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Project location   
 

 
Figure 1 

Key messages 
 

1. This briefing seeks your decisions under section 21 of the Fast-track Approvals Act 2024 (the Act) on 
the application from Meridian Energy Limited (the applicant) to refer the Western Bays Solar Farm 
(the project) to the fast-track approvals process. 

2. A copy of the application is in Appendix 2. This is the second briefing on this application. The first 
(Stage 1) briefing (BRF-02154) with your initial decisions annotated is in Appendix 3.  

3. The project is the construction, operation and maintenance of a solar farm and battery energy storage 
system occupying approximately 620 hectares (ha), together with a transmission line, substation, Grid 
Injection Point and ancillary buildings and infrastructure, near Kuratau in the Waikato region, and 
includes: 

a. a solar farm with a generation capacity of up to 420 megawatts (MW), including solar 
photovoltaic panels, inverters, power conversion and storage blocks incorporating battery 
energy storage systems (BESS), with an aggregated storage capacity of approximately 250 
MW, for the storage and supply of electricity to support grid stability and security of supply 
and associated electrical infrastructure; 

b. a 33 kilovolt (kV) underground electricity network, and a 33/220 kV onsite substation, 
together with operational facilities, buildings, perimeter fencing and mitigation planting; 
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c. stock grazing beneath the solar panels; 

d. a 220 kV double-circuit transmission line approximately 9.7 km in length, supported by 
towers up to 60 m high, connecting the solar farm substation to the Grid Injection Point; 

e. a 220 kV Grid Injection Point connecting the project to the National Grid Bunnythorpe-
Whakamaru A and B 220 kV transmission lines; 

f. associated construction activities, including earthworks, discharges, vegetation clearance, 
laydown areas, access works, access tracks, road widening and supporting infrastructure; 
and 

g. groundwater take and use from an existing bore during construction and operation. 

4. The project seeks all necessary approvals and will require: 

a. resource consents and certificates of compliance under the Resource Management Act 1991 
(RMA); and 

b. an archaeological authority under the Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga Act 2014 

5. We recommend you accept the referral application as the project meets the criteria set out in section 
22 and does not appear to involve an ineligible activity. 

6. We seek your decisions on this recommendation and on the proposed directions to the applicant, the 
expert panel and notification of your decisions.  

Assessment against statutory framework 
 

7. The statutory framework for your decision-making is set out in Appendix 1. You must apply this 
framework when you are deciding whether to accept or decline the referral application and when 
deciding on any further requirements or directions associated with referral of the project. 

8. Before accepting the project, you must consider the application (in Appendix 2), the section 18 Treaty 
settlements report (in Appendix 4), any comments from invited parties (in Appendix 5), any further 
information provided by the applicant (in Appendix 6), and any document that requires your 
consideration under section 16. You must also comply with the procedural requirements in section 
16. Having considered these matters, you may accept the application if you are satisfied it meets the 
criteria in section 22 of the Act and there are no reasons requiring you to decline the application. We 
provide our advice on these matters below. 

9. We have considered if there are any reasons for declining the project, and provide our advice on these 
matters below.  

Section 18 Treaty settlements and other obligations report  

10. The section 18 report identifies the relevant Māori groups for the project area, including Tūwharetoa 
Māori Trust Board, Te Kotahitanga o Ngāti Tūwharetoa, Tūwharetoa Settlement Trust, CNI Iwi 
Holdings Trust, Raukawa Settlement Trust, Ngāti Uenukukōpako Iwi Trust and Te Kōpua Kānapanapa. 
It also identifies other Māori groups with potentially relevant interests and the owners/administrators 
of Māori land. 

11. The report identifies five Treaty settlements relevant to the project area; 

a. the 2007 Lake Taupō deed 
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b. Central North Island Forests Land Collective Settlement Act 2008 

c. Ngāti Tūwharetoa, Raukawa, and Te Arawa River Iwi Waikato River Act 2010 

d. Raukawa Claims Settlement Act 2014 

e. Ngāti Tūwharetoa Claims Settlement Act 2018. 

