Memorandum on Completeness and Scope

File FTAA-2512-1157

Application State Highway 1 North Canterbury—Woodend Bypass Project (Belfast to Pegasus)

To Manager LOA/ Team Leader LOA

From I/ rlication Lead

Date 30 January 2026

Subject Assessment whether the application complies with section 46(2) of the Fast-track

Approvals Act 2024

Purpose

1. The purpose of this memo is to assist you in making your decision on whether the State Highway 1
North Canterbury—Woodend Bypass Project (Belfast to Pegasus) application, received by the Fast-
track Team on 19 December 2025 lodged by New Zealand Transport Agency complies with the
requirements of section 46(2) of the Fast-track Approvals Act 2024 (the Act).

Decision-maker

2. You have delegated authority to make the decision under section 46 of the Act under the instrument
of delegation dated 27 October 2025.

Conflict of interest

3. I confirmthat | do not have any conflict of interest in this matter that would prevent me making this
assessment.

The application

4. For projects listed in Schedule 2 of the Act and referred projects, authorised persons may lodge a
substantive application for approvals available under the Act.

5. The State Highway 1 North Canterbury—Woodend Bypass Project (Belfast to Pegasus) is a listed
project.

fasttrack.govt.nz | info@fasttrack.govt.nz | 0800 FASTRK

Fast-track is administered by the Environmental Protection Authority
Private Bag 63002, Wellington 6140, New Zealand | NZBN: 9429041901977



6. The EPAreceived the substantive application for State Highway 1 North Canterbury—Woodend
Bypass Project (Belfast to Pegasus) on 19 December 2025 by New Zealand Transport Agency. The
EPA must, in consultation with the relevant administering agencies and relevant consent authorities,
decide whether this substantive application complies with section 46 of the Act by 30 January 2026.

7. Assetoutin more detail below, the EPA must decide whether the application is complete and either:

e provide the application to the Panel Convener for consideration and decision by the expert
consenting panel (if complete and within scope); or

e returnitto the person who lodged it (if incomplete and not within scope).

Project and Scope

8. The projectis described in Schedule 2 of the Act as®:

Extend the State Highway 1 Christchurch Northern Corridor between Belfast and Pegasus
9. The approximate geographical location is identified in Schedule 2 of the Act as:

State Highway 1 North Canterbury

10. Asstated in the Substantive Application Report (volume 2A, from page 1) The application is for the
following activity:

The Project will extend the SH1 Christchurch Northern Corridor between Belfast and
Pegasus and spans a linear length of approximately 11 km, commencing from
approximately 600 m south of the Kaiapoi River Bridge and ending approximately 700 m
north of the Pegasus/Ravenwood intersection. The Project includes upgrades to
approximately 4 km of the existing SH1 and a new approximately 7 km bypass of Woodend
township.

11. The application clearly states the project is an extension of the Christchurch Northern Corridor and
includes a bypass of the Woodend township (which is included in the project name, under schedule 2
of the Act).

12. Section 3.2 of the Substantive Application report states the SH1 upgrades will occur from
approximately 600 m south of Kaiapoi River Bridge to the Cam River / Ruataniwha, including:

e Additional southbound lane - Between approximately 600 m south of the Kaiapoi River Bridge to the
bridge itself

! The description of this project as listed in schedule 2 was amended on 17 December 2025 to delete “by
approximately 4 kilometres, altering the existing designation, and additional land acquisition outside of that
designation”: Fast-track Approvals Amendment Act 2025 No 78, Public Act 52 Schedule 2 amended - New Zealand

Legislation




13.

14,

15.

16.

17.

Kaiapoi River Bridge upgrades - Seismic strengthening and widening to provide additional
southbound lane.

Four-lane upgrades - Upgrade the SH1 carriageway from two lanes to four lanes from Lineside Road
Overpass to the Cam River / Ruataniwha.

| consider the above SH1 upgrade activities to be within scope of the description listed in Schedule 2
of the Act as they are all located between Belfast and Pegasus.

[ also consider the above upgrades to be an extension of the current Christchurch Northern Corridor
as they occur approximately where the current Northern corridor ends and includes 4 lane upgrades
which is consistent with the current Northern corridor (which also has 4 lanes).

The applicant also states the project will include project wide activities along the length of the
project (see page 16 of the Substantive Application Report: storm water infrastructure, watercourse
and drainage works, landscaping and planting, ecological offsetting and compensation, noise
mitigation, utilities and services, road features and furniture), which | consider to be involved in, or
support and be subsidiary to the project referred to in Schedule 2.

The geographic location of the Project (State Highway 1 North Canterbury) is also aligned
throughout the application documents.

Based on the above information, | consider the substantive application therefore relates solely to the
listed project

Fast-track consenting application process

Legislative context

18.

The EPA must decide whether the substantive application complies with section 46(2) of the Act. A
substantive application complies with section 46(2) of the Act, if the application:

complies with sections 42, 43 and 44;
relates solely to a listed project or a referred project;

the EPA considers that, on the face of the application, the project does not appear to involve an
ineligible activity; and

any fee, charge, or levy payable under the Fast-track Approvals (Cost Recovery) Regulations 2025
(the Regulations) in respect of the application is paid.

Section 42 Requirements

19.

20.

21.

Section 42 of the Act states that an authorised person may lodge a substantive application for one
project or substantive applications for each stage of a project. Section 42(4) lists the approvals that
may be sought under the Act.

This application has been lodged by New Zealand Transport Agency. This person is an authorised
person as listed under Schedule 2 of the Act.

