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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
Council has prepared an initial representation review proposal and undertook engagement with 
the community on this proposal from 25 August to 6 October. 
 
The initial proposal put to the community was: 

- Retain the current general ward arrangements of 6 councillors elected in the East Ward, 
and 6 councillors elected in the West Ward, 

- Increase the total number of councillors to 14 
- Introduce a city-wide Maaori ward with 2 Maaori ward councillors  
- No community boards. 

 
The community were asked to indicate if they support the initial proposal (or not) and why as one 
question.  
 
It should be noted that during the consultation period Hamilton was in COVID-19 Alert Level 4, and 
moved through to Alert Level 2 and then back to Level 3. This impacted the choice of media 
channels and required more focus on digital media channels. 
 
We received 451 responses through the survey, with 177 respondents (39%) supporting Council’s 
initial proposal to keep the current East and West general wards with six councillors elected from 
each ward, keep the mayor elected at large, meaning everyone can vote for the mayor, and 
introduce two new Maaori ward councillors to be elected citywide. 274 (61%) that did not support 
the proposal in its entirety. 
 
The comments from the respondents have been analysed and the following key insights identified 
under the key components of the initial proposal: 
 
1) Retain the current arrangement of 6 councillors elected in the East Ward, and 6 councillors 

elected in the West Ward. 
Of the 190 comments in relation to this, 116 (61%) supported keeping the current ward 
system and 57 (30%) suggested all councillors should be elected city-wide, with 17 (9%) 
suggesting other alternatives such as a mixture of ward and city-wide options. 
 

2) Increase to total Number of Councillors to 14 
310 comments were made in relation to the number of councillors. This was the most 
commented on component of the initial proposal. The comments were split with 152 (49%) in 
support of the increase to 14 councillors and 152 (49%) either opting for 12 councillors or less. 
6 (2%) comments made said we should increase the number of councillors. 
 

3) Introduce a city wide Maaori ward with 2 Maaori ward councillors 
97 comments were made in relation to how the Maaori seats are to be implemented, with 45 
comments supporting the initial proposal and 14 comments suggesting seats be elected as 
East and West ward seats. The remaining 38 comments suggested that the initial proposal of 
two Maaori councillors did not provide sufficient representation. 
 

4) No Community boards 
Only a small number of comments (43) were made in relation to community boards, with 21 
of those comments suggesting community boards and 17 of the comments not supporting 
community boards.  The remaining where unclear in their support of community boards. 
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5) Other concerns 

There were also 55 comments in relation to the cost of additional councillors and 28 
comments in relation to the impact of additional councillors on Council’s ability to make 
decisions. It should be noted with reference to the cost of additional councillors - as it became 
apparent that feedback was being received on this point, staff made updates to the website to 
provide further clarification around the apportionment of the salary pool for councillors.  
 
Although this consultation was not about the introduction of Maaori wards (this decision has 
already been decided by Council), there were 309 comments on the introduction of Maaori 
wards with 207 (67%) comments in support of Maaori wards and 102 (33%) comments 
opposed to Maaori wards. Of the comments opposed to Maaori wards, 97 of the respondents 
did not support the initial proposal. 

 
This engagement is an ‘opt-in’ survey and therefore is not based on a representative sample of the 
community. The following key trends were noted in relation to the demographic profile of the 
respondents: 

• In the responses, respondents aged 25-29 were more likely to support Council’s initial 
proposal  

• Respondents who identified as Maaori were more likely to support Council’s proposal. 

• A higher number of respondents were from Hamilton’s East wards who have a higher 
preference for retaining the East and West ward boundaries compared to West ward 
residents. 
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ENGAGEMENT TACTICS  
GOAL 

To make Hamilton City Council governance representation ‘real’ for all Hamiltonians. 
 

OBJECTIVES  

• Hamiltonians are aware of the representation review 
• We make it easy for Hamiltonians to understand our proposed option  
• Our partners and stakeholders help us to share the word 
• Our campaign is accessible for our community. 

 

ENGAGEMENT CAMPAIGN REVIEW 

The engagement campaign ran from 25 August to 6 October and asked Hamiltonians whether they 
supported Council’s initial proposal for representation, and why/why not.  
 
