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VISION: We will be a vibrant, dependable and clean city where services are delivered innovatively and effectively. 
MISSION: To provide effective operations of the city through collaboration of members, management and staff. 

 

 

 

Corporation of Hamilton Board Meeting, City Hall, Hamilton – 2 September 2015 – 12:30 pm 

  

Present:  Rt. Wor. Charles R. Gosling, JP, Chairman 

   Councillor John Harvey, MBE, JP 

   Councillor Dennis Tucker, JP  

   Councillor Nicholas Swan 

   Councillor George Scott, JP 

   Councillor Lawrence Scott  

      Councillor RoseAnn Edwards 

     Councillor Henry Ming 

     Councillor Carlton Johnson 

            

  Staff:   The Secretary – Ed Benevides, JP 

     The Treasurer – Tanya Iris  

      The City Engineer – Patrick Cooper   

     The Human Resource Manager – Lindell Foster  

      

Apologies:  The Deputy Treasurer – Siobhan Fubler    

   The Event Project Manager – Danilee Trott 

Aideen Ratteray Pryse, the Acting Permanent Secretary, 

Ministry of Home Affairs 

             

 

1. Confirmation of Notice – the Secretary confirmed that the appropriate notice of the 

meeting, agenda and the amended agenda were posted according to the meeting guidelines.  

 

2. Role of the Chairman – falls to the Mayor unless he is absent due to illness or off 

Island. 

 

3. The Mayor called the meeting to order at 12:35 pm. 

  

4. Apologies – the Mayor advised that Councillor Johnson will be late for the meeting. The 

Secretary confirmed that apologies were received from Aideen Ratteray Pryse, the Acting 

Permanent Secretary for the Ministry of Home Affairs, the Deputy Treasurer and the Events 

Project Manager. 

 

5. Public Participation – the Secretary confirmed that he had not received any requests for 

public participation. 



 

Corporation of Hamilton Board Meeting No. 6/2015/LCS                                                                                   Page 2 of 13 

Page 000492 

 

6. Correspondence: 

 

(i) Letter from the Bermuda Police Service re:  Wayleave Agreement - the matter to be 

discussed under Any Other Business. 

 

Councillor R. Edwards joined the meeting at 12:38 pm. 

 

(ii) Letter from the Minister of Home Affairs re:  Lifting of Stewardship Notice – receipt 

of the letter was acknowledged. 

 

(iii) Revenue (Appointment of Customs Area) (Hamilton Docks) Notice 2015 – the Mayor and 

the Secretary met with members of H.M. Customs about a month and half ago to be advised of 

the minimum changes of the areas which Customs has the right to treat as a Customs area.  This 

is for Customs to have the ability to fully engage in their role as Customs officers protecting 

the borders but at the same time being able to do search and seizures in terms of possible 

smuggling, importation of undeclared goods, etc.  

 

(iv) Planning Applications:  PO338/15 – 36 Bermudiana Road and PO341/15 - #5, #7, #11 

Brooklyn Lane – these applications were reviewed previously in a Planning Applications meeting.  

It was suggested to discuss further under Any Other Business. 

 

The Mayor recommended that rather than have the planning applications listed under 

correspondence to have them placed under the appropriate section. 

 

7. Status Update: 

 

(i) PLV Guarantee – a letter was submitted to the Minister and then on to Cabinet.  The 

letter was not discussed in Cabinet because the Minister of Finance was away on leave so the 

matter was deferred.  At the last Finance Committee meeting it was recommended that the 

PLV Guarantee be placed on the agenda for the Council on a monthly basis for an update.  

Councillor Harvey expressed his concern that the Council should be kept informed and educated 

with all of the dealings, etc. relating to this matter so that the Council can speak intelligently to 

the issue.  He suggested having the information regularised in terms of all the actions that have 

transpired to date and all matters that are ongoing.  Councillor Tucker commented that the CoH 

is in the process of trying to place PLV into liquidation.  Discussions had with regards to the PLV 

Guarantee in the 5 August 2015 Board meeting will be discussed under Matters Arising.  The 

Mayor commented on the motion regarding the handling of the escrow account which has not 

been rescinded.  The legal committee as well as the Finance Committee might want to review 

that motion and come up with some parameters by which the Mayor and the Secretary could act 

on behalf of the Council.   Also would have to go back to the Council for its approval before any 

action is undertaken.  There was continued dialogue about information, contracts, etc.  being 

shared with the Council with regards to PLV. The Mayor said there was an initial meeting with 

the Minister and Alan Dunch who shared information on this matter.   