The approvals being sought are:



22.
23.

a resource consent that would otherwise be applied for under the Resource Management Act 1991;

a designation or an alteration to an existing designation for which a notice of requirement would
otherwise be lodged under the Resource Management Act 1991,

a wildlife approval as defined in clause 1 of Schedule 7;

an approval or a dispensation that would otherwise be applied for under regulation 42 or 43 of the
Freshwater Fisheries Regulations 1983 in respect of a complex freshwater fisheries activity;

an archaeological authority described in section 44(a) or (b) of the Heritage New Zealand Pouhere
Taonga Act 2014 that would otherwise be applied for under that Act

All of the above listed approvals are of the type set out in section 42(4) of the Act.

For each of the approvals sought, the applicant is eligible to apply for any corresponding approval
under a specified Act.

Section 43 Requirements

24,

Section 43 of the Act sets out the requirements for a substantive application. The substantive
application was lodged in the form and manner approved by the EPA. Assessment of section 43
requirements is included at Appendix 1.

Section 44 Requirements

25.

26.

27.

Section 44 of the Act requires that the information provided by the applicant under section 43 must
be specified in sufficient detail to satisfy the purpose for which it is required. Assessment of section
44 sufficiency is included at Appendix 1.

In assessing the sufficiency of information provided by the applicant, we rely on the information
provided to us through consultation with each relevant administering agency and consent authority,
as summarised in Appendix 2.

As set out in more detail in Appendix 2, the agencies consulted have advised that the information
required by section 44 is provided in sufficient detail to satisfy the purpose for which it is required.

Ineligibility

28.

29.

The EPA needs to decide whether it considers that, on the face of the application, the project does
not appear to involve an ineligible activity, as defined in section 5 of the Act. As the EPA has to
consider this on the face of the application, the EPA is only able to consider information contained in
the application materials.

The list of ineligible projects includes activities:

on land returned under a Treaty settlement, on identified Maori Land, on Maori customary land, on
land set apart as Maori reservation, or in a customary marine title or protected customary rights area
without written permission from the rights holder;

on Maori customary land, or land set apart as Maori reservation under Part 17 of Te Ture Whenua
Maori Act 1993;



30.

in a customary marine or protected customary rights area without written agreement from the rights
holder/group;

within an aquaculture settlement area without the required authorisation;

activities that would be prevented under section 165J, 165M, 165Q, 165ZC, or 165ZDB of the RMA
(which deal with occupation of space in the common marine and coastal area); or

that require permissions on national reserves held under the Reserves Act 1977 ; or

on land listed under clauses 1 to 11 or 14 of Schedule 4 of the Crown Minerals Act 1991 (and clauses
12 and 13 for mining activities).

| consider that, on the face of the application, the project does not appear to involve an ineligible
activity.

Fees and levies

31.

The EPA has received all fees, charges and levies payable by the applicant under the Regulations for
the substantive application as follows:

Application fee in the sum of $250,000 plus GST; and
Levy in the sum of $140,000 plus GST.

Consultation

32.

33.

We have consulted with and considered consultation responses from the following relevant
administering agencies and relevant consent authorities:

with Environment Canterbury Regional Council, Waimakariri District Council for an approval
described in [section 42(4)(a) (resource consent) and section 42(4)(d) (designation)];

with the Department of Conservation for:
i. anapproval described in section 42(4)(h) (Wildlife Act wildlife approval);
ii. anapproval described in section 42(4)(j) (complex freshwater fisheries activity approval);

with Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga for an approval described in section 42(4)(i)
(archaeological authority);

A summary of the consultation is included at Appendix 2.

Assessment of compliance for each section of each application form

34.

35.

36.

We have assessed the application materials against the relevant checklists in the prescribed
application form. Each assessment is contained within the appropriate approval checklist. These are
included in Appendix 1 for ease of reference.

My view is that the application does comply with section 46 and the EPA may now notify the
applicant of its decision.

The EPA must now decide whether the substantive application has a competing application under
section 47(3) (under delegation from the Minister for Infrastructure under section 47(10)) within 10
working days from the date of the completeness decision.



37. Once the EPA has made the decision under section 47(3), the EPA can provide the application to the
panel convener to commence consideration and decision of the application by the panel.

Appendix 1: Assessment of section 44 sufficiency
This application seeks the following approval(s) under the Act:
A resource consent, change to or cancellation of a resource consent: checklist A

A resource consent, change to or cancellation of a resource consent: checklist Al -
subdivision or reclamation

A resource consent, change to or cancellation of a resource consent: checklist A2 -
freshwater fisheries activity.

A designation or an alteration to an existing designation: checklist C.

A wildlife approval: checklist E.

An archaeological approval: checklist F.

Approval of person to carry out an activity under an Archaeological Authority: checklist F1.
Complex freshwater fisheries approval: checklist G

Information requirements for all applications checklist J.



CHECKLIST A - Resource consent, change to or cancellation of a resource consent

CHECKLIST Al - Subdivision or reclamation resource consent

CHECKLIST A2 - Application including standard freshwater fisheries activity checklist

CHECKLIST C - Designation or alteration of existing designation

CHECKLIST E - Wildlife approval

CHECKLIST F - Archaeological authority

CHECKLIST F1 - Archaeological authority: Approval for person to carry out activity

CHECKLIST G - Complex freshwater fisheries approval

CHECKLIST J - Listed project information requirements



Appendix 2: Consultation Summary

The following agencies were consulted with to inform the assessment of the application for
completeness. Each agency was requested to confirm whether the application documentation
provided by the EPA regarding the proposal as provided by the applicant meets the requirements
of sections 42 and 43 of the Act and is provided in sufficient detail to satisfy the purpose of the Act
in accordance with section 44 of the Act.

