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Lake Domain Reserves Act Reclassification Submissions

23 September — 22 October 2025

Name

Would you like to make a
verbal submission?

Are you responding on
behalf of an
organisation?

Nikhil Varghese No thanks No, these are my own
personal views

KOBE CROSSFIELD No thanks No, these are my own
personal views

Chris Taylor No thanks No, these are my own
personal views

Phil Evans No thanks No, these are my own
personal views

Rob Jardim No thanks No, these are my own
personal views

MichelleTempleton No thanks No, these are my own
personal views

Brydon Sundgren No thanks No, these are my own
personal views

Sheryl No thanks No, these are my own
personal views

Diana Adamokova No thanks No, these are my own
personal views

Rebecca Law No thanks

harleymcarthur No thanks No, these are my own
personal views

Aidan Clarkin-Rush No thanks No, these are my own
personal views

Lyall Duffus No thanks No, these are my own
personal views

John van Rooy No thanks No, these are my own
personal views

Amber No thanks No, these are my own
personal views

Rimu Yes, | would like to speak | No, these are my own

to my submission

personal views

Glenda Morrissey

Yes, | would like to speak
to my submission

No, these are my own
personal views

Te Kopa King

Yes, | would like to speak
to my submission

No, these are my own
personal views

Ernest Ross Needham

Yes, | would like to speak
to my submission

No, these are my own
personal views

James / Jill McCulloch No thanks No, these are my own
personal views

Diana Morris No thanks No, these are my own
personal views

Not provided No thanks No, these are my own

personal views
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Lake Domain Reserves Act Reclassification Submissions
23 September — 22 October 2025

Date submitted: Sep 23, 2025, 01:02 PM
Contribution ID: 6327

Name Nikhil Varghese

Are you responding on behalf of an organisation?
No, these are my own personal views

Would you like to make a verbal submission?
No thanks

Which option do you support?
Option 1: Change the classification

Please provide a reason for your response.

As the city is growing it is okay to use the area for enriching the water resources. However, the
people should ensure the results are made in the process and not to loose too much of the
recreational areas.

If you would like to attach a supporting document please upload your file.
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Date submitted: Sep 23, 2025, 02:17 PM
Contribution ID: 6328

Name KOBE CROSSFIELD

Are you responding on behalf of an organisation?
No, these are my own personal views

Would you like to make a verbal submission?
No thanks

Which option do you support?
Option 1: Change the classification

Please provide a reason for your response.

This city has a large issue with water management and i hope this reservoir proposal can fix much of
those issues. There is no one i know that uses that area for recreation either because no one knows
about it

If you would like to attach a supporting document please upload your file.




Lake Domain Reserves Act Reclassification Submissions
23 September — 22 October 2025

Date submitted: Sep 23, 2025, 04:51 PM
Contribution ID: 6329

Name Chris Taylor

Are you responding on behalf of an organisation?
No, these are my own personal views

Would you like to make a verbal submission?
No thanks

Which option do you support?
Option 1: Change the classification

Please provide a reason for your response.
So the project can go ahead

If you would like to attach a supporting document please upload your file.
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Lake Domain Reserves Act Reclassification Submissions
23 September — 22 October 2025

Date submitted: Sep 23, 2025, 06:41 PM
Contribution ID: 6330

Name Phil Evans

Are you responding on behalf of an organisation?
No, these are my own personal views

Would you like to make a verbal submission?
No thanks

Which option do you support?
Option 1: Change the classification

Please provide a reason for your response.
| want to support the change of classification as outlined in Option 1.

If you would like to attach a supporting document please upload your file.
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23 September — 22 October 2025

Date submitted: Sep 23, 2025, 06:59 PM
Contribution ID: 6332

Name Rob Jardim

Are you responding on behalf of an organisation?
No, these are my own personal views

Would you like to make a verbal submission?
No thanks

Which option do you support?
Option 1: Change the classification

Please provide a reason for your response.
It makes sense to change the classification

If you would like to attach a supporting document please upload your file.
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Date submitted: Sep 24, 2025, 10:26 AM
Contribution ID: 6333

Name MichelleTempleton

Are you responding on behalf of an organisation?
No, these are my own personal views

Would you like to make a verbal submission?
No thanks

Which option do you support?
Option 1: Change the classification

Please provide a reason for your response.