Councillor Swan commented on the legal representative who had been appointed to review the 

CoH’s current position and compile a summary of all outstanding legal matters. 
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Councillor G. Scott joined the meeting at 12:50 pm. 

 

ACTION: The Secretary to invite Mark Diel to attend the next Council meeting scheduled for 

7 October 2015 to provide a summary update to the Council regarding all of the CoH’s current 

outstanding legal proceedings. 

 

Councillor Harvey then commented on Mr. Dunch liaising with the local police and said there has 

been no information forthcoming.  Dialogue continued. 

 

The Secretary reminded the Council that the CoH has a specific counsel dealing with PLV, David 

Kessaram and he has not been removed from representing the CoH in this matter.  Mr. 

Kessaram has provided an update to Mr. Diel at the time that the summary was requested.  He 

suggested inviting Mr. Kessaram to come to a restricted session and provide his advice or 

direction to the Council regarding PLV.  Councillor Swan suggested having a special meeting with 

the Council together with Messrs. Diel and Kessaram to give updates on all outstanding legal 

proceedings.   

 

The Mayor said the majority of the information/knowledge that he has regarding PLV is from 

going through the minutes and other documentation, listening to voice recordings (which are all 

on the “M” drive) and asking the Secretary questions.  He suggested that the Council spend a 

bit of time reviewing same for their own edification.    There was continued dialogue. 

 

Councillor Johnson joined the meeting at 12:57 pm. 

 

Councillor Ming commented on an update on any funds received by the law offices of Lynda 

Milligan-Whyte. 

 

The Mayor advised the Council to be mindful of matters being spoken in the public session as 

opposed to having them discussed in restricted. 

 

8. Minutes of Special Board Meeting dated 14 July 2015 

 

 Proposed: Councillor H. Ming   Seconded:  Councillor L. Scott  

Unanimous 

 

 The Minutes were accepted as read.  

  

9. Matters Arising from Special Board Meeting dated 14 July 2015  

 

a. Movement of Legal Folder from Terra Law re:  PLV Development – action item was 

completed. 
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10. Minutes of Previous Board Meeting dated 5 August 2015 

 

Proposed:  Councillor L. Scott   Seconded:  Councillor H. Ming 

Unanimous 

 

11. Matters Arising from Board Meeting dated 5 August 2015 

  

a. Request to the Planning Department re: Additional Meeting about the North Hamilton 

Plan – a letter with the request was sent to the Director of Planning.  They have responded in 

that they will get back to the CoH if and when they can schedule another meeting.  They 

confirmed that there is no current North Hamilton Plan.  They are still in the process of 

collecting data so that a North Hamilton Plan can be formed.  It was suggested to forward a 

thank you response to the Director of Planning.    The CoH is fully aware that there is no Plan in 

existence as yet but there are still members of the public who are unaware.  It was confirmed 

that the Planning Department have acknowledged the letter and the fact that there may be 

some members of the public who have not had a chance to contribute.  There was continued 

dialogue. 

 

ACTION:  The Secretary to forward a copy of the letter that was sent to the Director of 

Planning with regards to the scheduling of another meeting for members of the public in 

relation to the North Hamilton Plan. 

 

b. Letter to New Acting Director of Transport re:  Contract and Cleaning of the Bus 

Terminal – in discussion with the sanitation group and discussing the requirements laid down for 

the Department of Transport.  Have deferred writing that letter until a confirmation can 

established regarding the services that are actually provided in billing versus what they have 

been requested to pay for.  This matter is ongoing. 

 

c. Disposal of Grease –  

 

ACTION:  The City Engineer to take back to the Infrastructure Committee the topic 

regarding the disposal of grease within the City for further discussion. 

 

d. Code of Ethics and Conduct & the Register of Members’ Interest – all members were 

informed as to which documents have not been received as signed.   

 

ACTION:  The Secretary will check with Z. Mulholland to ascertain who has returned their 

signed documents, i.e. Code of Ethics and Conduct and the Register of Members’ Interest and 

then will give an update accordingly. 

 

In a review of the Local Government Act in South Australia one of the requirements is that 

members have to be sworn in, have to present the Code of Conduct and various other documents 

within the first three (3) months otherwise the invite to serve is automatically taken away.  