This project has received generally positive feedback from all consulted agencies and councils,
confirming that it meets the requirements of the Fast-track Approvals Act 2024.

Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga confirmed that all archaeological and heritage-related
documentation is complete, with no further information required.

The Department of Conservation (DOC) found the application meets the requirements of sections
42,43, and 44 of the Act. DOC has provided further observations of relevance to further processing
of the application and where further information could be needed for a decision by the panel (i.e.
applicant to provide the draft lizard management plan and further information on the Barkers
Road release site is an appropriate relocation site for the lizards).

Waimakariri District Council (WDC) confirmed that the application meets the requirements
sections 42, 43 and 44 of the Act.

Environment Canterbury Regional Council (CRC) considered that the application meets the
requirements of sections 42-43 of the Act and further information is not required at this stage.
Although CRC have identified some technical gaps in the application CRC confirmed that they can
be resolved through the next stages of the process with ongoing engagement with the Applicant.
CRC has confirmed they are already in contact with the Applicant to work on the matters raised.

Overall, the application is considered complete, with some areas flagged for further clarification or
follow-up in the next stages of the process.

1.  Consultation with Environment Canterbury Regional Council and Waimakariri District
Council as the relevant consent authority for the following approvals under the Resource
Management Act 1991:

. Resource consent (section 42(4)(a) of the Act)

. Designation (section 42(4)(d) of the Act)

Response from Environment Canterbury Regional Council on 16 January 2026




Thank you for your letter dated 6 January 2026, regarding the State Highway 1 North Canterbury
- Woodend Bypass Project (Belfast to Pegasus) from New Zealand Transport Agency (NZTA).

Please find below the response from the Canterbury Regional Council (CRC) on considerations of
the completeness of the Applicant’s Substantive Application under the Fast-track Approvals Act
2024 (FTAA).

The assessment in Attachment 1 demonstrates that further information is not required in the
Substantive Application in terms of the criteria specified in Checklist A from the FTAA
Substantive Application Form Guidance (Fast-track-Approvals-Act-2024 Substantive-
Application-Form-Guidance.pdf). Advice from CRC technical experts (summarised in Attachment
2) contributed to the conclusions made when undertaking this assessment.

Specific questions relating to this application in accordance with section 30 of the FTAA.
Confirm that the written notice prepared by Council remains accurate at final at the time of
receiving this letter.

CRC can confirm that the information contained in the written notice dated 2 December 2025
remains accurate as at the date of this letter. A copy of the written notice is provided as
Attachment 3.

The substantive application includes applications for the following approvals under the
Resource Management Act 1991 (RMA) that CRC is the relevant consent authority for: a
resource consent that would otherwise be applied for under the RMA (section 42(4)(a) of
the FTAA).

Based on the information provided in the substantive application (and its Appendices), CRC
considers that the Canterbury Land and Water Regional Plan (LWRP), Canterbury Air Regional
Plan (CARP) and National Environmental Standards for Freshwater (NES F) would apply.

Consents under the RMA that would be administered by CRC:
Construction-Phase Consents -
a. Section 9 Land Use Consent

a. Earthworks and land disturbance activities associated with the construction phase of
the project.

b. The consentis required under LWRP Rules 5.161, 5.176 and 5.178. The consent is also
required under NES-F Regulation 45.

a. Therequested duration for the consent is 20 years.
b. Section 13 Land Use Consent

a. Works and the construction of structures within river and lake beds.




b. The consentis required under LWRP Rules 5.6 and 5.141A. The consent is also required
under NES-F Regulation 57 and Regulation 71.

c. Therequested duration for the consent is 20 years.
c. Section 14 Water Permit

a. Taking, using, diverting, and damming of surface water and groundwater to facilitate
construction activities.

b. The consentis required under LWRP Rules 5.118,5.120, 5.141A, 5.155 and 5.161. The
consent is also required under NES-F Regulation 45.

c. Therequested duration for the consent is 20 years.
d. Section 15 Discharge Permit
a. Discharge of stormwater and air contaminants during the construction phase.

b. The consentis required under LWRP Rules 5.6, 5.94B, 5.100, 5.120, 5.141A, 5.161 and
5.178. The consent is also required under CARP Rule 7.36 and under NES-F Regulation 45.

¢. Therequested duration for the consent is 20 years.
Operational-Phase Consents -
a. Section 13 Land Use Consent
a. Ongoing use and maintenance of culverts within the riverbed.
b. The consentis required under NES-F Regulation 71.
c. Therequested duration for the consent is 35 years.
b. Section 14 Water Permit

a. Permanent diversion of water resulting from stream realignment, and the passive take
and use of surface water and groundwater.

b. The consentis required under LWRP Rules 5.6, 5.132,5.160 and 8.5.12.
c. Therequested duration for the consent is 35 years.
c. Section 15 Discharge Permit
a. Discharge of stormwater during the operational phase.
b. The consentis required under LWRP Rules 5.97 and 5.132.

c. Therequested duration for the consent is 35 years.

10



CRC considers that, based on our understanding of the proposal, the relevant documents
identified by NZTA in the Assessment of Environmental Effects (AEE) is correct, and that NZTA
has assessed their proposal against the relevant Plans with regards to regional consenting.

Whether that substantive application made available to CRC, meets the requirements of
sections 42 and 43 of the FTAA and is provided in sufficient detail to satisfy the purpose for
which it is required in accordance with section 44 of the FTAA.