If you would like to attach a supporting document please upload your file.
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Lake Domain Reserves Act Reclassification Submissions
23 September — 22 October 2025

Date submitted: Sep 24, 2025, 04:23 PM
Contribution ID: 6353

Name Brydon Sundgren

Are you responding on behalf of an organisation?
No, these are my own personal views

Would you like to make a verbal submission?
No thanks

Which option do you support?
Option 1: Change the classification

Please provide a reason for your response.
Agree with the reasoning set out by Council for reclassification.

If you would like to attach a supporting document please upload your file.
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Date submitted: Sep 26, 2025, 07:54 AM
Contribution ID: 6367

Name Sheryl

Are you responding on behalf of an organisation?
No, these are my own personal views

Would you like to make a verbal submission?
No thanks

Which option do you support?
Option 1: Change the classification

Please provide a reason for your response.
| believe this is a necessary change for the city to expand into its current & future population as it
grows.

If you would like to attach a supporting document please upload your file.




Lake Domain Reserves Act Reclassification Submissions
23 September — 22 October 2025

Date submitted: Sep 26, 2025, 10:16 AM
Contribution ID: 6368

Name Diana Adamokova

Are you responding on behalf of an organisation?
No, these are my own personal views

Would you like to make a verbal submission?
No thanks

Which option do you support?
Option 1: Change the classification

Please provide a reason for your response.

If you would like to attach a supporting document please upload your file.
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Lake Domain Reserves Act Reclassification Submissions
23 September — 22 October 2025

Date submitted: Oct 04, 2025, 01:10 PM
Contribution ID: 6370

Name Rebecca Law

Are you responding on behalf of an organisation?

Would you like to make a verbal submission?
No thanks

Which option do you support?
Option 1: Change the classification

Please provide a reason for your response.

If you would like to attach a supporting document please upload your file.
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Lake Domain Reserves Act Reclassification Submissions
23 September — 22 October 2025

Date submitted: Oct 05, 2025, 12:02 PM
Contribution ID: 6371

Name harleymcarthur

Are you responding on behalf of an organisation?
No, these are my own personal views

Would you like to make a verbal submission?
No thanks

Which option do you support?
Option 2: Do no change the classification

Please provide a reason for your response.

If you would like to attach a supporting document please upload your file.
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Date submitted: Oct 07, 2025, 11:34 AM
Contribution ID: 6372

Name Aidan Clarkin-Rush

Are you responding on behalf of an organisation?
No, these are my own personal views

Would you like to make a verbal submission?
No thanks

Which option do you support?
Option 1: Change the classification

Please provide a reason for your response.

As it seems inevitable that the current reservoir will not be able to cater to projected changes in the
area & population growth, | feel as if not taking advantage of the prime location & close promixity to
the pre-existing reservoir would be a missed opportunity.

If you would like to attach a supporting document please upload your file.
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Date submitted: Oct 17, 2025, 02:58 PM
Contribution ID: 6486

Name Lyall Duffus

Are you responding on behalf of an organisation?
No, these are my own personal views

Would you like to make a verbal submission?
No thanks

Which option do you support?
Option 1: Change the classification

Please provide a reason for your response.

If you want genuine consultation please don't use abbreviations you haven't defined anywhere.
What is IAF?

Shouldn't you have done THIS consultation (about the change of use) before you spent large
amounts of money doing designs?

If you would like to attach a supporting document please upload your file.
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Date submitted: Oct 17, 2025, 06:36 PM
Contribution ID: 6494

Name John van Rooy

Are you responding on behalf of an organisation?
No, these are my own personal views

Would you like to make a verbal submission?
No thanks

Which option do you support?
Option 1: Change the classification

Please provide a reason for your response.
Topic: Reclassification of Parks Reserve — Expansion of Designated Water Reserve

Submission Statement:

| support the reclassification of a portion of the existing Parks Reserve to expand the designated
water reserve. This change is essential to enable the development of two new water reservoirs that
will secure long-term water supply for Hamilton City, particularly the Central Business District (CBD).
The site has historically supported water infrastructure, including a decommissioned tank and an
aging reservoir nearing obsolescence. Its elevation and location remain ideal for redevelopment. The
proposed reservoirs will be earthquake-resilient, significantly larger, and capable of servicing the CBD
and surrounding areas well into the next century.

Planning and Legal Justification:

¢ Hamilton City Operative District Plan — Proposed Plan Change 12 (PC12):

e Supports infrastructure enablement and intensification in the CBD (Objective 1.2.2, Policy
1.2.2a).

e Resource Management Act 1991 (RMA):

e Section 5: Promotes sustainable management of infrastructure.

e Section 31: Requires territorial authorities to manage land use and infrastructure.

e Section 14: Permits reasonable use of water for municipal supply.

