
From: Reuben Herz-Edinger  

Date: Tue, 17 Mar 2026 at 09:21 

Subject: RE: Meetign Follow Up re Rules / Consents - RMA261598 

To: Laila Alkamil  

Cc: Richard Homewood  Dwayne Daly 

, John Andrews , Pareekshit Parihar 

 

 

 

Mōrena Laila, 

  

I did indeed, sorry I didn’t get back to you on that, got lost in all the other goings on. 

  

Our Surface Water team considers that Bendrose Stream is a ‘river’. 

  

They provided the below figure, pointing out that the old path of the river that meanders 

under the red road path – thin blue line – is now an ephemeral channel, but considering that 

the main path – thick blue line – is indeed a river. 

  

Hope that helps with your assessments. 

  

Best regards, 

Reuben 

  





  

Kind regards 

Laila 

Laila Alkamil | Senior Planner, MNZPI 

Williamson Water and Land Advisory 

Phone |  

Email |  

Web | https://www.wwla.kiwi/ 

10/1 Putaki Drive | Kumeu | Auckland | New Zealand 

  

  

  

On Fri, 27 Feb 2026 at 11:20, Reuben Herz-Edinger  

wrote: 

Kia ora Richard, 

  

Thank you for the assessment of the access road works. 

We’ve been fairly busy with the s53 and now s67 comments, so just had a proper look at this 

now. 

  

The key thing is if Bendrose Stream is considered to be a “river” under the RMA definition, 

which includes continually and intermittently flowing waterbodies, but not ephemeral 

waterways. 

It’s not clear if Wildlands assessed this, for the Memo, but if Bendrose Stream is indeed an 

RMA “river” then it is a “surface water body” and 5.175 may be triggered. 

I’ve submitted a request to our Surface Water team to clarify this, and should be able to 

confirm this next week. 

  

If Bendrose Stream is an ephemeral stream, I would agree with the assessment in the Memo 

that no consents are required from ECan. 

  

If Bendrose Stream is a “river”, then consent would be required under LWRP Rule 5.176 if 

there are excavations within 50m of Bendrose Stream (noting that 5.175 manages 

excavations, rather than ‘earthworks’). 

Given that ~150m3 of excavations are estimated, but no cut/fill map of the entire road is 

provided, this would require further details plans/assessment to determine. 

  

I’ll let you know once I’ve heard back from our Surface Water team, but thought I should 

reach out to confirm that I’ve looked at the assessment. 

  

I agree that either a Certificate of Compliance, or resource consent if needed, can be 

processed as a separate request to the Fast-track process. 

  

Best regards, 

Reuben 

  

  

IN-CONFIDENCE 

From: Richard Homewood  

Sent: Tuesday, 17 February 2026 2:19 pm 