Overall, CRC considers that the application meets the requirements of sections 42-43 of the Act.
However, CRC considers that further discussion is required with the Applicant to work through
the comments provided in this report. Please refer to Attachment 2 for further details on this
matter.

Section 42 - Authorised person may lodge substantive application for approvals

CRC considers the NZTA has identified and applied for all relevant RMA consents under CRC’s
plans, as outlined above.

Section 43 - Requirements for substantive application

The primary areas of section 43 where CRC considers that information is lacking or could be
clarified are highlighted below. Additional matters may also require further consideration.

1. Management Plans

a. CRC considers that it would be beneficial for the Applicant to provide draft Management
Plans to ensure that potential effects are fully considered. If this approach is not
acceptable to the Applicant, further discussion will be required to ensure that the
Conditions around Management Plans contain sufficient information to appropriately
manage the effects.

b. CRC further considers that the proposed timeframe for certification of the Management
Plans is insufficient. Additional time will be required to ensure that the Management
Plans are adequate to manage potential effects should draft Management Plans not be
provided.

2. Ecological Effects

a. CRC considers that the taxa surveys require further investigation by the Applicant. The
reports provided rely on iNaturalist records; however, these records are not equivalent
to comprehensive surveys. Further investigation into invertebrates and non-vascular
plants would be beneficial.

b. CRC considers that an assessment by the Applicant of the potential effects of the
proposed water take from the Quarry Lakes on aquatic ecology would be beneficial.

11



c. CRC considers that further discussion regarding the proposed offset is required as there
is disagreement over the ecological values assigned.

3. Contaminated Land

a. CRC considers that investigation of HAIL sites that have not yet been completed is
needed by the Applicant.

b. CRCis particularly interested in the landfill at 162 Gladstone Road and considers further
investigation of this site would be beneficial.

4, Stormwater

a. CRC considers that further validation of the model should be completed, and that the
model should cover the full extent of the project site.

b. CRC considers that further discussion should be had on the stormwater infrastructure
and effects.

5. Conditions

a. CRC considers that refinement to the conditions would be beneficial to ensure that
effects are managed.

Consultation requirements as per Section 11 of the FTAA

CRC considers the NZTA has undertaken adequate consultation as per Section 11 of the FTAA.
See Volume 2I - Records of Consultation and Engagement from the Substantive Application that
accurately reflects consultation undertaken with CRC and provides details of consultation with
other parties.

Summary and Key Concerns
From CRC’s perspective, further information is not required as part of the application.

The outstanding issues can be resolved through ongoing engagement with the Applicant in the
coming weeks. We are already in contact with the Applicant and they have confirmed that they
are willing and ready to engage to work through the matters raised.

Despite the feedback provided by CRC on the application, this is not considered unexpected for
a project of this scale and significance. It is anticipated that the outstanding matters can be
addressed through the next stages of the fast-track process by working collaboratively with the
Applicant.

We trust that this information assists you determining the completeness of the application
regarding the State Highway 1 North Canterbury - Woodend Bypass Project (Belfast to Pegasus)
from NZTA, under section 46(1) of the Act.

12



Please advise if you need any further clarification on any matters raised in this letter. We look
forward to working with you further on this application if it is considered to meet section 46(1) of
the Act.

Nga mihi nui,

Manager Consents Planning

List of Attachments:

e Attachment 1 - CHECKLIST A - Resource consent, change to or cancellation of a resource
consent

e Attachment2 - CRC Technical Advice Summary
e Attachment 3 - Section 30 Letter 2nd December 2025

e Attachment 4 - CRC Pre Application Advice on Draft Application

Attachment 1: CHECKLIST A - Resource consent, change to or cancellation of a resource
consent
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(ii) a summary of any redress provided by
those settlements that affects natural and physical
resources relevant to the project or project area.

5(1)() Alistof any relevant customary marine title groups, The Marine and Coastal Area (Takutai Moana) Act 2011 is not
protected customary rights groups, nga hapu o Ngati Porou | relevant to this application. This matter is addressed in section
{where an application is within, adjacent to or directly 4.3.1 of the SA.
affecting nga rohe moana o nga hapu o Ngati Porou), or
Applicants under the Marine and Coastal Area (Takutai
Moanaj Act 2011.
5(1)(k) This has been provided in Volumes 2C-2F of the Substantive
Application as follows:
* \Volume 2C - Proposed Alterations to Designation
The conditions that the Applicant proposes for the Conditions
t. .
resouree consen Volume 2D - Proposed Resource Consent Conditions
Volume 2E - Proposed Wildlife Approval Conditions
Volume 2F - Proposed Archaeological Authority
Conditions
S5(1)(1) _ ) This has been provided in Volume 21 - Records of Consultation
ifa "}°“°e under section 30(3)(b) or (5) has been and Engagement. The CRC letter has also been included as
received,— Attachment 3. Further details are as follows:
(i :;:&ytz?:::::;:::oxi?i ;h; t;mai:':;%?g?g)_ CRC received a section 30 request under the FTAA from NZTA
and P " | onthe 2™ of December 2025. CRC provided a section 30
response on the 2" of December 2025.
(i) if a natice has been received under section
30(5), any more up-to-date information that the This demonstrates that timeframes under s30(6)(b) of the FTAA
were met.
Applicant is eware of about the existing resource
consent referred to in the notice.
5(4)(a) An assessment of the activity’s effects on the environment | This has been provided in section 6.6 of the SA and Volumes
thatincludes the infcrmation required by clause 6. 3A-3M.
Guidance note: See rows below for requirements in clause Further discussion of the assessment of effects on the
5. environment is provided below under clause 6.
5(4)(b) An assessment of the activity's effects on the environment | This has been provided in section 6.6 of the SA and Volumes
that covers the matters specified in clause 7. 3A-3M.
Guidance note: See rows below forrequirements in clause | Gpe onsiders that the SA end associated volumes assesses
7. effects on people in the neighbourhood and the wider
community, including social, economic, recreational, and
cultural effects, as well as effects on landscape (visual
effects) and habitats within the vicinity.
CRC consider that from ourview the SA and associated
volumes appropriately assess the requirements in clause 7 of
schedule 5 of the FTAA.
6 As stated above clause 5(4)(a) applies here.