Further dialogue continued. 
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12. Committees and Recommendations for Review: 

 

a. Infrastructure, Development & Future Committee – 12 August 2015 

 

At the last Infrastructure Committee meeting a concerned rate payer who is also an importer 

raised a concern that not all of his colleagues were following the rules and some were bending 

the policy on 40ft. containers.  He asked the committee to review that and see if they could 

curtail the bending of the rules.  Feedback was requested from other stakeholders on whether 

they supported the current policy, what changes would be appropriate or who supported a 

complete change in allowing 40ft. containers as a standard. Synopsis is as follows: 

 

 Two (2) of the importers supported moving to 40ft. containers completely. 

 The operator of the docks raised the concern that 40ft. containers have to be taken 

off the deck before they can offload any other equipment and they cannot stay on the 

dock.  If they are not approved they should not be on the ship at all. 

 The remaining seven (7) are all in favour of the current policy, tightening it to the point 

of where it states where 20ft. containers are unavailable; the CoH would allow a 40ft. 

container to be used.  If the importer is planning to do a shipment, either choose a port 

that will do 20ft. containers or give enough notice and they will have them available or 

as other importers do, ship 40ft. containers to somewhere on the east coast, break 

them down to 20ft. containers and then bring them into the Island. 

 

There is also the issue regarding safety.  40ft. containers are dangerous to vehicular and 

pedestrian traffic and also the capability of the roads being able to hold the substantial loads.  

Councillor Johnson stated that the onus should be put on the haulers since they are the ones 

that are transporting the containers within the City of Hamilton.  It was suggested to make 

rules that require the haulers to only transport 20ft. containers which could force the importer 

to conform to that requirement.  It was stated that the importers are the ones that make the 

determination of whether it is a 20ft. or 40ft. container.  The CoH should be advising the 

importer and the transportation forwarder that they are not to have 40ft. containers and/or 

40ft. trailers on the City streets unless in exceptional circumstances and with the approval 

from the appropriate authority.  The issue of enforcement should be left up to TCD and the 

police.  The Terminal Operator states:  “It is important to note whether a 40ft. container is 

approved or not they will still have to unload it in order to get all other containers on the 

ship.  They cannot remain on board since the 40ft. container is stored on deck and will be 

in the way of the removal of any other containers.”  Additionally, from an SSL standpoint 

what process would be used to advise us that a specific container is not approved.  Currently 

importers get permission from the CoH to load a 40ft. container on the ship; they should not be 

putting a 40ft. container on the ship unless they have specific written approval from the CoH.  

The policy currently states:  “A 20 ft. container must be used with two (2) exceptions:  (i) 

the load will not fit in a 20ft. container and (ii) a 20ft. container cannot be sourced within 

a reasonable space of time.’  The discretion is “reasonable space of time.”  The point that 

was raised by the rate payer was that if the shipments are planned appropriately there would 

be enough time to have a 20ft. container waiting for the importer.   
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It was noted that the cost of two (2) 20ft. containers is slightly higher than one (1) 40ft. 

container. There was further discussion. 

 

The City Engineer queried if any thought had been given to increasing the permit fee for 

importing 40ft. containers which can be divided into a 20 ft. container so there is no economic 

advantage to bringing in a 40ft. container.  The current regulations can stay in place with the 

addition of a fee. If the CoH can stop them from coming on the ship than the 40ft. containers 

on the road issue falls away.  Dialogue continued. 

 

The Mayor suggested possibly removing the word “reasonable” and put in a particular fixed 

time. 

 

Councillor Johnson commented on the 40ft. containers on the City streets that there should 

also be an escort in the front and back of their load to alert the public.  The Secretary advised 

that this is an enforcement issue. 

 

RESOLUTION:  That the Board agree to inform the offending parties that they are to desist 

from their current practice of using 40ft. containers on the City’s docks and roads.  Also that 

the Board agree to inform TCD as soon as possible that this will be a recommendation to the full 

Board to adopt. 

 

AMENDED RESOLUTION:  That the Board agree to change the policy removing the word 

“reasonable” and the timeframe be within three (3) months of placing an order with the supplier 

that they are unable to secure a 20ft. container.  That the Board approve the introduction of a 

fee for the applications for the use of a 40ft. container and that fee is to be determined by 

the Finance Committee.  The CoH may remove that fee if it is proven that the goods in the 

container would not fit within the 20ft. container. 