The initial proposal was:  

- Retain the current general ward arrangements of 6 councillors elected in the East Ward, 
and 6 councillors elected in the West Ward 

- Increase the total number of councillors to 14 
- Introduce a city wide Maaori ward with 2 Maaori ward councillors  
- No community boards. 

 
An animated video on yourcityelections.co.nz explained the reason for the representation review, 
the different options Council looked at, and the initial proposal. Hardcopy versions of the 
consultation document were available at the Council building and libraries, and included an 
illustrated explanation of the video content. Hardcopy versions were provided as follows: 10 to 
each library, 5 each to customer service and to community development, being sustainable with 
our resources and providing multiple ways for the community to access the information.  
 
People could send their submissions via the digital submission form on yourcityelections.co.nz or 
by mailing the physical submission form in the hardcopy consultation document.  
 
The campaign was promoted via: 

- Waikato Times (25 August, 8 September, read by 45,000 people a day) 
- Hamilton Press (22 September, 29 September, delivered to 70, 146 households) 
- Waikato Weekly Chinese Newspaper (10 September, read by 12,000 people) 
- Indian Weekender Newspaper (17 September, estimated reach of 120,000 people) 
- Two bus backs (5 September to 6 October, estimated 232,000 impressions with a reach of 

38,000 people seeing it 6.1 times). 
- Mediaworks radio stations (27 September to 6 October, Edge, Mai FM, More FM, The 

Rock) 
- NZME radio stations (25 August to 1 September, ZM, The Hits, Newstalk ZB, Coast) 
- Stuff online advertising (25 August to 1 September, read by 87% of Hamiltonians) 
- Google advertising (25 August to 6 October, 659,000 impressions) 
- Youtube (25 August to 6 October, used by 55% of Hamiltonians) 
- Metservice online advertising (13 to 17 September app used by 30% of Hamilton) 
- Newshub online advertising (1 September to 6 October, 12,626 impressions) 
- Neighbourly advertising (used by 21% of Hamiltonians) 
- Electronic Direct Mail newsletters sent to Council’s databases of consultation notifications, 

Submitters to the Maaori Wards consultation, schools and community organisations (1853 
subscribers, emails were sent 3 September, 23 September and 30 September respectively) 
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- Facebook (paid advertising 25 August, 27 August, 16 September, 17 September, 23 
September, 27 September and 28 September, used by 76% of Hamiltonians) 

- Instagram (paid advertising 25 August, 27 August, 16 September, 17 September, 23 
September, 27 September and 28 September, used by 43% of Hamiltonians) 

- Linkedin (organic posts only, 27 August, 15 September, 5 October, used by 22% of 
Hamiltonians) 

 
Throughout the consultation period staff monitored the submission numbers and analysed the 
demographics of submissions. Youth, Maaori and other ethnic groups were underrepresented in 
the responses. We took several actions to encourage submissions from these groups, including: 

- Sending an email specifically to people who submitted to the consultation of the 
introduction of Maaori wards in April 2021 

- Adding a $200 Prezzy Card incentive for submitters, promoted heavily on social media 
- Sending a reminder email to our EDM database 
- Sending extra collateral and reminders to the Community Development team 
- Inverting the colours on digital assets (white background instead of orange) to mitigate 

election fatigue – this consultation immediately followed by-election voting 
 
The Covid-19 lockdown impacted our media choices, and meant we used less traditional media 
channels than we otherwise may have. Printing and distribution of the Consultation Document 
was delayed, and Bus Backs were launched at Level 2. We focused on digital media channels 
during Levels 4 & 3, shifting radio bookings where we could ensure they reached the Level 2 
commuting crowd.   
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SUBMISSIONS INSIGHTS 
FEEDBACK THROUGH SUBMISSION FORMS (ONLINE & PAPER COPY) 

Council looked at a range of options as part of the Wider Representation Review and put forward 
an initial proposal to the public for consultation.  
 