¢ Hamilton City Council Water Supply Bylaw:

¢ Authorizes Council to maintain and expand water supply systems to meet demand and
protect public health.

e NZS 4404:2010 — Land Development and Subdivision Infrastructure:

Clause 6.2.3 requires compliance with pressure, zoning, and resilience standards. The proposed
reservoirs meet these requirements.

Relief Sought:




‘ Hamilton
Te kaunihera o Kirikiriroa

That Hamilton City Council approve the reclassification of the specified portion of Parks Reserve to

expand the designated water reserve, enabling the development of two new reservoirs and
associated infrastructure.

Declaration:

| confirm that the information provided is true and correct to the best of my knowledge

If you would like to attach a supporting document please upload your file.




Lake Domain Reserves Act Reclassification Submissions
23 September — 22 October 2025

Date submitted: Oct 19, 2025, 12:48 PM
Contribution ID: 6513

Name Amber

Are you responding on behalf of an organisation?
No, these are my own personal views

Would you like to make a verbal submission?
No thanks

Which option do you support?
Option 1: Change the classification

Please provide a reason for your response.
Water is important infrastructure and needs prioritised

If you would like to attach a supporting document please upload your file.
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Date submitted: Oct 19, 2025, 06:12 PM
Contribution ID: 6515

Name Rimu

Are you responding on behalf of an organisation?
No, these are my own personal views

Would you like to make a verbal submission?
Yes, | would like to speak to my submission

Which option do you support?
Option 1: Change the classification

Please provide a reason for your response.
because we need this reservoir development to cope with our fastest-growing population in the
country!

If you would like to attach a supporting document please upload your file.




Lake Domain Reserves Act Reclassification Submissions
23 September — 22 October 2025

Date submitted: Oct 21, 2025, 06:34 PM
Contribution ID: 6528

Name Glenda Morrissey

Are you responding on behalf of an organisation?
No, these are my own personal views

Would you like to make a verbal submission?
Yes, | would like to speak to my submission

Which option do you support?
Option 2: Do no change the classification

Please provide a reason for your response.

If you would like to attach a supporting document please upload your file.
See submission attached.
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Submission on Proposed Reclassification of Reserve Land — Hamilton Lake Domain

1. Introduction

Hamilton City Council is proposing to change the classification of part of Lake Domain Reserve from
Recreation Reserve to Local Purpose (Water Infrastructure) Reserve. This reclassification is intended to
facilitate the development of essential water infrastructure to support the city’s future needs.

The proposed infrastructure, however, does not align with the current Recreation Reserve classification
under the Reserves Act 1977. To proceed, the land would need to be reclassified to reflect its intended
purpose more accurately.

Council is proposing to reclassify approximately 14,810m? of Lake Domain Reserve, specifically part of Lot
1 DP 16167 and Park Allotment 74, Hamilton West Town Belt, from Recreation Reserve to Local Purpose
(Water Infrastructure) Reserve.

I, Glenda Morrissey, submit this statement in opposition to the proposed reclassification of reserve land
within Hamilton Lake Domain to enable construction of new water reservoirs at Ruakiwi Road. While I
acknowledge the importance of improving Hamilton’s water infrastructure to accommodate population
growth, I oppose the reclassification of reserve land for this purpose. The proposal conflicts with the
Hamilton Lake Domain Management Plan, the city’s open space strategies, and wider community interests.

This submission outlines key concerns relating to site suitability, environmental effects, community
consultation, and consistency with council policies.

2. Location and Zoning Concerns

The proposed site at Ruakiwi Road is unsuitable for large-scale infrastructure. Ruakiwi Road is a key
transport corridor providing access to the domain, residential areas, and serves as a primary ambulance
route to the hospital. The Hamilton Lake Domain is a highly valued open space, known for its expansive
lawns and tree canopy that offer important recreational and aesthetic benefits to the community.
Reclassification of this land would be inconsistent with the Hamilton Lake Domain Management Plan,
which prioritises the minimisation of built structures within the reserve. The proposal undermines these
objectives and would significantly alter the area’s character and amenity.

3. Construction and Noise Effects

The construction phase, anticipated to extend up to 30 months, would generate considerable noise,
vibration, and traffic disruption. These effects would negatively impact visitors, dog walkers, and nearby
residents who value the tranquillity of the domain. The Assessment of Environmental Effects (AEE)
underplays these issues by suggesting operational noise and vibration would be negligible. However, the
potential for early morning concrete pours (as early as 5:00 a.m.) and heavy vehicle movements along
Ruakiwi Road—within approximately 10 metres of residential dwellings—has not been appropriately
addressed. These disruptions are likely to be more significant than stated.