(1) The assessment cf an activity's effects on the
environment must include the following information:

(a) an assessment of the actual ar potential effects on the
environment:

(b) if the activity includes the use of hazardous
installations, an assessment of any risks to the
environment that are likely to arise from such use:

CRC considers that the actual and potential effects on the
environment have been assessed in the SA and associated
volumes. In particular, the SA describes the nature of, and
receiving environment for, both the construction and
operational phases of the proposed approvals in section 6.6.

CRC considers that hazardous installations have been
a d in section 6.6.13 of the SA.
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Attachment 2: CRC Technical Advice Summary

19



20



Attachment 3: Section 30 letter 2 December 2025

2 December 2025 Environment
Canterbury
New Zealand Transport Authority ¢/- Bill Harrington Reqmn?’l Council

20 ki Waitaha

Principal Planner — Environmental Planning
New Zealand Transport Authority

Customer Services

P. 03 353 9007 or 0800 324 636
PO Box 1479 Christchurch O Box 34
8140 Refoichurch
Kia Ora Bill, www.ecan govtnz

Section 30(3)(b) of the Fast Track Approvals Act 2024

Thank you for your email dated 2 December 2025 regarding NZTA's proposed State Highway
1 North Canterbury-Woodend Bypass Project (Belfast to Pegasus).

We acknowledge that the proposal is listed under Schedule 2 of the Fast Track Approval Act
2024 (FTAA).

In accordance with section 30(3) of the FTAA, the Canterbury Regional Council is required to:
...advise the authorised person—

(a) of any existing resource consent to which section 124C(1)(c) or 1652 of
the Resource Management Act 1991 would apply if the approval were to
be applied for as a resource consent under that Act; or

(b) that there are no existing resource consents of that kind.

Canterbury Regional Council can confirm that there are no existing resource consents as
per section 30(3)(b) of the Fast Track Approvals Act.

CRC trust this clarification provides the necessary information for proceeding with the
application under the FTAA. Should you require any further information or have additional
queries, please do not hesitate to contact us.

Nga mihi
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Attachment 4 - CRC Pre Application Advice on Draft Application 22 September 2025

Pre-Application Advice for Woodend Bypass
Project, NZTA - RMA250379

Disclaimer: This note provides preliminary technical council guidance on potential
matters that may affect applications under the Fast-Track Approvals Act 2024. It does
not constitute legal advice and should not be relied upon as such. The advice reflects
an initial review of material within limited timeframes and is not a full or definitive
assessment.

New Zealand Transport Agency — Waka Kotahi (NZTA) (the applicant) have been
consulting with Canterbury Regional Council regarding their fast-track application for
the Woodend Bypass Project. The Project is an extension of the Christchurch Northern
Motorway and will provide four lanes of grade-separated motorway over an
approximately 10 kilometre (km) length. The Project Site spans from approximately 600
metres (m) south of the Kaiapoi River Bridge and extends to approximately 700 m north
of the Pegasus/Ravenwood intersection, including a bypass of Woodend township.

Fast-Track Act Consenting:

Under the FTAA, the applicant is required under section 11(1)(a) to consult with relevant
local authorities. NZTA will need to provide evidence of this consultation as part of their
application. Canterbury Regional Council are happy for this document to be used as
evidence of consultation.

Canterbury Regional Council staff have raised the following concerns regarding this
proposal:

Planning — Victoria Watt

e The planning team will provide comments once Volume 2G - RMA Objectives
and Policy Assessment is provided.

e The Policy Assessment should include a detailed evaluation against the CRPS
and the relevant NPSs, rather than simply listing or referencing them.

E : —Georgia Si |

o The documents referred to in Table 1 of Schedule 2 in Volume 2D, are proposed
to be submitted at least 20 working days prior to commencement of works but
this is far too short of a timeframe for compliance to certify this volume of

22
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Response from Waimakariri District Council on 19 January 2026

Consultation regarding a substantive application
Fast-Track Approvals Act 2024

Fast Track Application FTAA-2512-1157
The State Highway 1 North Canterbury—Woodend Bypass Project
(Belfast to Pegasus)

Qur Reference: RC255399, Trim number 260107001997
Date: 19 January 2026
To: Jessie Richardson

Application Lead, Fast-track Applications
From: Waimakariri District Counail

Fast-track project: FTAA-2512-1157 The State Highway 1 North Canterbury-
Woodend Bypass Project (Belfast to Pegasus).

Thank you for your invitation lo provide written comments on the completenass of the application
for the State Highway 1 North Canterbury-Woodend Bypass Project (Belfast to Pegasus) under
the Fast Track Approvals Act 2024. Please see below Waimakariri District Council's (WDC)
comments on the completeness of this application.