 

Proposed:  The Mayor    Seconded:  Councillor D. Tucker 

 

RECOMMENDATION: The amended recommendation put forward by the Mayor to be taken 

back to the Infrastructure Committee to look at the policy and for Finance to agree on a fee 

for the proposed increase for the 40ft. containers. 

 

Councillor Harvey said that the CoH should tell SSL not to put to the containers on unless they 

have an escort.  The dialogue would be continued with SSL to see what effect that would have 

but it would have an impact on their operations.  There was continued discussion. 

 

Motion passed. 

 

There is a meeting scheduled with TCD tomorrow to discuss the transporting and it may be 

appropriate to raise with the Director the lack of enforcement in this regard. 
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b. Finance Committee – 13 August 2015 

 

The Treasurer will produce the financial statements for both July and August at the next 

Finance Committee meeting in October. 

 

RESOLUTION:  That the Board approve the cost of $6K for placing a three (3) page 

advertisement in the Royal Gazette re:  The Corporation of Hamilton’s Financial Report. 

 

There was a debate in the last Finance Committee meeting and there was some reluctance by 

some of the committee members to move forward with this recommendation.  Councillor 

Harvey commented on the Mayor’s message which was shared with the public regarding the 

CoH’s financial challenges and that by the publication of this report it will achieve more 

transparency in letting the public know what the CoH’s current financial status.  There was 

further discussion. 

 

AMENDED RESOLUTION:  That the Board approve the publishing of the Executive Summary 

of the Financial Statements in the Royal Gazette, the layout to be similar as has been done in 

previous years.  Also to include a means of obtaining a full version either electronically or 

collected from the Corporation of Hamilton’s offices. 

 

ACTION:  Councillors Tucker and Harvey to give the approval to do a mock-up of the 

Executive Summary to determine how much space would be required for it to be placed in the 

Royal Gazette.  Once approved a press release could be given and distributed to the media. 

 

Proposed:  The Mayor    Seconded:  Councillor H. Ming 

Motion passed. 

 

(i) Status Update re:  PLV Guarantee: 

 

Councillor Tucker suggested that when placing this update on the agenda going forward to have 

sub-headings, i.e. Receivership, status of the $18M, status of the police investigation, etc. in 

order to keep the Council current at the Board meetings.   

 

(ii) Auditors Management Letter: 

 

The letter has not been finalised as yet.  A full report was given and now waiting for the Chair 

of the Finance Committee, the Treasurer and the Secretary to review the letter and give the 

auditor approval to publish the final letter.  Upon having discussion with the Council, may want 

to make that letter available to the police as part of their investigation as well making it 

available to the Ombudsman.  

 

Councillor G. Scott commented on Page 1 of 9 – line 1 of the Finance Committee meeting 

minutes…thoughts into writing the report.  It was clarified that the management letter is the 

report mentioned and it will be forwarded to the members. 
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c. Staff, Legislative & Governance Committee – 18 August 2015 

 

RESOLUTION:  That the Board agree for the Chairman of Staff, Legislative And Governance 

Committee to approach the members of the Council for an additional member to sit on the 

Staff, Legislative and Governance Committee. 

 

AMENDED RESOLUTION:  That the Board approve the appointment of Councillor Henry Ming 

as an additional member of the Staff, Legislative & Governance Committee. 

 

Proposed:  Councillor L. Scott   Seconded:  Councillor J. Harvey 

Motion passed. 

 

It was noted that a sub-committee of the Staff, Legislative & Governance Committee has been 

established to look at amending the CoH’s current legislation.  The meetings will be held every 

Tuesday at 10:00 am unless otherwise stated.  The Corporation of St. George wants to be a part 

of these meetings but they only meet late afternoons or evenings.  Discussion continued. 

 

d. Property & Safety Committee – 20 August 2015 

 

The recommendation from the Property & Safety Committee was moved to the Restricted 

Session. 

 

e. Residents Advisory Committee – there was no meeting held in August. 

  

13.  Any Other Business 

 

(i) Fire Services’ Presentation to the Council – Councillor G. Scott has made contact with the 

Fire Chief and will be available to make a presentation at the next Council meeting scheduled 

for 7 October 2015.   