12. The relevant provisions arise from the Ngāti Tūwharetoa Claims Settlement Act 2018 and relate to Te 
Kōpua Kānapanapa and Te Kaupapa Kaitiaki (Taupō Catchment Plan). The settlement provides for 
Ngāti Tūwharetoa participation in resource management decision-making within the Taupō 
Catchment, which includes the project area. Relevant procedural requirements concern notification 
of certain resource consent applications, appointment of hearing commissioners and consideration 
of Te Kaupapa Kaitiaki. 

13. The project area is also within the scope of a 2009 joint management agreement (JMA) between 
Tūwharetoa Māori Trust Board and Taupō District Council (TDC) relating to notified resource consents 
and private plan changes on or affecting multiply-owned Māori land.  

14. The project includes proposed resource consents for activities on or affecting Hauhungaroa 1D3B 
Block, which the section 18 report identifies as Māori freehold land. 

15. While the project includes electricity infrastructure on Māori freehold land administered by 
Hauhungaroa 1D3B Incorporation, the landowners have provided written agreement to the proposed 
activity and, accordingly, a determination under section 23 of the Act is not required and the project 
does not include an ineligible activity under section 5(1)(a). 

16. No comments were received from Māori groups invited to comment on the referral application under 
section 17 of the Act. 

17. We consider the section 18 report does not raise any matters that would make it more appropriate 
to authorise the proposed approvals under another Act or Acts. 

Section 16 Effects of Treaty settlements and other obligations on decision-making 

18. The section 18 report identifies relevant procedural requirements and a document requiring 
consideration in relation to a substantive application for the project. These arise from the Ngāti 
Tūwharetoa Claims Settlement Act 2018 and the 2009 JMA between Tūwharetoa Māori Trust Board 
and TDC. 

19. Te Kaupapa Kaitiaki is also relevant. It sets out the vision, objectives, desired outcomes and values for 
the Taupō Catchment. The section 18 report records that TDC has incorporated Te Kaupapa Kaitiaki 
into the strategic direction of the Taupō District Plan, while Waikato Regional Council (WRC) has yet 
to recognise and provide for it in its regional RMA planning documents. The report therefore considers 
that the requirement to have particular regard to Te Kaupapa Kaitiaki applies to regional RMA 
matters. 

20. Accordingly, if you accept the referral application, we recommend that you direct the panel to comply 
with the relevant procedural requirements identified in the section 18 report, including requirements 
relating to Te Kōpua Kānapanapa, appointment of hearing commissioners, consideration of Te 
Kaupapa Kaitiaki, and the applicable requirements of the 2009 JMA. 
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Written comments received 

21. Comments were received from WRC, six Ministers, Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga (HNZPT), 
Transpower New Zealand Limited (Transpower), NZ Transport Agency Waka Kotahi (NZTA), and the 
Department of Conservation (DOC). No comments were received from TDC except in relation to 
competing applications, and none were received from Māori groups. The key points of relevance to 
your decision are summarised in Table AA. 

22. The key points from the comments are:  

a. the Minister for Energy considered the project would deliver regionally and nationally 
significant infrastructure through large-scale renewable electricity generation and battery 
storage, and make a significant contribution to New Zealand’s energy system 

b. the Minister for Economic Growth considered the project is likely to deliver significant 
national economic benefits through investment, renewable electricity generation and 
battery storage, and contributions to electricity security and resilience 

c. the Minister for Regional Development considered the project may be regionally significant, 
particularly through its contribution to regionally and nationally significant infrastructure, 
increased electricity supply and storage, affordability and resilience, and district-level 
employment opportunities 

d. the Minister for Māori Development and Minister for Māori Crown Relations supported the 
application progressing and encouraged consideration of relevant Treaty settlement 
legislation and instruments, and any feedback received from relevant Māori groups 

e. WRC advised that it was not aware of any competing applications, did not consider the 
project involved an ineligible activity, and did not consider any reasons to decline applied. 
WRC identified ecological, contaminated land, highly productive land and water 
management matters to be addressed through any substantive application 

