinks that the principles are appropriate, there should be greater emphasis on
principle 3 — options for avoidance — there needs to be a greater focus on reducing emissions in the
first place.
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16.

17.

18.
19.

20.

Hamilton City Council urge caution on increasing sites subject to ETS obligations as this would require
additional resources, processes, and costs, which would ultimately be passed onto the user.

Hamilton City Council is of the view that the ETS should only be applied to the end destination, i.e.
landfill. This should exclude food waste processing facilities as this would further increase the cost of
this service, which is already expensive and is a current barrier to more councils utilising this service.
Council is of the view that the first step should always be avoiding emissions in the first place, i.e.
avoiding food waste ending up in landfill.

Considering landfill gas management in the new planning system

Hamilton City Council does not operate an active landfill, but they do manage and monitor four
closed landfill sites.

Hamilton City Council supports a regulated efficiency standard for new landfills. It could be difficult
to retrofit existing landfills to meet such standards. Council also suggest there should be a higher
standard for new landfills, above the suggested 60 percent, to raise the bar for the future.

Introduction

21.

22.

Hamilton City Council welcomes the opportunity to provide feedback to the Ministry for the
Environment on Options to Reduce Emissions from Organic Waste (June 2026).

Hamilton City Council has been actively working on waste minimisation strategies to reduce waste
going to landfill. Focus area one of Hamilton City Council’s Waste Management and Minimisation
Plan 2024-2030 is to further reduce organic waste going to landfill.

Response to the Ministry for the Environment’s Key

Questions

23. 1. Supporting businesses to reduce and recover food waste

24. 1. General questions on business food waste reduction and recovery

25. 1a. What existing initiatives are you or your sector working on to reduce food loss and waste, and
to keep organic materials out of landfill?

26. Focus area one of Hamilton City Council’s Waste Management and Minimisation Plan 2024-2030
is to further reduce the amount of organic waste going to landfill. Our actions that support this
focus area include:

a. Collaborating with businesses and organisations to reduce food waste by providing
education, grants, and other forms of support.

b. Enable community and local composting initiatives by providing education, grants and other
forms of support.

c. Implement and incentivise initiatives to encourage household food waste reduction,
composting, and use of the kerbside food scraps service.

27. Hamilton City Council has collaborated with a local eatery, Hayes Common, to further reduce

organic waste going to landfill. Through funding via the waste levy, the eatery has implemented a
compost hub to support hospitality businesses to implement composting practices that keep food
scraps in the circular system rather than sending them to landfill.
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28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.
40.

41.

42.
43.
44,

45.
46.
47.

Hamilton City Council has also funded, via the waste levy, carbon cycle composting bins at H3 to
be used by Montana Catering. The compost from the bins is spread across H3 grounds.

Hamilton City Council Waste Minimisation Education Advisors have engaged with local businesses
on Carbon Cycle bins.

Hamilton City Council has also worked with Para Kore and schools to access compost bins through
the Waste Minimisation contestable fund.

Hamilton City Council is a member of the Love Food Hate Waste campaign and regularly
participates in their campaigns and competitions. Hamilton City Council was the overall workplace
winner for the Leftover Legends campaign in March 2026. The campaign was shared via social
media to encourage external participation.

1b. Are you measuring and reporting food loss and waste?

Yes| No

(If no, what support would you need to measure and report food loss and waste?)
No.

Hamilton City Council does not report on external businesses’ food loss and waste.

Hamilton City Council uses the Ministry for the Environment’s “Measuring Emissions Guide” to
voluntarily report corporate emissions for our organisation every year, which includes food waste
collected from Hamilton City Council sites.

Hamilton City Council receives a monthly report from our contractor on food scraps collected at
all Council sites, including the zoo, libraries, pools, gardens, and stadia.

1c. What challenges or needs do you have in further reducing food waste and keeping organic
materials out of landfill?

While Hamilton City Council educate businesses on how to reduce food waste and keep organic
material out of landfill and advocates for this, it is up to the businesses to implement changes.
Businesses need to want to do this, and currently it is cheaper and easier to put all waste in one
bin and send it to landfill.