 

(ii) Letter from the Bermuda Police Service re:  Wayleave Agreement – The CoH uses 

wayleaves for all utilities and organisations that are putting equipment in the City, on the 

streets, sidewalks, poles, buildings, etc.  A wayleave was sent to the Bermuda Police Service 

(BPS) to cover their eight (8) installations for their camera security systems.  The wayleave 

lease is for 21 years and the CoH has offered a charge of $1K per year for the entire 

agreement.  BPS believes that the $1K is excessive and has asked for a reduction. That request 

was taken back to the committee who thought the $1K was reasonable.  The letter from the 

BPS is suggesting the lowest possible lease and the lowest lease of recent time is $100 per 

year.  The Mayor commented on his speech at the Sandys Rotary in which he mentioned the 

situation currently with Government, i.e. the CoH supplies the Fire Station, the Bus Terminal, 

the Cruise Ship Terminal, parking spaces for the BPS (an opportunity revenue loss for the CoH 

of over $100K per year), under market rent for the Ferry Terminal, the Customs House and the 

Office of Opposition Leader, etc.   
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This matter was mentioned to the Minister who seemed amiable to the CoH forming a joint 

committee to review what the CoH is providing to Government at no charge, e.g. trash 

collection, etc.  Dialogue continued. 

 

ACTION:  The Secretary to respond to Acting Commissioner Wright thanking him for the 

letter and advise that the Council has given the request due consideration but the offer stands. 

 

 (iii)Planning Applications: 

 

a. PO338/15 – 36 Bermudiana Road:  This application is turning commercial office space 

into what Planning terms group housing, basically a dormitory with no cooking facilities.  This is a 

five (5) floor building and the request is for staff accommodations for the Fairmont Hamilton 

Princess.  The first level is to remain as offices for outsourced functions from the hotel.  

Second, third, fourth and fifth to be turned into dormitories and the basement is to remain as 

storage.  It is going to be a 139–bed residence.  The big impact for the City is that if this 

building gets converted to residential from commercial it goes into a different tax bracket.  In 

which case, the CoH will not make as much money off this building.  Because it is residences 

with a lot more toilet fixtures, showers and laundry the CoH will receive a great deal more 

waste water and cost a lot more to operate within the City.  The CoH will receive less City rates 

with this being fully occupied as a residential unit as opposed to the building being unoccupied as 

a commercial unit. The commercial rate is 5.1% and the residential rate is 0.6%.  Commercial 

when it is empty, the landlord portion is still paid, paying empty at 2½% versus full as residential 

at 0.6%.  It was suggested reviewing what the tax rate is for residents across the City and 

possibly increase the tax rates.  There is a necessity to split the rates up differently to have a 

lot more categories than the CoH currently has.  It was suggested that since this would be a 

dormitory facility and not technically a residence facility the CoH would be justified keeping 

this in a commercial bracket.   

 

This may be the opportunity to go off Island to see how other districts would handle the same 

or similar scenario.  There was further discussion regarding the impact of parking within that 

area as the majority of staff will have bikes.  The agent for this property does not believe that 

there is going to be much traffic loading because the staff is going to be encouraged to walk 

back and forth to the Hamilton Princess as well keep their bikes on the Princess property.  If 

this going to be a commercial building, the CoH does not have to provide residential parking.   

 

It was noted that in the City of Hamilton Plan and in the Bermuda Plan there are minimum 

requirements for housing standards for minimum space.  The Plans do meet those requirements 

in terms of the living areas but they do not meet in terms of the outdoor communal space.  In 

both Plans, when building an apartment building, there has to be some dedicated outdoor space 

that goes with that unit which is generally supplied in the form of a balcony. This is being asked 

to be waived.  There are two (2) outside terraces and a lounge common area on the fifth floor.  

The plan asks for individual outdoor space. There will also be a communal laundry on site. There 

was continued dialogue about dormitories and rabbit-hut living in the City. 

 

The CoH has the right to place an objection to the plans.  The dormitory concept is not alien to 

the hotel industry.  
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Dialogue continued regarding having Hamilton Princess office staff on site making it a deterrent 

for any types of activity as well as the quality of the building falling into decay. 

 

The City Engineer would like to have some direction as to the tax level and whether the Board is 

minded to keep this in the commercial tax bracket or let it go to the residential tax bracket.  

