


Project location 
 

 

Key messages  
 

1. The Hanmer Road Solar Farm (Brookside Stage 2) project is to construct and operate a 
solar farm on a 115-hectare site at 821 and 883 Hanmer Road, Leeston, Brookside and to 
connect to and supply electricity to the national grid. The solar farm will have an 
approximate peak output of 80 Megawatts. 

2. The project will comprise: 
a. approximately 160,000 solar panels 
b. arrays and mounting structures, inverter cabinets, and associated infrastructure 
c. transmission line to connect to the national grid  
d. an energy storage facility  
e. underground electricity cables 
f. ancillary buildings, structures and infrastructure (including roads, access, culverts, 

cabling, fencing, CCTV poles and other infrastructure 



g. landscaping including planting, boundary fencing, sediment control and earthworks 
3. The project will require resource consents and permits under the Resource Management 

Act 1991 (RMA). 
4. We have undertaken an initial (Stage 1) analysis of the application and this is provided in 

Table A. 
5. We consider the applicant has provided sufficient information to consider the project for 

inclusion on Schedule 2A. 
6. The project does not trigger the ineligibility criteria in clause 18 of the Fast-track Approvals 

Bill (the Bill).  
7. Advice on PSGE development priorities and Māori development is provided in Table A. 

Table A also includes the relevant PSGEs or Māori groups and the settlement 
mechanisms, that will/may be impacted by the project and whether the project is low, 
medium or high impact on Treaty settlement/s and other relevant arrangements. Appendix 
1 provides further detail on how this advice should be considered and our approach to 
analysis. 
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Location  

821 and 883 Hanmer 
Road, Leeston, 
Brookside 

We note both records of 
title indicate an 
encumbrance to Orion 
NZ Ltd. 

 

other infrastructure 

g. landscaping 
including 
planting, 
boundary 
fencing, 
sediment 
control and 
earthworks 

 

It is more 
appropriate to deal 
with the application 
under another Act. 

The application 
identifies that 
approvals will be 
required under the 
RMA. 

The project may 
have significant 
adverse effects on 
the environment. 

The applicant has 
attached a brief 
assessment of effects 
relating to: 
Landscape/ visual 
amenity, Ecology 
(terrestrial and 
avifauna), Culture, 
Construction, 
Earthworks, 
Operations, Traffic, 
Stormwater, and Glint 
and glare. 
 
We consider that the 
appropriate 
management of 
adverse effects, 
including remediation 
and mitigation could 
be assessed by an 
expert panel with the 
benefit of a full 
application, in a post-
enactment context. 

The applicant has a 
poor compliance 
history under the 
relevant legislation. 

None stated. 

The project involves 
an activity that 
would occur on land 
that the Minister for 
Treaty of Waitangi 
Negotiations 
considers 
necessary for Treaty 
settlement 
purposes. 

No. 

The project includes 
an activity that is a 
prohibited activity 
under the RMA. 

significant cost to the 
applicant (and other 
participants). 

Alternatively, under the 
fast-track process, 
significant time and 
cost savings would be 
achieved, allowing the 
applicant to progress to 
detailed design, 
funding, construction 
and commissioning 
many months (if not 
more than a year) 
faster and with 
increased certainty. 

The impact referring 
this project will have 
on the efficient 
operation of the fast-
track process. 
The applicant states 
this is a straightforward 
application and should 
have little impact on the 
efficient operation of 
the fast-track process. 
The project clearly 
meets the requirements 
for eligibility and 
referring the project will 
speed up the delivery 
of critical renewable 
energy infrastructure. 

The project’s objectives 
and scope are clearly 
defined. This means 
decision-makers will be 
able to assess the 
merits of the project 
without unnecessary 
delays.  

We note the applicant 
has provided 
information on the 
timing of electrical 
design, conceptual 
design, financial 
modelling including OIA 
approval if required, 
construction and 
operational phases of 
the process. 

Whether the 
application contains 
sufficient information 
to inform the referral 
decision. 
We consider the 
applicant has provided 
sufficient information to 

reductions in greenhouse gas 
emissions'. The project will 
enable new development to be 
supplied with electricity generated 
from a renewable source. 

The project will deliver 
significant economic benefits. 
Yes. The applicant states the 
project cost will be in the vicinity 
of , which is a significant 
contribution to the regional and 
national economies. The project 
enables the dual use of land for 
the generation of electricity and 
primary production and will create 
employment opportunities in rural 
community as KeaX are based in 
Leeston. 

The applicant identifies 16 full-
time equivalent direct and indirect 
roles that would facilitate the solar 
farm project, plus a construction 
team for 12 months. 

The project will support 
primary industries, including 
aquaculture. 
No.  Although the applicant states 
the project will enable the dual 
use of land, enabling farmers to 
have two income streams from 
leasing the land and from 
farming.  

The project will support 
development of natural 
resources, including minerals 
and petroleum. 
No. 

The project will support climate 
change mitigation, including 
the reduction or removal of 
greenhouse gas emissions. 
Yes. The applicant states at 
103g/kWh, the project will offset 
around 10,300 tons of CO2 per 
year helping to achieve the 
objective of the NPS REG, and 
help New Zealand achieve zero 
carbon, as part of the Climate 
Change Response (Zero Carbon) 
Amendment Act in 2019. 

The project will support 
adaptation, resilience, and 
recovery from natural hazards. 
Yes. The application identifies a 
75% probability of the alpine fault 
rupturing in the next 50 years, 
causing disruption to the South 
Island electricity generation and 

s 9(2)(b)(ii)
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Appendix One: Approach and considerations for Treaty settlement 
advice on listed project applications advice in Table A 

1. Ministers have advised the Advisory Group should receive advice from officials on “Māori 
development and PSGE settlement priorities” relevant to each application. Note this differs 
from section 13 requirements of the current Fast Track Consenting Bill that ‘Ministers must 
consider Treaty settlements and other obligations report’ as these reports will not be in 
existence at the time, although matters identified in section 13 (2)(a)-(j) will be considered as 
part of official's analysis. 

2. We have interpreted “Māori development” and “PSGE priorities” to mean primarily projects 
that: 
a. align explicitly with PSGE or iwi strategic objectives/vision/other strategic documents; 

and/or 
b. contribute towards addressing historical or systemic inequities faced by Māori. This would 

be undertaken through an equity assessment; and/or 
c. the project is being led by or in partnership with a Māori entity or business. 

3. Given the time constraints and limited engagement this advice cannot be considered as 
comprehensive and does not intend to reflects their views, and should not be read as such. 

4. Engagement with PSGEs and other relevant groups has been considered based on potential 
high-risk factors including, but not limited to, if: 
a. a project will take place on or effect any taonga or areas of significance that are protected 

by Treaty settlement arrangements. 
b. a project will have a substantive and/or ongoing environment impact on any taonga or 

areas of significance. 
c. a project will include a consenting arrangement that will require a significant take, or be 

ongoing for an extended period, in relation to a taonga or area of significance, or in 
regions where PSGEs have specific planning mechanisms in place. 

d. PSGEs or other Māori entities have previously strongly contested the project or a similar 
type of project, particularly where court action has been taken. 

e. The project is clearly in conflict with or undermines PSGE priorities. 
f. Engagement would be required to maintain and uphold the Te Tiriti Crown relationship. 

5. In limited circumstances where engagement occurs, it has been brief. Where engagement 
has been undertaken it is reflected in our analysis but should not be taken to mean that our 
Treaty Partners endorse our advice. 

 

 

 