Participants of this survey were asked for their feedback on that proposal, which was:  

• Retain the current general ward arrangements of 6 councillors elected in the East Ward, 
and 6 councillors elected in the West Ward, 

• Increase the total number of councillors to 14 

• Introduce a city wide Maaori ward with 2 Maaori ward councillors  

• No community boards. 
 
Alongside whether participants supported the Council’s proposal, participants were asked to 
comment on the reason for their choice, and comments from each group of respondents (those in 
support of the proposal and those that did not) were then analysed and insights were gleaned 
from the verbatim responses. 
Thematic analysis of comments been categorised into the following areas: 

1. Ward boundaries and structure 
2. Total number of councillors 
3. Maaori seats and their implementation. 
4. Community Boards 

 
It should be noted that this is an opt-in surveys and not randomly selected samples from the 
population, so may not accurately reflect the wider populations views on the proposal. 
 

Response to Initial Proposal 

There were 492 total responses, comprised of 480 individual survey responses to the survey, and 
11 from organisations. One hardcopy response was received. Of the 492 total responses, 451 
respondents identified as Hamilton residents. The following insights are from Hamilton residents 
and organisations only.  
 
177 respondents (39%) supported Council’s initial proposal to keep the current East and West 
general wards with six councillors elected from each ward, keep the mayor elected at large, 
meaning everyone can vote for the mayor, and introduce two new Maaori ward councillors to be 
elected citywide. 274 respondents (61%) did not support the proposal in its entirety. 

 

In support of 
Council's proposal 

to: Keep the 
current East and 

West general 
wards with six 

councillors 
elected from 

each ward, the 
mayor elected 

Not in support 
of Council's 

proposal

Respondents' choice
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Of the 274 responses that were not in support of the Council’s initial proposal: 

• 126 (46%) did not support the proposal, as they did not want councillor numbers to 
increase to 14.  

• 99 (36%) did not support the proposal as they disagreed with the introduction of Maaori 
ward seats. 

• 59 (22%) did not support the proposal as they disagreed with retaining the current East 
and West general wards boundaries. 

• 28 (10%) did not support the proposal as they felt Maaori need more representation than 
what is currently proposed. 

• 9 (3%) did not support the proposal as believed Maaori wards should not be implemented 
citywide. 

 

Keeping East and West general ward boundaries 

From the 190 comments made by the submitters relating to the East and West ward boundaries, 
the following insights have been identified: 

• 116 comments were in support of keeping East and West ward boundaries and electing 
six councillors from each ward, and the respondents were split with 47% supporting the 
initial proposal and 53% not in support of the initial proposal. 
 
“It is important to keep a ward system so that people with fewer resources (largely in the 
Western ward) are still represented. I am entirely opposed to a citywide election i.e. one 
general ward. This setup strongly advantages candidates with significant financial 
resources, whether or not they are capable of representing anyone.” 
 
“I like that we will continue to have local representation for each side of the river.” 
 

• 57 comments were in support of all general councillors should be elected citywide and 
the majority (88%) of these were not in support of the initial proposal. 
 
“I do not agree with the City being split into East and West- I think the city should be united 
and we should be voting for who we think can represent the city as a whole- not divided. 
There are and have been some councillors who once elected just poll for thier elected side 
of the city - and I think that is wrong  and with the city moving to the North and South its 
time the river stopped dividing us” (sic) 
 
“I would prefer to have Hamilton as a single ward, as this will give me a larger number of 
prospective Councillors to choose from.” 
 

• There were also suggestions from the comments in support of a mixture of at large and 
ward-based councillors, and changes to the size and boundary areas of the wards. 
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Comment  Total 
In support of 

initial proposal 

Not in support 
of initial 
proposal 

Retain East and West ward boundaries for 
general councillors 

116 55 61 

All general councillors should be elected at-
large/ city-wide 

57 7 50 

There should be a mixture of at-large and 
East and West wards 

7 2 5 

There should be a larger number of wards/ 
geographically smaller wards 

8 2 6 

Change the East and West wards to North 
and South Wards 

2 1 1 

Total comments 190   

 

Total Number of councillors 

From the 310 comments made by the submitters on number of councillors, the following insights 
have been identified:  

• 152 respondents were in support of the proposal to increase the total number of 
councillors to 14. The majority of these selected to support the initial proposal. 