f. TDC advised that there were no competing applications for the project area and had no 
further comments on the application 

g. HNZPT advised that the applicant’s archaeological assessment identified no recorded 
archaeological sites within the project area and a very low likelihood of effects on 
unrecorded archaeological sites, and anticipated further engagement on cultural heritage 
matters should the project proceed to the substantive stage 

h. Transpower supported the development of new generation and storage capacity and advised 
it is continuing to work with the applicant on the design of the Grid Injection Point. 
Transpower identified matters relating to the protection and operation of the National Grid 
to be addressed through any substantive application 

i. NZTA advised that the transport upgrades and approvals required for the project can be 
addressed through conditions and subsequent approvals, and did not identify any concerns 
that would prevent the project progressing to the substantive stage 

j. DOC identified potential ecological and Conservation Act matters for further consideration 
but did not identify any reason why the project should not proceed through the fast-track 
process.  
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Further information provided by applicant 

23. In response to your request for further information under section 20 of the Act the applicant provided 
further information regarding streams, tributaries, wetlands, qualifying water bodies and potential 
marginal strips within the project area. The further information was requested following comments 
from DOC, WRC, and matters identified through the section 18 report regarding freshwater features 
within the project area and the potential relevance of Conservation Act 1987 and Treaty settlement 
arrangements. 

24. The applicant provided additional mapping and assessment information on the location, extent and 
status of freshwater features and potential marginal strips within the project area. The applicant 
considers that the project does not require any approvals under the Conservation Act 1987.  

25. We have considered this further information in our analysis and advice in Table A. 

Reasons to decline 

26. The statutory framework in Appendix 1 sets out the situations where you must decline the application 
for referral under section 21(3). We do not consider you must decline this application. 

27. You may also decline the application for any other reason under section 21(4). The Act gives some 
guidance on matters you could consider when deciding whether to decline an application and these 
are set out in Appendix 1.  

28. The project would utilise land identified as highly productive land for solar generation. WRC noted 
that the project would result in the loss of highly productive land and raised questions regarding 
consistency with the National Policy Statement for Highly Productive Land 2022 (NPS-HPL). However, 
WRC also noted that the proposed continuation of stock grazing within the solar farm may reduce the 
extent of that loss by enabling an ongoing productive use of the land. 

29. We have considered these matters in Table A. While the project's use of highly productive land is 
relevant to your consideration of whether to decline the application, we do not recommend that you 
decline the application on this basis. The extent of any loss of highly productive land, the proposed 
continuation of stock grazing, and the project's consistency with the NPS-HPL are matters that can be 
considered in greater detail by the expert panel at the substantive application stage, should the 
project be referred. 

Reasons to accept 

30. The statutory framework in Appendix 1 sets out the reasons you can accept a project for referral. 

31. Our assessment of these matters is summarised in Table A. We consider the project meets the 
requirements of section 22, as: 

a. it is an infrastructure project involving the construction, operation and maintenance of a 
utility-scale solar farm, battery energy storage system and associated electricity transmission 
infrastructure 

b. it would have significant regional or national benefits because it would increase renewable 
electricity generation capacity, contribute to New Zealand's electricity supply and energy 
security, support climate change mitigation through renewable electricity generation, and 
provide economic and employment benefits 
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c. referring the project to the fast-track approvals process would facilitate the project, including 
by enabling the multiple approvals required for the project to be considered through a single 
process that is more timely and cost-effective than standard consenting pathways 

d. it is unlikely to materially affect the efficient operation of the fast-track approvals process, 
because the project is neither novel in the New Zealand context nor beyond the scope of what 
an expert panel would typically assess. 

32. If you do not agree, you must decline the referral application under section 21(3)(a) of the Act. 

Other matters  

33. We have identified two issues further to the matters identified above and our analysis of these is in 
Table A.  

34. The applicant has not included an application for an approval under the Wildlife Act 1953 as part of 
the approvals sought for the project. DOC considers that additional approvals under the Wildlife Act 
1953 are likely to be required in relation to potential effects on protected wildlife, including long-
tailed and central lesser short-tailed bats and Threatened and At-Risk bird species, and for proposed 
carcass monitoring. WRC also identified potential effects on indigenous fauna, including bats, birds 
and lizards, and sought further information and management measures as part of any substantive 
application.  