Completeness of the Substantive application to meet the requirements of sections 42
and 43 of the Fast Track Approvals Act 2004.

1. The substantive application includes applications for the following approvals under the
Resource Management Act 1991 (RMA) that Waimakariri District Council (WDC) is the
relevant consent authority for a resource consent and an alteration to a designation that
would otherwise be applied for under the RMA (section 42(4)a) and 24(4){d) of the Fast-
track Approvals Act 2024 (‘'FTAA')), as follows:

a) A resource consent for a Discretionary Activity under the National Environmental
Standard for Assessing and Managing Contaminants in Soil to Protect Human Health
(NES-CS).

b) Alteration of a designation under 5181 of the RMA.

2. Waimakariri District Council has reviewed the documentation related 1o the relevant RMA
approvals, as submitted by the applicant as part of the substantive application.
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2.  Consultation with the Department of Conservation as the administering agency for the
following Acts:

. Wildlife approval an approval described in section 42(4)(h) (wildlife Act wildlife
approval);

. an approval described in section 42(4)(j) (complex freshwater fisheries activity
approval);

Response from the Department of Conservation on 20 January 2026

Department of Conservation advice for EPA
compliance assessment

Overview
Project name State Highway 1 North Canterbury - Woodend Bypass
Project (Belfast to Pegasus)
Project applicant New Zealand Transport Agency (NZTA)
EPA unique ref. no FTAA-2512-1157
EPA Request Number | REQ002651V3T3
Conservation Wildlife Approval
approvals sought Complex Freshwater Fisheries Approval

EPA request summary | To inform the Environmental Protection Authority’s (EPA)
completeness assessment of the application, could you
please let us know, in your view, whether the
documentation provided by the EPA regarding the complex
fisheries approval and wildlife approval' as provided by the
applicant meet the requirements of sections 42 and 43 of
the Fast-track Approvals Act 2024 (the Act) and is provided
in sufficient detail to satisfy the purpose for which it is
required in accordance with section 44 of the Act.

Date due to EPA 19 January 2025

Background

A substantive application for the State Highway 1 North Canterbury - Woodend Bypass
Project (Belfast to Pegasus) (a listed project) as defined in Schedule 2 of the Fast-track
Approvals Act 2024 (the Act) was lodged by NZTA on 24 October 2025. The Act
described the project as: extend the State Highway 1 Christchurch Northern Corridor
between Belfast and Pegasus by approximately 4 kilometres, altering the existing
designation, and additional land acquisition outside of that designation.

The Department of Conservation (DOC) provided advice to the EPA to inform its
decision on whether the application complied with the requirements of section 46(2) of
the Act. On 10 November 2025, the application was withdrawn by NZTA. A referral
application was then lodged by NZTA on 28 November 2025 which was then withdrawn
by NZTA on 12 December 2025 due to changes to the listed project.
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The description af the listed project was changed as part of the Fast-track Approvals
Armendrrent Acl 2025 o deleate: by spproximately 4 kilametras, alteving the existing
degignation, snd additienal tiad acouisition outside of thal designation.

O 19 Decamber 2025, MITA submitied & new substantie application for the listed
project ag defined in the Fast-track Approvals Amandment Act 2025 ta the EPA.

Introduction

On Gr0172026 DOC recedwed a reguest from the EPA seeking its views whether the
application lodged on 18 December 20256 maats the requiremants af sections 42 and 43
of the Act and whether the informatian is specifiad in sufficient deatail to satisfy section
A4 af the At

DOC i advised that the application in respeet af the wildlile approvel and camples
freshwater fisheries approval has not baen substantially altared sincs the last time DOC
reviewad the application. Therefare advice previously provided remains relesant in most
areas of assessment. Given this is a new application, this advies is provided again, with
any changes te raflect current wnderstanding of the application and infarmation
cantained in tha application decurnents specifically highlighted in

The purpose al this dacument is o provide advics to assist the EPA in making its
decigion whether the application Lodged by MZTA camplies with the requiremants af
gection 46[2) of the Act.

The advice covers compliance with the Tollowing:
= Information regquiremeants for relavant approvals

The advice alsa includes further abservations of relevance to further precessing of the
application, far axampls where further information could be nesded Tor & decision by
the paned.

DOC understands that this docwment will be passed on 1o the applicant. the Pane
Cormenar and the Paneal,

Compliance with infermation requirements

Dur datailed asgassmeant of the infarrmation reguiremaents for the relevan approvals is
providad in the attached tablag. In summarny, DOCE advics is thal the application measts
e reguirements of sections 42, 43, and 44 of the Act.

Further observations

Im addition ta the campliance requirerments, DOC makes the follnwing observations:
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The application provides a high leval aLitling of the camponents of the Ng&i Tahu
Triaty Settlerment (Ng8i Tahu Claims Sattlament Act 1808) and includes & refarence
thit the Treaty Sattlsment provides for the special relationship between Ngai Tahu
and Taanga Species. Further detail in relation ta any ralevant Treaty principles ar
provigions particularly relating te Taonga Species may be wartanted and may be
provided in the section 18 repert.

In relation te the infermation requirernents of Clause Jalfi) ard i) and 3{d) of
Schedule 3 for the complex freshwater lishenes approsal, the mote in the Table 6.8 of
the Ezalegical Impact Assesament says: . will 8im 1s mest permittad sctivity fish
PagEage regUiremAnts in clause 70 in NES-F or be infarmed by the NEFPG to provide
fish passage” Thase are the appropriate documents to be using fer structure
design, hewever the use of the word ‘aim’ introduces uneertainty rega rding whether
the final designs will be suitable or not.