For a lot of businesses, it is not financially viable to incorporate a food scraps collection service.

There are limited options for commercial food scraps collection. There is minimal support for
small businesses to learn about composting, worm farms, reducing food waste to begin with, etc.

1d. Please outline any other suggestions (aside from the options outlined below) that could help
your business and/or sector reduce food waste and divert it from landfill.

Nothing further to add.

1.1 Create a national action plan to reduce food waste.

1.1a. Do you support the option to create a national action plan to reduce food waste?
Yes | No | Maybe/Unsure

Yes.

1.1b. Please share any further thoughts or ideas on this option.

Hamilton City Council supports this initiative because it is a lot easier to make change and
influence change when it is a national initiative.
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56.
57.
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59.
60.

61.
62.
63.

64.

65.
66.
67.

68.
69.

Hamilton City Council suggests that any national action plan is tailored to different levels and
different communities to ensure it reaches as many businesses as possible.

1.2 Establish a government-industry working group on food waste.

1.2a. Do you support the option to establish a government-industry working group on food
waste?

Yes | No | Maybe/Unsure
Yes.
1.2b. Please share any further thoughts or ideas on this option.

Hamilton City Council supports this initiative because it involves businesses rather than relying on
local government to influence change.

1.3 Compile research on barriers to food waste reduction and educate businesses on how to
address them.

1.3a. Do you support the option to compile research on barriers to food waste reduction and
educate businesses on how to address them?

Yes | No | Maybe/Unsure
Yes.
1.3b. Please share any further thoughts or ideas on this option.

The predominant barrier to businesses reducing food waste is cost, and this needs to be
addressed. It is currently cheaper and easier to throw all waste in one bin and send it all to
landfill, so this behaviour will continue. The biggest impact on behaviour change is to make it
easier, cheaper, or regulated.

1.4. Share voluntary templates for planning food waste reduction and diversion.

1.4a. Do you support the option to share voluntary templates for planning food waste reduction
and diversion?

Yes | No | Maybe/Unsure
Yes.
1.4b. Please share any further thoughts or ideas on this option.

The more there is available in the toolkit, the easier it is for people. This needs to be made part of
everyday life. It is easier to share information if it is standardised.

Hamilton City Council suggests there should be different templates for different options such as
food scraps collection, composting options, or different scale options.

Any templates provided need to be usable by different types and sizes of businesses.
1.5. Produce a nationally consistent voluntary food waste reporting framework for businesses.

1.5a. Do you support the option to produce a nationally consistent, voluntary food waste
reporting framework for businesses?

Yes | No | Maybe/Unsure
Maybe.

1.5b. Please share any further thoughts or ideas on this option.

Page 6 of 17



70.

71.
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80.

81.

82.

83.
84.
85.
86.

A voluntary reporting framework is unlikely to have significant uptake, and there is a risk of data
inconsistencies. The businesses that are more likely to submit data are the ones diverting food
waste, and therefore this will skew the data/not show the true picture of what is and isn’t being
diverted from landfill.

If the data is not complete, the emissions data will not provide a full and accurate picture of the
impact.

The right information needs to be included in the framework to achieve the outcomes we are
wanting to achieve, especially when it comes to reporting on emissions.

1.6. Provide updated guidance to businesses on managing unavoidable organic waste.

1.6a. Do you support the option to provide updated guidance to businesses on managing
unavoidable organic waste?

Yes | No | Maybe/Unsure
Yes.
1.6b. Please share any further thoughts or ideas on this option.

Hamilton City Council is unsure of the meaning/definition of “unavoidable” and feels that this
needs further clarification.

Will the guidance include how to make the unavoidable avoidable?
1.7. Which of these options should be prioritised?

Which options would have the most impact and should be prioritised for implementation? Please
rank from 1 (highest priority) to 6.