35. The applicant’s ecological assessments identify potential effects on indigenous birds and potential 
lizard habitat, although no lizards were detected during surveys and the likelihood of their presence 
is considered low. The bat assessment identifies the proposed removal of approximately 6.2 km of 
mature woody vegetation and shelterbelts and assesses the magnitude of effects on long-tailed bats 
prior to mitigation as High. Management and mitigation measures are proposed, and in response to 
requests for clarification the applicant has confirmed that any required Wildlife Act approval would 
be sought separately from the fast-track process. 

36. We do not consider the potential requirement for a separate Wildlife Act approval alters our 
recommendation to refer the project. Any requirement for such an approval would need to be 
addressed by the applicant separately from the fast-track approvals process. 

37. The application identifies 28 contamination features within the project area, including three 
contaminated soil areas requiring remediation and management. WRC noted that the Preliminary Site 
Investigation, Detailed Site Investigation and Contaminated Soils Management and Remediation Plan 
referred to in the application were not provided with the referral application. WRC requested that 
these documents, together with identification and mapping of contaminated areas, an assessment of 
potential effects on groundwater, surface water and receiving environments, proposed remediation 
and contaminated soil management measures, and associated handling, control and verification 
procedures, be provided as part of any substantive application. 

38. We do not consider the contaminated land matters identified above alter our recommendation to 
refer the project and we note that the additional information requested by WRC is likely to be 
required under Schedule 3 of the Act without a specific direction from you under section 27. 



 

Page 8 of 20 

Conclusions 
 

39. We consider the project meets the section 22 criteria and you could accept the referral application 
under section 21 of the Act and refer the project to the fast-track approvals process with the 
specifications outlined below.  

40. We consider that if you decide to refer the project, you should specify under section 27 of the Act the 
following requirements that should apply to the project: 

a. the deadline for lodging the substantive application is two years from the date of the referral 
notice of decisions letter to the applicant; and 

b. the information that must be submitted with the substantive application; 

i. an Integrated Transport Assessment addressing the construction and operational 
transport effects of the project, including its interfaces with State Highway 32 and 
proposed access and intersection arrangements. 

c. Transpower and NZTA as persons or groups from whom a panel must invite comments, in 
addition to those specified in section 53 of the Act 

41. The above restrictions are required for the following reasons: 

a. The information specified in paragraph 40(b) is required to ensure that the panel has sufficient 
information to assess the potential transport and access effects associated with the project. 

Next steps
 

42. The Secretary for the Environment (the Secretary) must give notice of your decisions on the referral 
application, and the reasons for them, to the applicant(s) and anyone invited to comment under 
section 17 and publish the notice on the Fast-track website. 

43. In your notice of decisions, you must direct a panel considering any substantive application for the 
project to comply with the requirements identified under section 16(2)(c) of the Act relating to: 

a. the relevant procedural arrangements under the Ngāti Tūwharetoa Claims Settlement Act 
2018 concerning notification to Te Kōpua Kānapanapa, the appointment of hearing 
commissioners, and consideration of Te Kaupapa Kaitiaki; and 

b. the relevant requirements of the JMA between Tūwharetoa Māori Trust Board and TDC, 
including the procedural requirements relating to the option for joint decision-making. 

44. If you decide to refer the project, the Secretary must also give notice of your decision to: 

a. the panel convener 

b. any additional iwi authorities or Treaty settlement entities that you consider have an interest 
in the matter other than those invited to comment under section 17 

c. the Environmental Protection Authority (EPA) 

d. the relevant administering agencies 

45. You must also provide all of the information you received that relates to this application to the EPA 
and the panel convener, including: 

a. the referral application 
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b. any comments received under section 17 

c. the report obtained under section 18 

d. if a report was obtained under section 19, that report. 