4. Ecological and Environmental Impacts

The proposal would result in the removal or relocation of approximately 55 mature trees and the
permanent loss of over 15,000 square metres of reserve land. This constitutes a significant reduction in
urban green space at a time when Hamilton City Council’s strategies emphasise sustainability, tree
retention, and environmental protection. Under the Reserves Act, such resources should be preserved for
public enjoyment and ecological benefit. The loss of mature trees and open space runs counter to the city’s
climate resilience and biodiversity goals.

5. Site Assessment and Alternative Options

The Ruakiwi Road site was selected following a Multi-Criteria Analysis (MCA) of nine potential locations.
However, this process appears to have prioritised engineering convenience over environmental and
community outcomes. The alternative Option 2 site at Peacock Reserve, located near the existing water
treatment plant, rated more favourably in terms of community impact but was not pursued further. This
raises concerns regarding the transparency of the site selection process and the weighting of criteria.
Furthermore, reliance on any existing land designations within the domain should not automatically justify
expansion of infrastructure across an additional 15,000 square metres of reserve land.

6. Community Engagement and Communication

Engagement with local residents has been inadequate. Reports summarising community feedback have
understated the extent of public opposition, suggesting general support for the proposal. This contradicts
the experiences of many residents who have expressed strong concern regarding impacts on recreation,
noise, and heritage values. Moreover, the decision to pursue the Ruakiwi Road site appears to have been
made before meaningful community involvement, eroding public confidence in the consultation process.

In my view, the two options presented to residents were unbalanced and framed in a way that encouraged
support for the Council’s preferred option. References to loss of funding and “future proofing” were used to
influence opinion rather than facilitate genuine consultation.

7. Heritage Considerations

The existing Ruakiwi Road water tower is a Category A heritage structure that represents a key element of
Hamilton’s historical infrastructure. Any new development in its vicinity should protect the tower’s visual
integrity and cultural significance. The proposed reservoirs would dominate the site visually, diminishing
the heritage value and landmark prominence of the existing tower.

8. Future Planning and Sustainability

Hamilton Lake Domain is one of the city’s most important recreational assets, and its value will increase as
the city grows. Future planning should prioritise sustainable water management solutions and maximise
use of existing designated infrastructure areas. Retaining the current water tower—which has recently
been upgraded—and reconsidering alternative sites would minimise both environmental and social costs
while still meeting the city’s future water supply requirements.



9. Alignment with Council Strategies

The proposal is inconsistent with several key Hamilton City Council documents, including the 2024-54
Infrastructure Strategy, the Long-Term Plan 2024 /25, and Plan Change 12. These strategies emphasise
protection and enhancement of green spaces, sustainable intensification, and preservation of the health
and wellbeing of Lake Rotoroa and the Waikato River. The proposed reclassification contradicts these
objectives by reducing green space and diminishing community access to recreational land.

10. Cost and Resource Efficiency

The financial and environmental costs associated with mitigating the project’s impacts—particularly
landscaping and visual screening—would be more effectively invested in an alternative location such as
Peacock Reserve. Upgrading and retaining the existing infrastructure would also deliver greater cost
efficiency while avoiding unnecessary loss of public reserve land.

11. Conclusion

For the reasons outlined above, [ oppose the proposed reclassification and designation of reserve land at
Ruakiwi Road for water reservoir development. The project is inconsistent with the Hamilton Lake Domain
Management Plan, negatively affects community amenity and environmental values, and fails to align with
the city’s long-term strategic goals.

The loss of reserve land to accommodate the reservoirs would cause a permanent and detrimental change
to the character and usability of the Hamilton Lake Domain.

[ respectfully request that Hamilton City Council decline the proposed reclassification and designation, and
instead pursue the alternative site at Peacock Reserve, which better aligns with community needs and
environmental sustainability principles.

Submitted by:
Glenda Morrissey
Hamilton, New Zealand
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Date submitted: Oct 22, 2025, 10:02 AM
Contribution ID: 6539

Name Te Kopa King

Are you responding on behalf of an organisation?
No, these are my own personal views

Would you like to make a verbal submission?
Yes, | would like to speak to my submission

Which option do you support?
| don't have a view or | am unsure about this

Please provide a reason for your response.
Kia ora

Ko tainui te Waka

Ko kawhia te Moana

Ko otomatariki, pirongia, karioi, Mangatautari me te Aroha nga maunga
Ko Ngati Hanui me waikato nga iwi

Ko Ngati Ngamurikaitaua te hapu

Ko Nukuhau pa taku Turangawaewae

Ko Te Kopa King toku ingoa.

| am unsure about this kaupapa because | wasn't informed earlier. | do have a couple of concerns and
that is the cultural significance of the site preferred to expand on.