Hamilton City Council has prioritised the options as follows:

1. Create a national action plan to reduce food waste.
2. Establish a government-industry working group on food waste.

3. Compile research on barriers to food waste reduction and educate businesses on how to
address them.

4. Share voluntary templates for planning food waste reduction and diversion.

5. Provide updated guidance to businesses on managing unavoidable organic waste.

6. Produce a nationally consistent, voluntary food waste reporting framework for businesses.
Examples or evidence.

Please provide any additional examples or evidence related to reducing or diverting food waste
in your business/sector that you would like to share.

Hamilton City Council has helped businesses and organisations to implement community
composting solutions. Our learnings have identified that any community composting solution
needs an educated person to service the composting solution to ensure it operates effectively.
While there is good intention to implement these solutions, ongoing support is required to ensure
the ongoing effectiveness of the solution.

2. Supporting councils to implement or enhance kerbside organic services.
2. General questions on council kerbside organic services.
2a. Does your council currently offer a kerbside organic collection?

Yes.
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87.

88.

89.
90.

91.

92.

93.

94,

95.

96.

97.

98.

99.

Hamilton City Council provides a weekly food scraps collection in a 23L bin, which commenced in
August 2020.

2b. If your council does not currently offer a kerbside organic collection (food scraps or FOGO),
what support would help your council to introduce a collection?

N/A.

2c. What barriers have you encountered relating to kerbside organic collections, including
potential funding barriers?

Food scraps collection is an expensive collection that is fully ratepayer funded, as we cannot use
the waste levy to fund operational collection, even though it is diverting food scraps from landfill.

For the first 9 months of Hamilton’s food scraps service, presentation rates averaged 55%. In
August 2021, due to Covid-19 restrictions, the food scraps service was paused for approximately
six weeks. When the food scraps service recommenced, presentation rates dropped to an average
of 46%. There was another pause on the food scraps service in April 2022, and when the service
recommenced, the average presentation rate dropped to 38% and has remained at 37-38% since
June 2023. Unfortunately, these pauses in the food scraps collection impacted our presentation
rates as residents realised they could fit food scraps in their red lid bin and never went back to
using their food scraps bin.

Our community engagement has identified the following barriers to residents using the kerbside
food scraps service: no kitchen space to separate food scraps, smell, considering it yuck or gross,
convenience to throw everything into one bin.

2d. Please outline any other suggestions (aside from options outlined below) that could help
support kerbside organic services.

Hamilton City Council will be implementing the following initiatives to try and increase the uptake
of our kerbside food scraps service:

a. Placing “No food scraps in red lid bin” stickers on red rubbish bins to encourage the use of the
food scraps bin.

b. Providing education on how to effectively use the food scraps bin — freeze scraps, sprinkle
baking soda on food scraps, use a brown paper bag or newspaper to line the food scraps bin,
etc.

As part of kerbside standardisation in February 2024, the Ministry for the Environment no longer
allow paper towels to be collected in the kerbside food scraps service. Hamilton City Council
provided feedback at the time that this would be detrimental to kerbside diversion targets.
Hamilton City Council continues to encourage the Ministry for the Environment to allow paper
towels in kerbside food scraps as it reduces organic waste going to landfill. Council’s contractor
can process paper towels in their composting process.

An option that could be considered is campaigns showing how easy it is to use your food scraps
bin and sharing tips and tricks that work in practice. Our engagement with the community has
found that the more we talk about it and share these practical tips that we use, the more likely
people are to give it a go.

2.1 Develop standardised modelling tools for territorial authorities to scope and contract
kerbside collections.

2.1a. Do you support the option to develop standardised modelling tools for territorial
authorities to scope and contract kerbside collections?

Yes | No | Maybe/Unsure
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100.
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111.
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113,
114,

115.
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Yes.

2.1b. Please share any further thoughts or ideas on this option, including any concerns or previous
challenges in using standardised modelling tools.

Standardisation helps to reduce costs and complexities and enables the same service to be
provided across the country.