46. We will undertake this action on your behalf. 

47. We have attached a notice of decisions letter to the applicant(s) based on our recommendations 
(refer Appendix 7) and we will provide it to all relevant parties. We will provide you with an amended 
letter if required.  

48. Our recommendations for your decisions follow.   
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Recommendations
 

49. We recommend that you:  

a. Note section 21(3) of the Fast-track Approvals Act 2024 (the Act) requires you to decline the 
referral application from Meridian Energy Limited (the applicant) if you are satisfied that the 
project involves an ineligible activity, or you consider that you do not have adequate 
information to inform the decision under this section or if you are not satisfied that the 
Western Bays Solar Farm project (the project) meets the referral criteria in section 22 of the 
Act. 

Noted 

b. Agree that before deciding on the application for project referral under section 21(1) of the 
Act you have considered: 

i. the application in Appendix 2 

ii. the report obtained under section 18 in Appendix 4 

iii. any comments and further information sought under sections 17 and 20 and provided 
within the required timeframe in Appendices 5 and 6.  

Yes / No 

c. Note the application under section 16 of:  

i. relevant Treaty settlements, including the Ngāti Tūwharetoa Claims Settlement Act 2018; 
and 

ii. the joint management agreement between Tūwharetoa Māori Trust Board and Taupō 
District Council. 

Noted  

d. Note that this provides for the consideration of:  

i. notification to Te Kōpua Kānapanapa, the appointment of hearing commissioners, and 
consideration of Te Kaupapa Kaitiaki; and 

ii. the joint decision-making arrangements under the joint management agreement between 
Tūwharetoa Māori Trust Board and Taupō District Council. 

Noted 

e. Agree you are satisfied the project will meet the referral criteria in section 22 of the Act as: 

i. it is a is an infrastructure project that would have significant regional or national benefits 
because it would deliver new renewable electricity generation and transmission 
infrastructure, comprising up to 420 megawatts (MW) of solar generation, approximately 
250 MW / 2,000 megawatt-hours of battery storage, a new transmission line and 
connection to the National Grid; 

ii. it would deliver significant economic benefits, including an estimated capital investment 
of approximately $758 million and employment during construction and operation; and 
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iii. it would support climate change mitigation through substantial additional renewable 
electricity generation and battery storage capacity, reducing reliance on higher-emissions 
generation and supporting electrification of the economy; and 

iv. it would support climate change adaptation and resilience by increasing the diversity, 
reliability and resilience of New Zealand’s electricity system through additional 
renewable generation and large-scale battery storage capacity. 

v. referring the project to the fast-track approvals process would facilitate the project, 
including by enabling it to be processed in a more timely and cost-effective way than under 
normal processes because it precludes public and limited notification and appeals under 
the Act are to the High Court and limited to points of law; and 

vi. referring the project is unlikely to materially affect the efficient operation of the fast-track 
approvals process because the project is neither novel in the New Zealand context nor 
beyond the scope of what a panel would typically assess under the RMA. 

Yes / No 

f. Agree there is no reason the project must be declined under section 21(3) 

Yes / No 

g. Note the project will occur on identified Māori Land, but the landowner has provided written 
approval so no ineligible activity is triggered under section 5(1)(a) 

Noted 

h. Agree to accept the referral application under section 21(1) and refer the whole project to the 
fast-track approvals process under section 26(2). 

Yes / No 

i. Agree to specify Meridian Energy Limited as the person authorised to lodge a substantive 
application for the project 

Yes / No 

j. Agree to direct a panel to comply with the following matters under section 16: 

i. the relevant procedural arrangements under the Ngāti Tūwharetoa Claims Settlement Act 
2018 relating to notification to Te Kōpua Kānapanapa, the appointment of hearing 
commissioners, and consideration of Te Kaupapa Kaitiaki; and 

ii. the relevant procedural requirements of the joint management agreement between 
Tūwharetoa Māori Trust Board and Taupō District Council relating to joint decision-
making.  