• 119 respondents comments were in support of retaining the status quo of 12 councillors. 
The majority of these selected to not support the initial proposal. 

• 33 respondents comments were in support of less than 12 councillors and the majority of 
these did not support the initial proposal. 

• A further 6 respondents commented that there should be more than 14 councillors. 
 

Comment Total In support of 
proposal 

Not in support 
of proposal 

Supported the Proposal to Increase to 14 152 134 18 

There should be only 12 Councillors Total / 
Retain Status Quo 

119 9 110 

There is More Than Enough Already / 12 is 
Too Many 

33 1 32 

This Proposal is Not Enough / 14 is Too Few 6 1 5 

Total comments 310   

 
There was also commentary in relation to the cost and impact of additional councillors.  

• 55 comments were on the cost of adding more councillors, and the majority (82%) of 
these respondents did not support the initial proposal. 

• 28 respondents commented that additional councillors would hinder Council’s decision-
making and the majority (68%) of these respondents did not support the initial proposal. 

 
“Keep the number of councilors as present. My rates have doubled in 10 years, I am a 
pensioner and can't  afford the continuing increases.” 
 
“I disagree with additional councillors. Leave it as it is. It is an unecessary additional cost.” 
(sic)  
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“Given the inability of the council to keep rates reasonable and spending that is out of 
control of firvalous and unecessary expenditure the additional cost is not warranted for a 
start. Also over-representation leads to slower decision making.” (sic) 
 
“I dont think adding an additional 2 councilors to Council will provide better representation 
to the community its likely to hinder decision making around the board room.” (sic) 

 

Comment Total In support of 
proposal 

Not in support 
of proposal 

Concerned Additional Councillors Will Cost 
More 

55 10 45 

Concerned Additional Councillors Will Make 
Reaching Decisions Harder 

28 9 19 

 

Arrangement of Maaori seats 

In this consultation Council was seeking feedback on how the proposal for two Maaori wards to be 
elected citywide. From the 97 comments on how Maaori seats should be elected, the following 
insights have been identified: 

• 45 comments were in support of the initial proposal that the two Maaori wards should be 
elected city-wide and the majority (62%) of these respondents supported the initial 
proposal. 

• 14 comments supported Maaori wards being split into East and West wards. 

• 38 comments suggested the initial proposal of two Maaori citywide councillors of a total 
of 14 councillors would not give enough representation to Maaori.   

• For both of the latter insights, the majority of the respondents were not in support of the 
initial proposal. 

 
“Please consider keeping the number of councillors at 12, with two of those being Māori 
councillors. This means that there is more Māori representation within the group, allowing 
Māori voices to be heard. This would result in 12 councillors in total (two councillors 
representing Māori) plus the Mayor.” 
 
“I believe that reducing the number of counsellors in each ward and adding the Māori 
counsellors (keeping council at 12) makes more sense. This also gives a better 
representation to Māori (2/12 instead of 2/14). Then we can work in the future to 
increasing the number of Māori counsellors.” (sic) 

 

Comments Total 
In support of 

proposal 
Not in support 

of proposal 

Maaori Wards Should be Implemented City-
Wide 

45 28 17 

Maaori Wards Should be Split into East and 
West 

14 3 11 

Maaori Need More Representation than this 
current proposal allows 

38 8 30 

Total comments 97   
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Introduction of Maaori Wards 

The introduction of Maaori ward seats was mentioned heavily in the comments even though this 
consultation was not asking about the establishment of Maaori seats. 
Through the 309 comments on Maaori wards, there were 207 (67%) comments in support of 
Maaori wards and 102 (33%) comments opposed to Maaori wards. Of the comments opposed to 
Maaori wards 97 of the respondents selected not to support the initial proposal. 
 

Comment Total 
In support of 

initial proposal 

Not in support 
of initial 
proposal 

Support Maaori Wards 207 116 91 

Oppose Maaori Wards 102 5 97 

Total comments 309   

 

Community boards 

From the 43 comments made by the submitters on community boards, the following insights have 
been identified: 

• The respondents who made community board comments were split with 42% supporting 
the initial proposal and 58% not in support of the initial proposal. 

