


Project location 
 

 
 
Key messages  

 
1. The Haldon Solar project is to construct and operate a solar farm on 320-hectares of a 

7689-hectare site adjacent to Lake Benmore, south of Haldon Arm Road, 14-kilometres 
southeast of Twizel, and to connect and supply electricity to the national grid. The solar 
farm will have an approximate peak output of 180 Megawatts. 

2. The project will comprise: 
a. solar panels, occupying approximately 320 hectares 
b. arrays and mounting structures, inverter cabinets, and associated infrastructure 
c. a substation and transmission line to connect to the national grid  
d. underground electricity cables 
e. site earthworks. 

3. The project will require recourse consents under the Resource Management Act 1991 
(RMA). 

4. The applicant identifies that the project has secured land tenure via an option to lease 
agreement of the site with the landowner. 

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

6. We consider the applicant has provided sufficient information to consider the project for 



inclusion on Schedule 2A (although we note it could still be included on Schedule 2B based 
on the information provided). 

7. The project does not trigger the ineligibility criteria in clause 18 of the Fast-track Approvals 
Bill (the Bill).  

8. 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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Manager – Listed Projects 
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ID CB437/82 (7689 
ha) – Haldon 
Station Limited. 

Company 
director/s 

Haldon Station 
Limited 

• Patrick John 
Boyd 

• Richard Alwyn 
Braddock 

• Laurence 
George Chilcott 

• Edward Elkan 
Klisser 

• Janna Klisser 
• Andrew 

Webster 
Macfarlane 

Land Status 

The applicant 
identifies that the 
project has secured 
land tenure via an 
option to lease 
agreement of the 
site with the 
landowner. 

production, historic and 
archaeological values 
and noise. 

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. 

No. 

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. 

No. 

unusual adverse 
effects, and the 
application is likely to 
be relatively 
straightforward to 
process. 

We note the applicant 
has provided 
information on the 
timing of site 
construction, technical 
assessments required 
for detailed design, 
procurement, 
Transpower grid 
connection, and 
funding. 

Whether the 
application contains 
sufficient information 
to inform the referral 
decision. 
We consider the 
applicant has provided 
sufficient information to 
consider it for listing in 
Schedule 2A. 

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. 
Yes – The project will reduce the need for 
coal and fossil gas methods, thereby 
reducing the carbon emissions from such 
sources. 

The project will support adaptation, 
resilience, and recovery from natural 
hazards. 
Yes –Through the provision of a diverse 
electricity supply including multiple 
generation options in the event of a natural 
hazard event that may render of other 
generation sources or transmission 
connections inoperable. 

The project will address significant 
environmental issues. 

No. 

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

Yes – The application states they believe the 
project is consistent with local and regional 
planning and spatial strategies. 

The local (Mackenzie District Plan) and 
regional (Canterbury Regional Policy 
Statement and Canterbury Land and Water 
Regional Plan) planning documents contain 
provisions that enable renewable electricity 
generation activities, where adverse effects 
on the receiving environment are able to be 
appropriately managed and mitigated. 

On the basis that the potential adverse 
effects of the project on the surrounding 
environment are able to be appropriately 
managed, the project will be consistent with 
the local and regional planning documents. 
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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. 

 

 