The committee felt that this is a commercial venture.  All group housing is defined in the 

Bermuda Plan as commercial ventures. 

 

RESOLUTION:  That the Board agree that Planning application PO338/15 – 36 Bermudiana 

Road turning commercial office space into group housing will be kept in the commercial tax 

bracket as the Bermuda Plan deems it as such. 

 

Proposed:  Councillor J. Harvey   Seconded:  Councillor H. Ming 

Motion passed. 

 

There was further clarification on group housing.  The only building that could be considered as 

group housing in the City would be the Salvation Army.  Group housing are all owned by one (1) 

company, one entity doing it for a business purpose.   

 

ACTION:  The technical officers to review the current rate structure and look at making a 

recommendation in terms of having some multiple categories for rates including vacant land. 

 

There is a provision for taxing vacant land depending on its use in being vacant.   

 

b. PO341/15 - #5, #7, #11 Brooklyn Lane:  three (3) privately owned houses off of 

Brooklyn Lane have been purchased by Butterfield & Vallis.  The applicant is proposing to knock 

down the three (3) buildings and cut the lot down (24ft. of cut) to eight feet (8ft.) above sea 

level, terracing and creating a new sidewalk along the road which would end right at the CoH’s 

property.  The applicant has not revealed what is going to be built there, there are just 

requesting an excavating permit.  There is a canal that runs right through and when an 

environment is created that when it rains it creates more run-off, they are not saying what 

type of coverage is going to be there.  There was a query as to what would be in the best 

interest for that area if this is done. The area is going to be paved at some stage but the 

application is missing one (1) important component, i.e. drainage.  They are talking about dishing 

the site when they excavate it to keep the run-off on the site, would percolate through the 

ground and run away until they surface it.  The problem is that when they surface it they do not 

have to come in for a planning or building permit so they would not have to put in all of the 

proper drainage structures that would be needed.  The planner has been highlighted to this 

issue and the applicant will have to give those details on the plan.  Discussion continued. 

 

There have been discussions in this regard and with the Board’s consent would like to do a land 

swap or a purchase sale agreement.  The actual rock cut goes right out to the edge of the 

sidewalk and it is being proposed to cut down on the CoH’s property as well.  Then the CoH would 

gain sidewalk on their property and would be proposing to get the boundary regularised to get it 

put on the fence line.  Also to get them to cut through the last bit of rock to create the 

sidewalk through so that it joins up with the sidewalk on the other side.   
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This would have to go the Minister, Cabinet and Parliament for approval.  They are proposing to 

stay five feet (5ft.) away from the other house boundary, terracing down and putting a safety 

fence on the top of the rock cut.  Within the City excavation can be done boundary to boundary.   

If a cut is done up to someone’s boundary, there is the responsibility for that rock cut and the 

safety of the rock cut. The applicant has to ask for the change of use for the property.  It was 

also suggested with regards to the terracing that the depth of the ledge (2’6”) was not 

sufficient to retain the planters and recommended to increase that to 3’ or 4’ each. There was 

continued discussion. 

 

RESOLUTION:  That the Board authorise the technical officers to enter into negotiations re: 

Planning application PO341/15 - #5, #7, #11 Brooklyn Lane to deal with the CoH’s strip of the 

cut and the regularisation of the boundaries with the proviso that if these plans are accepted 

by Planning that the technical officers be empowered to enter into these discussions.  Also the 

applicant to provide proper drainage for the entire lot.  

 

Proposed:  Councillor L. Scott   Seconded:  Councillor N. Swan 

Motion passed. 

 

There was a query on the tax structure that would be in place between what it is currently and 

the time that the project would be developed.  It would go into commercial but is based upon 

ARV. The work would be done, it would be assessed, the ARV would change and the tax rate 

would change and be backdated to when they received the Occupancy Certificate.  With this 

development they will get an Occupancy Certificate or a Completion Certification that would be 

dated and valued. 

 

 (iv)Time-Sensitive Issue – the CoH is in the final stages of working with the ACBDA on a  

Wi-Fi upgrade.  There is no project approved by the Board.   

 

RESOLUTION:  That the Board approve a Wi-Fi upgrade project not in the current budget to 

meet the America’s Cup requirements within the Host Agreement and determined by the 

ACBDA.  The proposed budget to be $112K.  With the approval of the Minister, the Council 

reluctantly will support with the provision that it is wireless. 