Standardisation of bin type and size, as well as standardisation of service, would also be
beneficial. While kerbside recycling is standardised in terms of what can go into the bin, the bin
size, collection frequency, and operational service aren’t standardised, and this causes confusion
when people travel or move around the country. For example, people living in Auckland put their
glass in their recycling bin with their mixed recycling, but in Hamilton glass is separated in a
separate glass crate. This has caused confusion when people move or travel from Auckland to
Hamilton, as they do not realise they need to separate their glass from their mixed recycling.
These differences minimise the effectiveness of standardisation and councils cannot have
standardised messaging when these differences occur.

2.2 Share resources with territorial authorities to support them in optimising household use of
kerbside organic collections.

2.2a. Do you support the option to share resources with territorial authorities to support
optimising household use of kerbside organic collections?

Yes | No | Maybe/Unsure
Yes.
2.2b. Please share any further thoughts or ideas on this option.

Enabling councils to share a back-end process for food scraps before they are sent to a processing
facility would help increase economies of scale and reduce cost.

2.3 Fund trials for increasing uptake of kerbside organic collections and share findings
nationally.

2.3a. Do you support the option to fund trials for increasing uptake of kerbside organic
collections and share findings nationally?

Yes | No | Maybe/Unsure
Maybe.

The primary reason councils aren’t providing kerbside organic collections is cost and budget.
There is a lot of existing research and councils likely already know the benefits of kerbside organic
collections — the issue is funding the service.

2.4 Showcase organic waste reduction and diversion as a climate change mitigation tool.

2.4a. Do you support the option to showcase organic waste reduction and diversion as a climate
change mitigation tool to the public?

Yes | No | Maybe/Unsure
Yes.
2.4b. Please share any further thoughts or ideas on this option.

Research shows that New Zealanders care about climate change (e.g. New Zealander’s Perception
of Climate Change — Information Audit 2023, MfE), so linking food waste diversion as a tool to
help with our climate response may help with greater uptake. However, there are other food-
related behaviours such as incorporating more plant-based meals into your diet that can have
Page 9 of 17
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129.
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131.

132.
133.

bigger impacts in terms of climate change mitigation, so these messages should also be
incorporated into any messaging about food behaviours and climate action.

2.5 Which of these options should be prioritised?

Which options would have the most impact and should be prioritised for implementation? Please
rank from 1 (highest priority) to 4.

Hamilton City Council has prioritised the options as follows:

1. Share resources with territorial authorities to support them in optimising household use of
kerbside organic services.

2. Develop standardised modelling tools for territorial authorities to scope and contract kerbside
collections.

3. Showcase organic waste reduction and diversion as a climate change mitigation tool to the
public.

4. Fund trials for increasing uptake of kerbside organic collections and share findings nationally.
2.6 Examples or evidence.

Please provide any additional examples or evidence related to council kerbside organic collections
that you would like to share.

Hamilton City Council implemented their kerbside weekly food scraps collection service (23L bin)
in August 2020 and diverts on average 4.5 tonnes from landfill annually. As a ‘thank you’ to the
community and to further educate them on where their food scraps go, we give back “Tronpost”
to the community.

Increased funding available to councils for organic waste solutions will significantly impact the
uptake of a kerbside food scraps collection service. It is a very expensive service, and this is a
barrier to smaller councils.

3. Enabling organic processing solutions, including biogas.
3. General questions on organic processing solutions.

3a. What factors do you think are most important when selecting an organic waste processing
solution?

Price, logistics, environmental outcomes, scale of the solution.

Biogas processing is the gold standard, but it requires significant volume and comes at a
significant cost to set up.

3b. What data or information do you think would be most useful to support decision-making on
organic processing solutions?

Modelling tools showing total cost of ownership over the life of the contract.

Standardised emissions data for the different processing options to enable comparison of
processing solutions so we can model the cost of the service and emissions created over the life of
the contract.

3c. Could improved data from anaerobic digestion and composting facilities (ie, from a voluntary
reporting scheme) help inform decision-making on organic waste processing solutions? If so,
how?