Yes / No 

k. Agree to specify under section 27(3)(b) of the Act: 

i. the deadline for lodging the application two years from the date of the referral notice of 
decisions letter to the applicant; 

ii. the following information that the applicant must submit with the substantive application:  
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(1) an Integrated Transport Assessment addressing the construction and operational 
transport effects of the project, including its interface with State Highway 32 and 
proposed access and intersection arrangements.  

iii. the following persons or groups from whom a panel must invite comments in addition to 
those specified in section 53: 

(1) Transpower New Zealand Limited; and 

(2) New Zealand Transport Agency Waka Kotahi 

Yes / No 

l. Agree that the Secretary for the Environment will provide your notice of decisions to: 

i. Anyone invited to comment on the application including local authorities and relevant 
Māori groups 

ii. the panel convener 

iii. The Environmental Protection Authority (EPA) 
iv. The following relevant administering agencies: 

1. Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga 
Yes / No 

m. Note that you may decline a referral application for any other reason, whether or not the 
project meets the criteria in section 22, including (but not limited to) the reasons for decline 
set out at section 21(5). 

Noted 

n. Approve the draft notice of decisions letter to the applicant (attached in Appendix 7). 

Yes / No 

o. Note that should you decide to accept the referral application, our recommendations for 
appropriate directions to a panel (relating to consultation) and the applicant (relating to 
information to be supplied with the substantive application) are included in Table A.  

Noted 
Signatures  

 
Stephanie Frame Hon Chris Bishop 
Manager – Fast-track Operations Minister for Infrastructure 
 
 
Date: 
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The Minister for Energy considered the project will deliver new regionally or nationally significant infrastructure in the form of large-scale renewable electricity generation and noted its contribution to electricity supply 
and the benefits of battery storage. The Minister for Regional Development considered the project's strongest significance to be its contribution to regionally and nationally significant infrastructure through increased 
electricity supply, storage, resilience and affordability. 
 
We consider the project would deliver new regionally and nationally significant electricity infrastructure and make a substantial contribution to New Zealand's electricity generation, storage and transmission network. 
We consider the project meets this criterion and you could refer it on this basis. 
 
Will deliver significant economic benefits [s22(2)(a)(iv)] 
The applicant stated that the project would deliver significant economic benefits, including: 
• approximately $758 million in capital investment; 
• approximately 280 direct full-time equivalent (FTE) jobs at peak construction, with an average of approximately 60 construction jobs during the five-year construction period; 
• approximately 6–20 permanent operational jobs over the life of the project; 
• secondary economic benefits for local and regional businesses, including freight, logistics, accommodation, hospitality, transport and traffic management services; and 
• broader economic benefits associated with increasing renewable electricity generation, supporting energy security, and contributing to New Zealand's transition to a low-emissions economy. 
 
The Minister for Economic Growth considered the proposal appears likely to provide significant national economic benefits through the scale of investment, additional renewable generation and battery storage, and its 
contribution to electricity security and resilience. The Minister also considered the project may provide significant, but time-limited, regional benefits through construction activity and direct employment. 
 
The Minister for Regional Development considered the project may provide significant district-level employment benefits but regarded its strongest significance as its contribution to regionally and nationally significant 
electricity infrastructure, with a more modest regional economic impact. 
 
We consider the project would deliver significant economic benefits through substantial capital investment, employment opportunities during construction and operation, support for regional businesses, and contributions 
to electricity supply and resilience.  
We consider the project meets this criterion and you could refer it on this basis. 
 
Will support development of natural resources, including minerals and petroleum [s22(2)(a)(vi)] 
The applicant stated that sunlight is a natural renewable resource that the project will utilise to convert to electricity. 
 
While the project would utilise solar energy derived from sunlight, we consider the project's primary significance lies in the delivery of renewable electricity infrastructure and generation capacity rather than the 
development of a natural resource in the sense contemplated by this criterion. 
We do not recommend referral on this basis. 
 