The wildlife approval as part of the substantive spelication is limited to the activities
of lizard eapturs, handling and reloeation froe within the project faotprint only It
excludes activities associated with post-release menitaring, which therefare cannat
be assessed. 0 the absance af this information, any activities AVBMNG 2
associated with post release menitoring weuld
require a separate Wildlife Act appreval ence the past-salvage menitoring plans
have been developed. A suggested sltermative is to request that a draft Lizard
Managerment Plan containing this additional infarmation be submittad te the Panel
for assesament (g appased o submitting it Later on as a condition of conzent).

The impects an threatened, data deficient, and at-risk wildlife species [as defined in
the New Zealand Theeat Classification System) is contained in the wildlife appraval
@e part of the application. The Lizard Management Plan that is proposed ag &

cordition of approval is likely Lo provide additianal, releavant infermation. I

36



Further information

Although DOC™s advice is that the application rmests the reguiremeants of Sections 42,
43, and 44 of the Act, DOC considers that the follawing infermation will be impartant Tor
further processing and deciding on the application. Therefons, we intend o recommend
that the following information is requested in the future.

s Ir relation ta the wildlife appreval sought, the Barkers Roasd release site is
identified as Crown Land, but specifie confirmation that Landowner appraval has
bean gained appears missing from the application. The Panel may wish to
request further information fram the agplicant o confirm the Barkers Road
releage site is an appropriste relocation site for the lizards.

" ostrgaatoissaasiamao i et e
Pl ko e propnd sty o4 ot e

Applications for wildlife approvals
Clauge 2 of Schedule 7 outlines the infarmation regquired in an applisation far a wildlile approval.

b the mdormation  Application

prasem? YN OOCLETHENT s tha Commants
refprance infermaticn [ nhe infomaation & mod covisioared
Aelesant section prowided in Sufficlond edd @ ShooT stanmeat iyl
(ineclvate: suficient Dl na s guidanoe amd F oparoasista sdd
section/poge dotaEl? N cammant
redmrance|
LSohedule T clause 2[1) - For the purpases of ssction 43{3)h), an apolicasan for a wildide appeoyval must mcluds ths following
informaticn:
[a] speaify the purpose of the proposed actoty: Yes A Wildlife Rafer to further obsarvalions seclian
Appraval abiowve:
Fepart
Section 4 The wildlife appraval as part of the

substantive application is limited o
the activitias of lizard capture,
handling and relocatian from with
Yes the praject faatprint only. It
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b the imformation  Applicatian
prasam? W doCiamiEnt 15 thae Commants
refprance infermaticn  [iY ihe nfamaatian i mod consifared
Arlvant section prowided in ffichend ackd & ShauT wfiy]
[incliate sutficient Dalane iws guidoncs and F aoaroonionn sdd
secionipage detzl? §'H  popsmant
rederancal
assessed and tbhenafore amy
activities assaciatad with past
release monitoring would requine &
saparate Wildlite Act approval once
the LMP has baen developed.

&) identify the actions the agplicant wishes to Yes A Wildlie Aafer o further nfarrmalion Section
aarry out svalving pratected wildlde and whans Appraval above:
they will be casried cut whethar an oo oif pullic F;epﬂrl Tha Barkers Road release it jz
aonservation landj: Saction § idantified as Crown land, But

spacific canfirmation that

Yes landawner approval has bean
gained appears missing from the
application.
Thea Panel miay wish 1o reguest
further information to confirm the
Barkers Road ralaase site is an
appropriate relocation sie.

2] inchude an assessment of the activity and its Yk A Wildlile
impaots against the purpose of the Wildlife fct Baparancal
1853: Repart Vo

Saction 8

fdy List protects=d wildlifs species knoen or Yk ) Wileflite . )
predicted to be in the arsa and, whers possible, A rasal Mate - "".'"hem e 'j“"""‘d""d in the
the numbers of wildlife present and numbers Papan Yes 5_"'""5"“"“"‘ E_'F'F'I“:“""G" for sabaged
Likety ko be impactad: Saction 7 lizards to be impacted.

&) autline impacts an threatened, data deficient, Yy A Wilddlite Raffer to further obsarnvalions and
and at-risk wildlie species (as dalined i the A raaial furthar infarmation gastion sbowve:
Merw Zealand Threat Classificatan System): Fapart

Section 8 The irmpacts an threatenad, data
deficiant, and at-risk wildlife spacies

Yea [a% definad in the New Zaaland

Threat Classilication System) is
comainad in the wildlife approval.
The Lizard Managemant Plan that is
proposed as a candition of appraval
ray contan infarmation about Ar-
Rigk spacies that are presant within
the prapasad lizard relesse arsa,

it} =tate how the methods propased to be used o | Yes A1 Wildlife Maote - appropriate relerences to the
comduct the actions specified under paragraph Appraval relesant D00 H:ui&ehngs‘lur lizard
{bl will ensure that best practice standards are Reapart You salvage are mcludad in the draft
et Saction 9 substantive application.
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b the information Application