Yes.

More data usually leads to better decision-making and a better outcome.
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3d. Please outline any other suggestions (aside from the options outlined below) that could help
enable organic processing solutions, including biogas.

Investigation of other products that could be put through the processing solution to increase
volume and provide increased economies of scale.

Wood waste, particularly treated wood, is a significant waste stream with limited end-of-life
options. It is difficult to identify treated wood from untreated wood, which reduces the end-of-life
options for wood that is potentially treated.

There needs to be incentives for commercial businesses to use this solution to increase
economies of scale.

Government could take a more strategic view of organic processing solutions and fund a selection
of biogas processing facilities nationally. This takes funding and risk away from local government,
which is one of the biggest barriers to implementation of this service.

3.1 Map local infrastructure gaps and opportunities for diverting organics.

3.1a. Do you support the option to map local infrastructure gaps and opportunities for diverting
organics?

Yes | No | Maybe/Unsure
Yes.

The Waikato and Bay of Plenty regions are already doing this through the cross-regional
infrastructure strategy and infrastructure plan.

3.1b. Please share any further thoughts or ideas on this option.

While Waikato and Bay of Plenty councils are already working on this, a more national approach
would provide greater benefit nationally. Significant volumes are required to successfully operate.
Smart capital investment, including a strategic infrastructure plan based on the country’s needs, is
needed so that we aren’t duplicating resources across the country.

3.2 Provide information on biogas through a waste lens, including updated waste-to-energy
guidance.

3.2a. Do you support the option to provide more information on biogas through a waste lens,
including updated waste-to-energy guidance?

Yes | No | Maybe/Unsure

Yes.

Standardised assumptions and information lead to better decision-making.
3.2b. Please share any further thoughts or ideas on this option.

Council staff across the country are being asked questions on waste-to-energy solutions, and
therefore national guidance, direction, and information is required so that we are all working
towards the same outcomes.

Hamilton City Council would like to know who will create the guidance and who will lead the
working group.

Hamilton City Council would like to recognise that it is important that we don’t incentivise the
demand — we do not want to create more waste because we need it for energy, for example. Any
biogas options should be replacing a fossil fuel/a higher-emissions fuel to align with emissions
reduction efforts and targets.

Page 11 of 17



153.

154.

155.
156.
157.

158.
159.

160.
161.

162.
163.

164.
165.
166.

167.
168.

169.

3.3 Examples or evidence.

Please provide any additional examples or evidence related to organic processing solutions that
you would like to share.

Wood is an organic material, and it is our biggest waste stream, and there are limited end-product
solutions, particularly for treated wood. It is difficult to identify treated wood from untreated
wood, which reduces the end-of-life options for wood that is potentially treated. There would be
significant benefit for this to be looked at nationally.

4. Broadening waste sector participation in the New Zealand Emissions Trading Scheme
4.1 Decision-making criteria on waste sector coverage for the ETS.

4.1a. Are the principles identified (in table 2) appropriate for guiding decision-making on waste
sector coverage for the ETS?

Yes | No | Maybe/Unsure
Yes.

While Hamilton City Council is of the view that the principles are appropriate, there should be
greater emphasis on principle 3 — options for avoidance. The ETS means businesses can still
produce emissions, but pay for them, and currently these costs aren’t high enough to be effective
(i.e. drive emissions reduction), and the costs are also passed onto consumers. There needs to be
greater focus on reducing emissions in the first place, which is what the previous sections of this
submission document discuss.

4.1b. Please identify any relevant principles you consider are missing.

As above — Hamilton City Council feel that there should be greater emphasis on options for
avoidance.

4.2 Waste sector participation in the ETS

4.2a. Are the current rules for participation in the ETS sufficient to cover all meaningful emissions
sources in the waste sector? Please outline the reasons for your answer.

Yes | No | Maybe/Unsure
Unsure.
It is not clear from the Ministry’s document what rules are being referred to.