Will support climate change mitigation, including the reduction or removal of greenhouse gas emissions [s22(2)(a)(vii)] 
The applicant stated that the project directly addresses climate change mitigation by outlining that the project would: 
• generate renewable electricity, contributing to New Zealand's transition to a low-emissions economy; 
• support national climate change mitigation and electrification targets, including New Zealand's target of net zero emissions by 2050; 
• support Electrify NZ, a key action in New Zealand's Second Emissions Reduction Plan (2026–2030), which aims to double renewable electricity generation; and 
• contribute directly to increasing renewable electricity generation as a matter of national significance. 
 
The Minister for Energy noted that demand for electricity is expected to increase and considered the project would deliver large-scale renewable electricity generation and battery storage infrastructure. The Minister also 
considered the project would make a significant contribution to New Zealand's energy system. 
The Minister for Economic Growth considered that the project would provide benefits through additional renewable generation and battery storage and contribute to electricity security and resilience. 
The Minister for Regional Development considered that the project's strongest significance is its contribution to electricity supply, storage, resilience and affordability through regionally and nationally significant 
infrastructure. 
We consider the project would support climate change mitigation through the generation of substantial additional renewable electricity and battery storage capacity, reducing reliance on higher-emissions generation and 
supporting electrification of the economy.  
We consider the project meets this criterion and you could refer it on this basis. 
 
Will support climate change adaptation, reduce risks arising from natural hazards, or support recovery from events caused by natural hazards [s22(2)(a)(viii)] 
The applicant stated that the project would: 
• support electricity system resilience and security of supply through BESS, with capacity of around 250MW / 2000 MWh; 
• be located outside areas of identified high natural hazard risk as identified on relevant hazard maps under the district plan; and 
• contribute to resilience against natural hazard events and electricity supply disruptions through diversification of electricity generation sources. 
 
The Minister for Energy noted that electricity demand is expected to increase and considered the project would make a significant contribution to New Zealand's electricity system through large-scale renewable generation 
and battery storage. The Minister for Economic Growth also considered the project would contribute to electricity security and resilience through additional renewable generation and battery storage capacity. 
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Any other matter 
DOC considers that additional approvals under the Wildlife Act 1953 are likely to be required. The applicant has not included a Wildlife Act approval in the approvals sought and has stated that any approval required would 
be sought separately. We do not consider this provides a reason to decline the referral application 
 
We do not recommend you decline the application  
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Appendix 1: Statutory framework summary 
 

1. You are the sole decision maker for referral applications. If you accept a referral application, then 
the whole or part of the project will be referred to the fast-track approvals process. 

2. If a Treaty settlement, the Marine and Coastal Area (Takutai Moana) Act 2011, the Ngā Rohe Moana 
o Ngā Hapū o Ngāti Porou Act 2019, a Mana Whakahono ā Rohe or a joint management agreement 
provides for consideration of any document or procedural requirements, you must, where relevant: 

a. give the document the same or equivalent effect through this process as it would have under 
any specified Act; and 

b. comply with any applicable procedural requirements. 

3. You must decline a referral application if: 

a. you are satisfied the project does not meet the referral criteria in section 22 

b. you are satisfied the project involves an ineligible activity (section 5) 

c. you consider you do not have adequate information to inform your decision. 

4. You may decline an application for any other reason, including those set out in section 21(5) and 
even if the application meets the section 22 referral criteria. 

5. You can decline an application before or after inviting comments under section 17(1). However, if 
comments have been sought and provided within the required time frame, you must consider 
them, along with the referral application, before deciding to decline the application. 

6. If you do not decline a referral application at the initial stage you must copy the application to, and 
invite written comments from: 

a. the relevant local authorities 

b. the Minister for the Environment, the Minister for Māori Crown Relations: Te Arawhiti, and the 
Minister for Māori Development  

c. any other relevant portfolio Ministers 

d. the relevant administering agencies 

e. the Māori groups identified by the responsible agency 

f. the owners of Māori land in the project area (if applicable) 

g. you may provide the application to and invite comments from any other person. 

7. You can request further information from an applicant, any relevant local authority or any relevant 
administering agency at any time before you decide to decline or accept a referral application (see 
section 20 of the Act). 

8. However, if further information has been sought and provided within the required time frame you 
must consider it, along with the referral application, before deciding to decline the application. 

 

 