 

The budget is to be approved by a virement through the Finance Committee later in the month.  

This would provide an upgrade to the CoH’s current Wi-Fi system and a great deal of that 

equipment would be used after the 3½ day event in October 2015.  Dialogue continued on the 

Host Agreement and the obligations made for the CoH (without consultation) by the 

Government.  There was a further comment regarding the outlaying of funds by the CoH. 

 

Proposed: The Mayor     Seconded:  Councillor R. Edwards 

Motion passed. 

 

ACTION:  The Secretary to provide an update of the events surrounding the America’s Cup in 

October 2015 and email that information to the members. 
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(v) Manhole Cover – 63 Dundonald Street – Councillor Johnson commented on the noise coming 

from the manhole cover when traffic travels over it.  To date it has not been addressed.   

 

The City Engineer said it is not a CoH manhole cover and a request had been placed to W&E to 

fix it. 

 

ACTION:  The City Engineer will follow-up with W&E regarding the manhole cover near 63 

Dundonald Street. 

 

(vi) Street Surfaces after Trenching – Councillor Johnson commented on the street surfacing 

at the junction of Woodbourne Avenue and Pitt’s Bay Road (not within the City limits) as there 

are others just like that within the City causing traffic hazards.  He further commented on the 

triangular sewage tops outside Bank of Butterfield that are above the road level.  

 

In terms of the trenching the CoH issues utilities, etc. permits to trench into the sidewalks and 

roads.  Part of the condition of securing a permit is that the road would be permanently 

reinstated.  It was suggested that if any member comes across any of these issues to forward a 

photograph to the City Engineer. 

 

(vii) Formal Opening of Ewing Street – this event was held last week.  The discussion on this 

matter was moved to the restricted session. 

 

(viii) Marking on Angle Street – Councillor Edwards spoke with the Senior Engineer about 

finishing off the markings on Angle Street.  Last week the markings were done on Ewing Street 

but to date the remaining two (2) spots have not been done on Angle Street.  She recognised 

that a lot of the markings are done on Sundays which means overtime.  This issue has been 

outstanding for a while.  She had forwarded an email to the Secretary in this regard and to 

date has not received a response. 

 

ACTION:  The Mayor to ensure that a response is forwarded to Councillor Edwards from the 

Secretary regarding the completion of the road markings on Angle Street. 

 

(ix) Persons in the Foyer at City Hall – Councillor Harvey commented that whenever he 

comes into City Hall he is greeted by the same people congregating in the foyer.  He is 

sympathetic to this matter and stated that all members would have to agree on a plan on how to 

address this in a humane and proper way going forward.  Councillor Edwards said when the 

Homeless Committee was active there was discussion on having a “rest spot” within the City of 

Hamilton.  She has had meetings with the government and they are not concerned with what is 

happening around the City of Hamilton.  Their only concern currently is that when the America’s 

Cup event takes place, those persons would need to be removed from sitting outside of the 

properties within the City.  This is a serious issue that has to be addressed by both the 

government and the CoH. 

 

(x) Institute of Directors Session – all members should have received an invitation to 

attend a full-day seminar from the Institute of Directors (IoD) on Wednesday 23 September 

2015.   
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The Ombudsman in her presentation mentioned that she felt that the members of the Council 

should have the training.  This is a training opportunity and it is very important that all members 

attend. Technical officers will be attending as well.  The seminar will held be off-site at Suite 

Solutions, Mills Creek. 

 

(xi) Christmas Boat Parade – this request will go to the Finance Committee.  Ian Coles on 

behalf of the Christmas Boat Parade has written a letter asking the CoH to consider giving 

sponsorship for the parade as has been done in the past. Ian Coles and partner Stephen 

Thompson who have been organising this boat parade for a number of years are looking at 

stepping back from that aspect. They would like for another organisation to assume that 

responsibility and thought of the Chamber of Commerce or the CoH.  It would be prudent for 

the Finance Committee along with the Events Department to meet with them to ascertain what 

the impact would be in terms of events and budgets, etc.   

 

14. Motion to Move to a Restricted Session. 

 

  Proposed:  Councillor N. Swan    Seconded:  Councillor L. Scott 

 

 

 The public session of the meeting adjourned at 3:32 pm. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 ________________________   _____________________________ 

 Date        Mayor 

 

        _____________________________ 

       Secretary 