4.2b. Should all classes of disposal facility that accept putrescible and biodegradable waste be
subject to ETS obligations for the emissions they produce? Please outline the reasons for your
answer.

Yes | No | Maybe/Unsure
Maybe.

Hamilton City Council would need to see further research on the methane emissions created by
the different classes of landfill to be able to provide an educated opinion on this.

Hamilton City Council feel that this is dependent on the scale of putrescible and biodegradable
waste and the scale of emissions produced. However, we can’t manage what we don’t measure. If
there are more sites accepting more of these types of waste, then we need to make sure that this
is captured and accounted for.
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Any increase in sites subject to ETS obligations would require additional resources and processes
at the site to manage the ETS obligations, which could ultimately result in the cost being passed
on to the user. As such, sites may need financial support to implement systems.

Hamilton City Council feel that using the ETS as a tool should be the end-of-line option and we
should be reducing waste first.

Hamilton City Council feel that the ETS should only be applied to the end destination, i.e. landfill.

4.2c. Should resource recovery facilities that handle organic materials be subject to ETS
obligations for the emissions they produce? Please outline the reasons for your answer.

Yes | No | Maybe/Unsure
No.

Hamilton City Council feel that the ETS should only be applied to the end destination, i.e. landfill.
This should exclude food waste processing facilities as this would further increase the cost of this
service, which is already expensive and is a current barrier to more councils utilising this service.

Hamilton City Council feel that the first step should always be avoiding emissions in the first place,
i.e. avoiding food waste ending up in landfill.

4.2d. Should ETS obligations cover any other facility or infrastructure types in the waste and
resource recovery sector that produce emissions? Please outline the reasons for your answer.

Yes | No | Maybe/Unsure

(If yes, please list any other facility or infrastructure types that should be covered by ETS
obligations).

Unsure.

Any increase in ETS obligations to other facility types would likely mean the cost is passed onto
the consumer.

4.3 General questions.

4.3a. Do you believe any other changes (beyond those included in this sector feedback document
or the 2026 ETS regulatory review consultation) could be made to the ETS regulations for the
waste sector to maximise emissions abatement opportunity and incentives?

Yes | No | Maybe/Unsure

(If yes, what other changes could be made to the ETS regulations for the waste sector).
Unsure.

More information is required to make an informed decision.

4.3Db. Please share any research, reports, data sets or other evidence relevant to emissions
impacts, abatement opportunities or other topics that you believe should be considered when
designing any changes to ETS coverage for the waste sector.

Nothing further to add.
5. Considering landfill gas management in the new planning system.

5.1. Review the criteria for when regulations under the current National Environment Standards
for Air Quality would apply.

5.1a. Are changes needed to criteria 1 and 2 on the size and capacity of landfills?

Yes | No | Maybe/Unsure
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(If yes, should size and/or capacity be increased or decreased?)
Unsure.

Hamilton City Council does not operate a landfill, and therefore we do not have the expertise to
comment.

5.1b Are changes needed to criterion 3 on requirements for landfills to manage landfill gas if they
are currently open? Please explain the reasons for your answer.

Yes | No | Maybe/Unsure
Unsure.

Hamilton City Council does not operate a landfill, and therefore we do not have the expertise to
comment.

5.1c. Are changes needed to criterion 4 on the maximum amount of putrescible or biodegradable
material that is allowed in a landfill before regulations apply? Please explain the reasons for your
answer.

Yes | No | Maybe/Unsure
(If yes, should the threshold be increased or decreased?)
Unsure.

Hamilton City Council does not operate a landfill, and therefore we do not have the expertise to
comment.

5.1d. Are changes needed to criterion 5 on the requirement for surface emissions to not exceed
5,000 parts per million? Please explain the reasons for your answer.

Yes | No | Maybe/Unsure
Unsure.

Hamilton City Council does not operate a landfill, and therefore we do not have the expertise to
comment.

5.1e. Would you support making Class 2 landfills subject to landfill gas capture requirements?
Please explain the reasons for your answer.

Yes | No | Maybe/Unsure
Unsure.