1. Isn't there an urupa nearby?

2. Where are the cultural values and impact assessment reports and why aren't they attached to the
proposed project?

3.In 2024 at an Aramiro paa Marae hui, Rangiuia Tai rakena mentioned a Waka being found in the
lake. What happened to it and why was this information not mentioned in any reports so far?

4. If the entire area is Ngati Ngamurikaitaua whenua, which Hamilton city council and Te haa o te

whenua o kirikiriroa are aware of. why is there no mention of us on any sign boards but only on
council previous years records."

If you would like to attach a supporting document please upload your file.




Lake Domain Reserves Act Reclassification Submissions
23 September — 22 October 2025

Date submitted: Oct 22, 2025, 03:45 PM
Contribution ID: 6547

Name Ernest Ross Needham

Are you responding on behalf of an organisation?
No, these are my own personal views

Would you like to make a verbal submission?
Yes, | would like to speak to my submission

Which option do you support?
Option 2: Do no change the classification

Please provide a reason for your response.
As per attached

If you would like to attach a supporting document please upload your file.
See submission attached.
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Submission on Alteration to Notice of Requirement A67, and

Submission on Reserve Classification

Submitter Details

Ermest Ross Needham

I do wish to be heard in respect to my submission

Outcomes sought
Hamilton City Council not alter the nature and scope of Designation

Hamilton City Council not change the reserve classification to Local Purpose Reserve

Commentary

h general, | object to the Alteration and Reserve Classification change as the proposed activity is of a scale
and impact out of character with the current environment, amenity, and lake park amenity. The need for both
reservoirs is questionable and the driver for the project and timeframes seems to be a funding window
rather than project merit.

I have been aresident in Hamilton for 60 years and more recently on Ruakiwi Road for over 21 years having
decided to live in the area and this residence for reasons of:

* Locality,

»  Security (common courtyard)
* Lake Reserve

* Lakeview

it was my plan to remain living at 117 for the rest of my life and to continue to enjoy the lifestyle that | have
experienced for the last 21 years. Unfortunately, the proposed new Water Tower reservoirs have dramatically
changed my plans. The stress of contemplating the change in amenity, outlook, and considerable construction
effects, is impacting my well-being.

The view of Lake Rotoroa and that towards Hamilton City from our well-established residential home with
upstairs living creates a relaxing environment.

Due to family circumstances, | have not had sufficient time to fully understand and research the essential
information required of submissions but trust what | am including is adequate for the submission process. The
key issues | ave with some of the specific aspects of the project are as follows:

Consultation

Iwas not initially consulted on this project, untill after attendance at the second drop n session Held
27/05/2025. . This seems surprising given my property is the most likely impacted residence. It was only
after this session that have been visited twice by the Project Manager and the Architect. On one visit, after a



request, |was provided with photo shots from my terrace of the existing view and the proposed view after
construction. They do not seem to appear in any Presentations made to anyone involved in the
project

At no stage have | been approached by HCC Elected members of Council and none have appeared at the
"have your say sessions" at the Verandah Cate.

Iwas informed of a Council Meeting that was presented with papers seeking the Request for Approval to
proceed. The next day was when | understand the Elected members were to be briefed on the project. We
were invited to attend, but | was advised later that the invitation had been cancelled. | reiterate that at no
stage have | been approached by Elected Members

Landscape and Visual Impacts

I have read in brief the report by Adrian Moreton Land Scape Architects LTD, Various Location Points are set
out in this section of the Appendix - It appears only two properties in Ruakiwi Road are listed bring 12 Ruakiwi
and 22 Ruakiwi. My property, which is not included, appears to be excluded in other sections of the proposal it
is not clear why the impact on my property hasn't been assessed specifically.

Clearly the outlook and change of character and amenity will be significant from my property and the
landscape assessment seems to understand the size, scale and complete change if outlook with two large
Corten steel structures. Hardly in keeping with the park environment of the rest of the Lake reserve. Nor do
the new structure represent the scale and character of the existing water tower which lunderstand has
heritage value.

| have a very specific request relating to the removal of trees. | have never been consulted by anyone involved
in the tree removal and replanting although consider my property very much impacted by this programme. |
am strongly against the removal of Trees no 30 and 30a which are shown as "Existing Trees to be Removed".
ljust can't see the specific need to remove these trees which aid in buffering structures.