• 21 comments supported the implementation of community boards. The majority of which 
were not in support of the initial proposal. 

• 17 comments that explicitly stated they agreed with the decision not to implement 
community boards.  

• 5 comments that mentioned community boards did not establish a position of support or 
not for community boards. 

 
Of the 21 who supported community boards: 

• 33% of those who supported community boards supported the increase in councillors to 
14. 

• 48% indicated they wished to keep the status quo of only 12 councillors. 

• 13 of these were East Ward residents, 8 were West ward residents.  

• 13 identified as NZ European, 4 identified as Maaori, 1 identified as British, 1 identified as 
Other, and 3 did not answer.  

• The most common age group for those that did support community boards were 70 - 74 
years.  

 
“I think community boards are a valuable way to hear more from different communities within 
the city, particularly under-represented and marginalised communities whose voices are not 
often heard and valued. There is no way to have good representation of our communities with 
14 councillors. Community boards are a useful conduit to communicate messages to various 
communities, and to communicate messages from these communities back to councillors.” 
 
“Community Boards would better formally and legally represent our diverse communities and 
encourage comprehensive and varied grassroots opinions and discussions on their specific 
neighbourhoods, enabling the City Councillors to have enriched relationships and information 
to represent them and develop comprehensive plans and strategies and priorities…  Building 
democracy at the local level.” 
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Of the 17 who did not support community boards 

• 53% of those that did not support community boards supported the increase in 
councillors to 14.  

• 29% indicated they wished to keep the status quo of 12 councillors. 

• 12 identified as NZ European, and 2 identified as Maaori and 3 did not answer.  

• The most common age groups for those that did not support community boards were 40 -
44,50-54, and 65 - 69 years.  
 
“Community boards are probably OK for district type councils covering more than one 
town, but are just another level of complication and separation for a city council.” 
 
“I do not believe community boards are necessary providing there are adequate 
mechanisms for getting representative feedback from citizens and ratepayers on issues 
that affect them.” 

 

Insight Total 
In support of 

initial proposal 

Not in support 
of initial 
proposal 

Community Boards Should Be Implemented 21 8 13 

Community Boards Should Not Be Implemented 17 8 9 

 

Demographic Insights 

Those who were in support of council’s initial proposal: 

• Respondents aged 25-34, and 75-79 years were more likely to support Council’s proposal. 

• Respondents from East Area 5 (residents of Claudelands, Hamilton East, and Peachgrove) 
and West Area 4 (Frankton, Maeroa, and Swarbrick) were more likely to support Council’s 
proposal. 

• Respondents who identified as Maaori were more likely to support Council’s proposal. 
 

Those who did not support Council’s initial proposal: 

• Respondents aged 70-74 were less likely to support council’s initial proposal.  

• Respondents from East Area 2 (residents of Chartwell, Chedworth, Harrowfield and 
Queenwood) and West Area 2 (Crawshaw, Grandview Heights, Nawton, Rotokauri and 
Western Heights) were less likely to support council’s initial proposal.  
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We had 271 respondents from the East Ward making up 60% of Hamilton resident respondents, 
and 179 from the West Ward (40% of Hamilton resident respondents).  
 
Of the 271 respondents from the East ward: 

• 105 East ward respondents (39%) supported the proposal 

• 71 East ward respondents (26%) supported retaining the East and West ward boundaries 

• 32 East ward respondents (12%) in support of all general councillors being elected 
citywide 

• 25 East ward respondents (9%) were in support of Maaori wards being implemented 
citywide  

• 7 East ward respondents (3%) were supported Maaori wards being split by East and West 

• 29 East ward respondents (11%) suggested the initial proposal of two Maaori citywide 
councillors of a total of 14 councillors would not give enough representation to Maaori 

• 91 East ward respondents (34%) were in support of the proposal to increase the total 
number of councillors to 14 

• 66 East ward respondents (24%) were in support of retaining the status quo of 12 
councillors. The majority of these selected to not support the initial proposal. 
 