Class 2 landfills do not create as much gas as Class 1 landfills. More information is required on
how much methane is created by wood waste sent to Class 2 landfills and whether there is
increasing organic waste being sent to Class 2 landfills.

Gas capture in class 1 landfills is a significant cost and requires ongoing monitoring to ensure
compliance with consent conditions.

However, you can’t manage what you don’t measure.

5.1f. What would the operational impacts be for you, your business or your council if any of the
above criteria were amended? Please specify which amendments would have these impacts.

Any regulatory changes would likely result in cost increases to council.

5.1g. Have you undertaken any monitoring or studies that could help to fill information gaps on
the impacts of the criteria for when regulations under the NES-AQ apply? If so, please attach them
to your submission.
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208.
209.
210.
211.
212,

213.
214.

215.

216.
217.

218.
219.

220.
221.

222,

223.

224,

225.
226.
227.
228.

229.
230.

231.

232,

No.

5.1h. Please share any further thoughts or ideas on this option.

Nothing further to add.

5.2 Introduce a regulated efficiency standard of 60 percent for landfill gas capture systems.

5.2a. Do you support the option to introduce a minimum efficiency standard for landfill gas
capture systems required by regulation? Please explain the reasons for your answer.

Yes | No | Maybe/Unsure
Yes.

Hamilton City Council supports a regulated efficiency standard for new landfills. It could be
difficult to retrofit existing landfills to meet this standard.

5.2b. Is 60 percent a reasonable minimum efficiency standard for landfill gas capture systems, or
should this be higher or lower? Please explain the reasons for your answer.

Yes | No | Maybe/Unsure
No.

Hamilton City Council suggest there should be a higher standard for new landfills to raise the bar
for the future.

If this requirement is imposed on existing landfills, what support is there to pay for this?

5.2c. If you are a landfill operator, what sort of lead-in time would you need to be able to comply
with a minimum efficiency standard of 60 percent?

N/A.

5.2d. What would the operational impacts be for you, your business or your council if a minimum
efficiency standard was required?

Hamilton City Council was unsure if this relates to closed landfills or just operational landfills.
Hamilton City Council has four closed landfills that are maintained and monitored.

Hamilton’s waste goes to Hampton Downs landfill, which is already operating above the proposed
60 percent minimum efficiency standard.

5.2e. What are the barriers or challenges you might face in achieving a 60 percent minimum
efficiency standard?

N/A.
5.2f. Please share any further thoughts or ideas on this option.
Nothing further to add.

5.2g. Please provide any additional examples or evidence related to this option that you would
like to share.

Nothing further to add.

5.3 Understanding compliance approaches and information requirements for regional councils
and central government.

5.3a. If you are involved in consenting, particularly of landfills, what are the main challenges in
the current process? And what areas of the process are working well?

N/A.
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233. 5.3b. If you are involved in consenting, particularly of landfills, do you currently have enough
information to monitor consents for compliance?

Yes | No | Maybe/Unsure
(If no, what are the barriers to getting this information?)
234. N/A.

235. 5.3c. What support could central government provide to improve compliance monitoring and
enforcement practices in relation to landfills and landfill gas capture?

236. N/A.

Further Information and Opportunity to Discuss our
Feedback

237. Should the Ministry for the Environment require clarification of the feedback from Hamilton City
Council, or additional information, please contact Sarah Wilson (Director of Resource Recovery),
phone 027 808 0246 or email Sarah.Wilson@hcc.govt.nz in the first instance.

238. Hamilton City Council representatives would welcome the opportunity to discuss the content of
this feedback in more detail with the Ministry for the Environment.

Yours faithfully

2ol

Lance Vervoort
CHIEF EXECUTIVE

Page 16 of 17


mailto:Sarah.Wilson@hcc.govt.nz

FURTHER INFORMATION
Hamilton City Council
Garden Place, Private Bag 3010, Hamilton

© /hamiltoncitycouncil
© @hamiltoncitycouncil
©® 078386699

hamilton.govt.nz




