


Project location 
 

 
 

Key messages  
 

1. The project involves widening the existing rail corridor and undertaking works to expand the 
North Island Main Trunk (NIMT) between Westfield Junction (Newmarket) and Pukekohe 
(38km) from the current two tracks railway to a four-track railway including grade-separating 
Westfield Junction where the NIMT meets the North Auckland Line (NAL) and in future the 
Crosstown (Avondale-Southdown) Corridor. 

2. The scope of works includes major enabling civil works (e.g. bridge widening), level crossing 
removals (closures and grade separations), station platform configuration changes, new 
track, signals and electrified lines. Integration with station and mode transfer opportunities 
(such as the AMC alignment) are also included to the extent that Auckland Transport 
prioritise these. 

3. The project will require resource consents and notices of requirements under the Resource 
Management Act 1991 (RMA); approvals under the Wildlife Act 1953 and archaeological 
authorities under the Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga Act 2014. Given the project 
crosses waterways it may also require approvals under the Conservation Act 1987 and the 
Freshwater Fisheries Regulations 1983. 

4. The applicant has a legal interest in the full linear extent of the project corridor from 
Westfield to Pukekohe, some 38 linear kilometres. Widening is required in most cases 
beyond the existing designation for the full length of the corridor to enable this project. 



5. The applicant is seeking a Notice of Requirement which will, if successful, enable them to 
compulsorily acquire the land under the Public Works Act. 

6. We have undertaken an initial (Stage 1) analysis of the application, and this is provided in 
Table A. 

7. We consider the applicant has not provided sufficient information to consider the project 
for inclusion on Schedule 2A, as the application does not confirm whether the project 
triggers the ineligibility criteria in Clause 18 (although we note it could still be included on 
Schedule 2B based on the information provided). 

8. The project may trigger criteria (a)(i) in clause 18 of the Fast-track Approvals Bill, as it may 
include land returned under a Treaty settlement without the approval of the landowner 
being obtained. The applicant notes this may be resolved through detailed design, and they 
intend to obtain the relevant landowner approval if necessary. 

9. 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. 

 

Signature 
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Principal – Listed Projects 
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length of the corridor 
to enable this project. 

The applicant is 
seeking a Notice of 
Requirement which 
will, if successful, 
enable them to 
compulsorily acquire 
the land under the 
Public Works Act. 

transfer 
opportunities (such 
as the AMC 
alignment) are also 
included to the 
extent that 
Auckland Transport 
prioritise these. 

does not comment on 
whether they will be 
significant. The application 
does state that the project 
will interact with sensitive 
receiving environments so 
adverse effects will need to 
be carefully managed. 

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

No – The applicant has not 
been the subject of 
compliance or enforcement 
action under the Acts 
enabled by this Bill, that we 
are aware of. 

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

Unclear – The project site 
includes public land and 
there are iwi entities who 
are yet to settle. Without 
more detail we cannot 
confidently say this is the 
case. 

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

No – The project does not 
include prohibited activities 
that we are aware of. 

 

We note there may 
be complexities for an 
expert panel to work 
through in terms of 
the number of 
relevant landowners. 

Whether the 
application contains 
sufficient 
information to 
inform the referral 
decision. 
No – The applicant 
has not provided 
sufficient information 
to confidently say 
whether the project 
will trigger the 
ineligibility criteria in 
clause 18(a-e,g), and 
therefore whether it is 
appropriate for 
inclusion on Schedule 
2A. We consider you 
could consider the 
project for inclusion 
on Schedule 2B. 

 

environment in providing 
improved accessibility for 
people and communities by 
way of public transport. The 
project will: 

• improve the reliability of 
public transport to and 
from South Auckland via 
train; 

• allow metro services for 
both all stops traffic 
(supporting local 
community to 
community journeys); 

• support increased 
intensification near 
transport nodes; 

• integrate with other 
transport networks; and 

• allow express metro 
services to be 
introduced to and from 
South Auckland, 
providing a time 
competitive alternative 
to the motorway for 
commuters, freeing up 
otherwise scarce 
motorway capacity for 
more highly productive 
uses than one car 
occupants. 

The project will deliver 
significant economic 
benefits. 

Yes – The project is 
expected to provide 
significant economic benefits 
and make a substantial 
contribution to the growth, 
diversity, and resilience of 
regional economies, 
particularly in Auckland, 
Waikato and Bay of Plenty. 

The project will support 
primary industries, 
including aquaculture. 

No 

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. 
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Yes – the project will reduce 
greenhouse gas emissions, 
by facilitating increased 
public transport from the 
further extents of Auckland 
and the growth of rail freight 
across long distance on 
national roads. 

The project will support 
adaptation, resilience, and 
recovery from natural 
hazards. 

Yes – The project will 
support the ability of people 
and communities to 
response to potential natural 
hazards by ensuring the 
necessary resilience in the 
rail network, as part of the 
overall transport network. 
The design will contemplate 
the necessary changes in 
standards to support 
adaption. 

The project will address 
significant environmental 
issues. 

Yes – The project adds 
capacity and resilience to the 
railway network. This will 
help accommodate 
Auckland’s urban growth and 
provide greater mode choice, 
helping meet the public 
transport uptake and 
greenhouse gas emission 
goals set by Council and 
Government. By contributing 
to a reducing traffic 
congestion and enabling 
reliable freight and 
passenger travel there will 
be positive environmental 
effects. 

The project is consistent 
with local or regional 
planning documents, 
including spatial 
strategies. 

Yes – The applicant 
considers the project is well 
aligned with several strategic 
documents across Auckland 
and the Waikato. 
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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 reflect 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. 

 

 




