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Key messages  
 

1. The Wheao Hydro-Electric Power Scheme Re-Consenting project is to reconsent Manawa 
Energy Ltd’s existing Wheao Hydro-Electric Power Scheme, which is located within the 
Rangitāiki River Catchment, approximately 44km east of Taupō and 21km southwest of 
Murupara. We note the scheme’s existing consents under the RMA are due to expire at 
various times through 2026 (this is not explicit in the application but can be found from a 
search of the Bay of Plenty Regional Council’s public resource consents viewer).  

2. The project will comprise continuing operation of the existing Scheme, largely as authorised 
under the current resource consent with the exception of: 

a. implementing a residual flow in the Wheao River downstream of the Wheao Weir  
b. altering the sluicing regime in the Wheao Weir, and sluicing event operation to improve 

sediment mobilisation down the Wheao River 
c. clarifying what flow rate downstream of the Wheao Power Station constitutes ‘normal 

operating conditions’. 
3. The project will require recourse consents under the Resource Management Act 1991 (RMA). 
4. In respect of land access for the project, the application notes that the Wheao Hydro-Electric 

Power Scheme is existing (with the applicant Manawa Energy as operator), and that the 
current titles associated include operational easements for this purpose. The applicant states 
it has secured the relevant landowners’ consent. 

5. We have undertaken an initial (Stage 1) analysis of the application(s) 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. It is unclear from the documentation whether criteria (a) in clause 18 of the Fast-track 
Approvals Bill may be triggered, as it is unclear whether written agreement has been received 
from CNI Holdings Ltd, which is the relevant owner of land returned under a Treaty settlement. 
This may warrant further clarification from the applicant. 

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. 

 

Signature 
 

 
 

Stephanie Frame 
Manager – Listed Projects 
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Within the 
Rangitāiki 
River 
Catchment, 
approximately 
44km east of 
Taupō and 
21km 
southwest of 
Murupara  

Includes areas 
of public 
conservation 
land, and land 
returned under 
a Treaty 
Settlement. 

Land Status 

The Wheao 
Hydro-Electric 
Power 
Scheme is 
existing on the 
site.  

The 
application 
states that all 
current titles 
associated 
with the  
Scheme 
include 
operational 
easements. 

The 
application 
states the 
scheme 
operates on 
land that is 
owned by: 

The Crown 

Department of 
Conservation 
(DOC) (public 
conservation 
land) 

CNI Iwi 
Holdings Ltd 

DoC note there 
have been 
concerns 
expressed by 
settled iwi in 
relation to the 
scheme operation, 
and advise it 
would be essential 
to ensure the 
views of the 
settled iwi were 
canvassed and 
conveyed to those 
who will decide if 
the relevant 
settlements are 
being upheld in 
the context of this 
application. 

The application 
also states that no 
private land owner 
approval is 
required for the 
project as 
easements are in 
place for the 
relevant titles.   

However, based 
on the information 
available it is not 
possible to 
confirm that the 
project is not 
ineligible. 

This is something 
that may warrant 
clarification from 
the applicant.  

Yes – The project is to reconsent an 
existing scheme, with no additional 
footprint proposed. 

DoC notes there are concerns about 
effects of the scheme on wildlife such 
as whio, and on freshwater fisheries 
in the area, which may require 
approvals under the appropriate 
legislation and for some effects to be 
better addressed. This is 
acknowledged in part by the 
application providing more substantial 
flows in dewatered parts of the 
catchment.  

The application notes proposed 
mitigation measures to improve the 
scheme’s fish passage and a revised 
sluicing regime to improve sediment 
mobilisation.  

These matters can be addressed by 
an expert panel. 

The applicant has a poor 
compliance history under the 
relevant legislation 

No – The applicant has identified 
Manawa Energy (stated as 
Trustpower / Manawa):     

• received handful of abatement or 
infringement notices with no 
further action by regulators     

• one prosecution by Otago 
Regional Council against 
Trustpower for sediment 
discharge from Waipori Scheme 
into the Beaumont River. Pled 
guilty.    

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 site does not include 
land available for Treaty settlement 
redress.  
The project is to reconsent an existing 
Scheme and no spatial expansion is 
proposed.   

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

No - The project is to reconsent an 
existing Scheme, and the application 
states the relevant activities have 
‘controlled’ activity status under the 
RMA. 

Whether the 
application contains 
sufficient information 
to inform the referral 
decision 

No - The application 
does not contain 
sufficient information to 
determine whether 
Treaty Settlements will 
be upheld 
 

reconsented (to meet demand), and 
other economic benefits of the existing 
scheme continuing.   

The project will support primary 
industries, including aquaculture 

No – The applicant has not suggested 
the project will support primary 
industries.   

The project will support development 
of natural resources, including 
minerals and petroleum 

No – The applicant has not suggested 
the project will support this.   

The project will support climate 
change mitigation, including the 
reduction or removal of greenhouse 
gas emissions 

Yes – The project is to reconsent an 
existing 26MW renewable electricity 
generation scheme. If the reconsenting is 
not approved, other energy sources 
would be required to meet the demand 
the current Scheme serves.   

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

Yes – The applicant is a lifeline utility 
operator and notes the existing power 
scheme as part of that function during 
and after civil defence emergencies.   

The project will address significant 
environmental issues 

Yes – Alongside the existing renewable 
energy scheme, the project proposes 
measures to improve fish passage, 
manage sedimentation, and new residual 
flows.  

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

Yes - The application states that the 
applications’ activity status is ‘controlled’ 
under the relevant planning documents. 
Resource consent applications for 
controlled activities cannot be declined, 
but conditions can be applied.  

The applicant has had a full planning 
assessment carried out against statutory 
and non-statutory planning documents, 
and iwi/hapū management plans, 
concluding that the project is consistent 
with those documents. The applicant 
states there are no relevant spatial 
strategies.   
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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. 

 

 