PRI i nt I the Commants
refanance information [ rhe WD manian i mod consitared
RAolewant section prowidadin  sufickend sdd @ ShoT sitanamoal wiy]
(e Lo sificient  Duiarne s g amd i gparopsinin edd
sectionipage dotel? WM commant
retpmancal
| desanibe the methods ta be used to sately, Yos A1 Wildlite
afficientty, and humansly catah, hold, or kil the A ronal
arsmals and identify relevant animal ethics Rapart Yes
processes: Saction 10
{h} siate the location or locations o which the g A) Wil lite Rafer o further nfarrmalion Section
ackivsty will be caried out, including a mag Approval abpye:
fand GP% co-codinates if available): Rapart
Section 10 The Barkers Road release site is

identified a Crawn land, but
specific canfirmation that
landawner approval has besen

s gainad appears missing fram the
application,
The Panal miay wish 10 reguest
further informatian to canfirrm the
Barkers Road ralease site is an
approprigte relocation gita.
il statewhether authorisation is sougnt to Vo5 A Wilellite
temporanly hold or relacate wildlife: Approval
Repart e
Saction 12
i list all actuasd snd potential wildlife etffects Vo5 3)Widlite Rafer o the futhear mfarmation and
{achwarss ar positive) of the propased activity, Approwal further phsenalion sactions above.
including effects on the target specees, othar Aeport MNols — the affasts ane Limitsd in
indigenaus species, and the ecosystams at the Seotion 13.1 scope 1o the effects on salvaged
e

lizards anly as the application is very
specifically lirmited to the activities
of salvage.




s tha nformation  Application
mi? N i 15 thez Commants
T che 4
Aelrsant section prowidadin  sufficknd sdd @ ShoT stanameant syl
(inclue sarficient Drafiane iws gesdancs and F aoomoyvians sdd
seionipage dutal? WN  posnant
rederancal
(k] where adverss affects are identified, state what | Yes A Wikdlite Rafey to further inforrmuslion saction
miethods will ke used to avaid and manimise Approval above:
those effects, and any offsstting ar Regart For the purposes of complateness
apmpensation '““FD:';“ “""d“‘;‘ Eacion13.2 these activities are all well
unmitigated achvarse sfects {inoluding steps deseribed in relation to the impasts
taien betone the project begins, such as lizards during th I
survaying, satvaging, and retocating protected e
wildlif)y process,
m -
Il statewhether the applicant or any comparny o5 A1 Wilddlide
directar, trustes, partnier, or ampans alse Appraval
anvolved with the apalicatan has been Repart Yes
aomactad of ary ciferaoe undar the Wildlite Act Saction 14
1843
|m| state whether the applicant or any comparry o5 A1 Wilelide
director, trustes, pariner, or ampans alse Approval
involved with the apalicatson has amy currant Repart Yes
ariminal chasges under the VWildlife ot Zaction 15
1453 pending before a court:
in} provide proof and details of all consultatsan, Yes 28 Rafer o further obsarvalions
inchuding with hami or iwi, an the application Substantive Foar:
specific towildlife impacts: Application
Repart Yes
Section 5.3
{Rasant
consultation
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s tha irformation  Application

[ TN 15 thae Commants
3 T tha 1 ot
Anlewant section prowided in - suffickend sdd & ShouT stamameeat i)
(incluce sificient  Dafane ths guidance and i aparopsion edd
sooiondpage dni@l? WM cosamant
rederancal
and
angagemeant)
|a} provide any additional written spest vemes, Yog aWidlife

advioe, or opinsans the applicant has ohtained Approal Yea

oonoeming thesr prapasal Aepart
Section 17

Applications for complex freshwater fisheries approvals

Clause 3 of Schedule 9 outlines the infarmation required inan application for comglex freshwater lisheries activity approval. Note that
e 1o section 13(4)iyHiv), and Schedule § clause B, this information is also raguired far resource consent applications that include
standard freshwater fisheries activities,

Isthe infoemation  Applicasion

proesant? Yind dociEmant lathe Commasi
retanancd information [¥cha informarion & nor conakdenad
Aulorwant section peovidad in SUfcinnr oo & Short sranemant i)
(inclus sufficient Dt the guidance and if
seolionipage  GetalTYIN appropriete sod i commat
retoranca)

Clause 2 and 3 Schedule 9 - Far the purpose of secton 430345, an apploation for o complax fresiwaker fisharies activity approsval
must inolude the following infomation:

| s13{4] (it Clause 2 of Schedule % - Far listed projects
Gl 2 Schedube 9 Yes 3l Ecological
fal Whﬂ'ﬂwranln-ﬂr:am:trul:ﬂmupmpnﬂed i-npant e
{inaluding formal notiticatan of any dam or Agsessmeant
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3. With Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga for an approval described in section 42(4)(i)
(archaeological authority);

Response from Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga on 16 Janaury 2026
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=t POUHERE TAONGA ‘\@%/

Competing Interests and Completeness check for project
under the Fast Track Approvals Act 2024

State Highway 1 North Canterbury - Woodend Bypass Project (Belfast
to Pegasus), FTAA-2512-1157

Contact Details

Organisation Name Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga (HNZPT)
Contact person Ben Henson

Contact Number _ Alternative

Email fasttrack@heritage.org.nz

Introduction

1. New Zealand Transport Authority (the Applicant) has re-lodged a substantive application for
State Highway 1 North Canterbury - Woodend Bypass (Belfast to Pegasus) (the Project) with
the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA).

2. On6January 2026 the EPA requested feedback regarding completeness to determine whether
the substantive application complies with section 46(2) of the FTA Act.

3. HNZPT has also undertaken a check for competing applications to assist in determining if
there are any competing applications or existing resource consents under section 47 of the
FTA Act.

Completeness Check

4. HNZPT confirms that all documentation has been provided that is required for an
archaeological authority application.

Competing Interests Check

5. HNZPT confirms that there are no current competing archaeological authority applications
under the Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga 2014 Act that relate to the same activity and
site.
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