I will endeavour to attach photo shots to this submission as they do not appear anywhere in the 4 Volumes of
the Notice. There are many before and after photo shots of various properties including all of those in 4.11.
There are none from 1/17 Ruakiwi or my neighbour at 4/17 Ruakiwi, | consider that many aspects of the impact
on my property has not been truly represented.

Noise and Traffic and Construction Effects

From my brief understanding of the Notice of Requirement documents, it appears that while operational noise
levels may be within certain levels the construction phase noise levels will clearly be in excess of what are
already liberal construction noise levels.

Again, it appears the operational traffic level will be of lower levels of impact but it is also clear the
construction traffic will be excessive and uncontrolled. Heavy vehicles and construction workers trips will
cause significant disruption. If someone in this area gets hit or killed walking or driving in this area it will be on
Council. Pupils attending of Hamilton West School pass the site twice daily .

Vibration appears to be yet further significant concern - construction methods using piling techniques will
have both amenity impacts but also potentially impinge my home. Building vibration issues could easily
compromise the structural integrity of my home. What monitoring and compensation will be put in place?

Construction Management Plans-it is understood that the contractor, once appointed, will be required to put
a plan in place, | have had no chance to get involved in drafting this plan or have any confidence in the
enforcement of the plan. With timeline pressures to deliver, and financial impacts of not meeting timelines, the
contractor will inevitably operate outside and beyond the requirements of the Plan. Council as enforcer of its
own plan may take liberal interpretations.

None of the supplementary reports seem to have been peer reviewed for adequacy.



Summary
I remain in opposition to the proposed changes to the site as follows:

* Limited consultation

* Existing Lake Character impacts

* Visual Outlook Impacts

* Loss of Established Trees

* Impact on the Existing Reservoir Heritage Character

* Noise
*  Vibration and integrity of my home
* Traffic

* General Construction Effects
* Lack of convincing need for the project in this location

Nothing to date provided to me has demonstrated that these effects individually and cumulatively will be
mitigated in any meaningful way.

Why can't the reservoir furthest away be constructed first to provide an adequate buffer from the
adjacent residential properties? The need for a second reservoir is even less clear.

Until these matters can be addressed the application should be rejected. Also, there is also no clear
justification for the Reserve Classification changes.
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Date submitted: Oct 23, 2025, 12:53 PM
Contribution ID: 6575

Name James / Jill McCulloch

Are you responding on behalf of an organisation?
No, these are my own personal views

Would you like to make a verbal submission?
No thanks

Which option do you support?
Option 2: Do no change the classification

Please provide a reason for your response.

We object to the change of classification because a city which is reported as being fastest growing
city in NZ should be providing additional open spaces and parks for the growing population not
reclassifying existing parklands and building ugly water reservoirs which will be a blot on the
landscape of what is the city's most beautiful park. 14,800m2 (3.6 acres) of existing parkland to be
taken.

If you would like to attach a supporting document please upload your file.
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Date submitted: Oct 24, 2025, 12:16 PM
Contribution ID: 6590

Name Diana Morris

Are you responding on behalf of an organisation?
No, these are my own personal views

Would you like to make a verbal submission?
No thanks

Which option do you support?
Option 2: Do no change the classification

Please provide a reason for your response.
There are very few areas in central Hamilton that has trees and open spaces for all to enjoy.

The proposed towers would be encroaching on the very popular Lake Reserve visually as well as
physically. It is an area which encourages physical activity and promotes overall health - mental &

physical.

| often walk at the lake and am always pleasantly surprised at the numbers walking - from a wide
range of cultures and ages.

If you would like to attach a supporting document please upload your file.
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Date submitted: Oct 24, 2025, 12:45 PM
Contribution ID: 6591

Name Not provided

Are you responding on behalf of an organisation?
No, these are my own personal views

Would you like to make a verbal submission?
No thanks

Which option do you support?
Option 2: Do no change the classification

Please provide a reason for your response.

There are very limited community reserves of great value such as the lake. Restricting access would
compromise the wellbeing of many residents. In fact | believe the majority would like the lake charm
enough for contact recreation.

We have the Waikato River to extract water from, so I'm opposing to a change in classification.
Perhaps encourage more water tanks as a means to store water.

If you would like to attach a supporting document please upload your file.
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