Of the 179 respondents from the West ward: 

• 70 West ward respondents (39%) supported the proposal 

• 43 West ward respondents (24%) supported retaining the East and West ward boundaries 

• 25 West ward respondents (15%) in support of all general councillors being elected 
citywide 

• 20 West ward respondents (11%) were in support of Maaori wards being implemented 
citywide  

• 7 West ward respondents (4%) were supported Maaori wards being split by East and West 

• 12 West ward respondents (7%) suggested the initial proposal of two Maaori citywide 
councillors of a total of 14 councillors would not give enough representation to Maaori 

• 59 West ward respondents (33%) were in support of the proposal to increase the total 
number of councillors to 14 

• 53 West ward respondents (30%) were in support of retaining the status quo of 12 
councillors. The majority of these selected to not support the initial proposal. 

 
Insights: 

• Higher number of respondents from Hamilton’s East wards. 

• East ward residents had a higher preference for retaining the East and West ward 
boundaries compared to West ward residents. 

• Higher number of East ward residents suggested that the initial proposal of two Maaori 
citywide councillors of a total of 14 councillors would not give enough representation to 
Maaori 
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Insight East West 

In support of Council's Overall Proposal 105 70 

Ward Boundaries 

Retain East and West Ward Boundaries for General 
Councillors 

71 43 

All General Councillors Should be Elected At-Large/ City-
Wide 

32 25 

Maaori Wards Implementation 

Maaori Wards Should be Implemented City-Wide 25 20 

Maaori Wards Should be Split into East and West 7 7 

 Maaori Need More Representation than this Current 
Proposal Allows 

29 12 

Number of Councillors 

Happy with the proposal To Increase to 14 91 59 

There should be only 12 Councillors Total / Retain Status 
Quo 

66 53 
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DEMOGRAPHIC COMPARISON OF RESPONSES FROM ALL INDIVIDUAL 
RESPONDENTS 
 
RESPONDENTS BY LOCATION 
Majority of the respondents were from Hamilton (92%) with a small number of respondents from 
Waaipa (1%), Waikato (2%), and elsewhere in New Zealand (1%). The remaining 4% did not answer 
this question. Analysis only included Hamilton residents. 
 

 
 

Did not answer
4%

Waaipa
1%

Waikato
2%

Elsewhere in New 
Zealand

1%

Hamilton Residents
92%

Respondents by area
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From Hamilton residents, as mentioned previously we had a greater number of respondents from 
Hamilton’s east suburbs (271 respondents) compared to Hamilton’s west (179 respondents). 
Overall, we had a high representation from East Area 5, and low representation from West Area 2. 

 
 
*Hamilton city profile statistics are from the 2018 Census published by Stats NZ. 
 
See table below for a list of suburbs in these community profile areas. 

Community Profile 
Area 

List of suburbs 

East Area 1 Flagstaff 

East Area 2 Callum Brae, Huntington, Rototuna, Rototuna North 

East Area 3 Chartwell, Chedworth, Harrowfield, Queenwood 

East Area 4 Enderley, Fairfield, Fairview Downs 

East Area 5 Claudelands, Hamilton East, Peachgrove 

East Area 6 Hillcrest, Ruakura, Riverlea, Silverdale 

West Area 1 Avalon, Beerescourt, Forest Lake, Northgate, Pukete, St Andrews, Te 
Rapa 

West Area 2 Crawshaw, Grandview Heights, Nawton, Rotokauri, Western Heights 

West Area 3 Aberdeen, Dinsdale, Temple view 

West Area 4 Frankton, Maeroa, Swarbrick 

West Area 5 Hamilton Central, Hamilton Lake, Hospital, Whitiora 

West Area 6 Bader, Deanwell, Fitzroy, Glenview, Melville, Peacocke 

 
RESPONDENTS VS HAMILTON CITY PROFILE*- AGE GROUP 
We had no respondents that were under 20 years of age. We had a low representation from those 
aged 20-24. We had a high representation from those aged 50-54, and 60-79. 
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*Hamilton city profile statistics are from the 2018 Census published by Stats NZ. 
 
RESPONDENTS VS HAMILTON CITY PROFILE*-ETHNIC GROUP 
We had a good representation from NZ European, high representation from British, and low 
representation from Maaori, Indian, Chinese, Filipino, Tongan and Cook Islander Maaori.  

 
*Hamilton city profile statistics are from the 2018 Census published by Stats NZ. 
Not answered includes New Zealander/Kiwi 

 

FEEDBACK FROM SOCIAL MEDIA 
Through the 147 comments made by the public on social media posts; 115 were deemed not to be 
relevant (comments on issues unrelated to the Representation Review), therefore from 32 
relevant comments, the following insights have been identified: 

• 15 comments referenced that they did not support Maaori wards being implemented. 

• Seven comments were in support of councillor numbers being further reduced (e.g. below 
12). 

• Two comments supported that Maaori ward councillors being included in the existing 12 
councillors. 
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FEEDBACK FROM ORGANISATIONS 
Feedback was received from 11 organisations, 5 of which supported the Council’s initial proposal 
and 6 that did not. A summary of their comments has been provided. 
 

Organisation Support?  Summary of Comments 

Hopkins Enterprises No Opposes the introduction of Maaori wards.  

Letford & Letford Yes 
Believes 14 councillors is necessary given the growth of 
Hamilton. Would like to see the East and West boundaries 
retained.  

Ngati Mahanga No 
Promotes a peaceful co-existence of Paakehaa and the 
Maaori, as that was one of the earliest promises made. 

NZ China Friendship Society Yes 
Believes 14 councillors is necessary given the growth of 
Hamilton.  

Ourwayz Solutionz Yes Believes Council's proposal is fair. 

Refugee Orientation Centre 
Trust 

Yes 

Supports all aspects of Council's initial proposal. Believes 
keeping the existing East and West boundaries would be 
good to keep electioneering costs low, and good for 
residents to know who to approach. Believes Maaori wants 
should be implemented citywide, as this is a more unified 
and respects the wishes of Maaori. Believes Mayor should 
be elected at-large. Community boards are not necessary, 
as communities can already get their voices heard through 
other avenues. 

Smart tech solutions No 
Believes Maaori already have enough representation, don't 
want it to increase further. 

taongaUku No 

Does not support Council's proposal. Believes the proposal 
of Council to implement two Maaori wards, elected 
citywide would not lead to adequate Maaori 
representation. Questions whether Maaori were involved 
in designing the initial proposal and whether this proposal 
genuinely represents the wishes of Maaori. Believes Maaori 
should have more representation and consultation in all 
levels of decision-making through Council. 

Te Rautini Trust Yes 

Supports Council's proposal but believes that in honouring 
of Article 1 of Te Tiriti around Kawanatanga (stating that 
Paakehaa would be governed by the crown, protecting 
Maaori from Paakehaa settlers) Maaori wards should make 
up 50% of the council. Believes the proposal is a good start 
but it does not achieve covenantal integrity. Maaori are not 
adequately represented by Council's proposal of the 
implementation of two Maaori citywide councillors. 



 

 
 

 19 

Organisation Support?  Summary of Comments 

Social & Ecumenical Action 
Committee of the Parish 
Council of St Andrew's 
Presbyterian Church Hamilton 

No 

Supports Council’s proposal but suggests Maaori wards be 
divided into East and West wards with one councillor voted 
in from each ward. Furthermore, they suggest that with the 
increase to 14 Councillors, they propose that all citizens 
have the opportunity to vote for 6 out of the 7 places 
elected on their side of the Waikato River. So, either 1 
Maaori candidate + 5 General candidates = 6 Councillors, if 
a voter is on the Maaori parliamentary roll, or 0 Maaori 
candidates + 6 General candidates = 6 Councillors, if a voter 
is on the General parliamentary roll. They acknowledge this 
proposal only works if the two Maaori seats are split into 
East and West and further consultation with iwi may be 
needed.  

Community Waikato No 
Supports the implementation of Community boards using a 
staged approach based on existing community profile 
areas.  

 

WHAT’S NEXT 
 
Public hearings will be held by Council on 13 October for those who wish to make a verbal 
submission. Council will then make a final decision on 11 November.  
 
 
 
 
 
 


