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Third Minute of Commissioners  
 

 
1.0 Hearing Delay  

1.1 The Hearing Panel have received correspondence from the Applicant Far North Solar Limited 

requesting that the hearing of the resource consent application for the Waipara Solar Farm 

scheduled for to begin on the 2nd February 2026 be placed on hold until early next year (or, 

alternatively, that the hearing timetable be extended to achieve the same outcome). 

1.2 The reasons for the requested delay are: 

1.  Delay in the Greytown Solar Farm Environment Court Decision 

The Environment Court has not yet issued its final conditions for the Greytown Solar Farm 

consent. The Court’s final decision will provide up-to-date and authoritative guidance on 

resource consent conditions for solar farms in New Zealand. The conditions are expected to 

provide an important reference point for all parties involved in the Waipara hearing and 

provide a template that meets the Court's requirements. 

Until these conditions are known, it is difficult to ensure that the Waipara application is 

aligned with the emerging national standard for solar farm consent conditions. 

2.  Changes to the NPS REG and RMA 

Additionally, FNSF is aware that the expected announcements regarding the NPS for 

Renewable Energy Generation (NPS-REG) and changes to the RMA are likely to signpost 

changes that may be relevant to consideration of the consent.  FNSF is not proposing to wait 

for these changes, but expects that they may be made public during the delay time. 



 
 

Given the above, FNSF believes it is in the interests of all parties to allow these key processes 

to progress so that the Waipara application can proceed on a stable, well-informed basis. We 

therefore respectfully request that the Council place the application on hold until early next 

year, or alternatively extend the hearing timetable to achieve a similar pause. 

2.0 Process  

2.2 The Applicant has indicated that they are relying of s37A of the RMA (rather than s91A) for 

its request to place the application of hold. Section 37A requires that: 

 A consent authority or local authority must not extend a time limit or waive compliance with 

a time limit, a method of service, or the service of a document in accordance with section 37 

unless it has taken into account— 

(a)  the interests of any person who, in its opinion, may be directly affected by the 

extension or waiver; and 

(b)  the interests of the community in achieving adequate assessment of the effects of a 

proposal, policy statement, or plan; and 

(c) its duty under section 21 to avoid unreasonable delay. 

2.3 In assessing the requirements of s37A we noted that we have already provided for one 

extension under this clause for the reasons set out in our Minute 1 where we agreed with the 

circumstances provided by the Applicant and noting that we indicated at the time that:  

In order to provide all parties with some idea of the future hearing timeframe, the Hearing 

Panel consider beginning the hearing on the 2nd February 2026 to be an appropriate time 

relative to the extension and to ensure our duty to avoid unreasonable delay. 

2.4 We have considered the Applicant's request for a further extension and we find that the 

reasons advanced do not meet the requirements of s37A. In short:s 

1. We do not consider a pending Environment Court decision is of particular relevance to 

this application or an adequate reason to delay progressing this matter to a hearing, 

particularly given that each case is considered on its merits and that numerous solar 

farms have already been consented with associated conditions around the country. 

This is not something new or out of the ordinary.  Furthermore, the timeframe for 

release of the Environment Court's decision is also unknown so it is unclear how long 

this hearing would need to be delayed to enable consideration of the Environment 

Court's decision and the Applicant has not indicated the length of the delay sought.   

2. The RMA reforms, while imminent in terms of being announced, would seem unlikely 

to be enacted until the third quarter of next year given the select committee process 

and therefore any delay to the hearing would necessitate a significant and 

underdetermined extension in time in order for such consideration to take place. 



 
 

3. If any amendments to NPS-REG are included in the reforms, the Applicant and the 

parties would have the ability to address these at the hearing. 

4. We do not consider the above reasons for delaying the hearing would further add to 

the assessment of the effects of the proposal and the extension would therefore not 

assist in achieving adequate assessment of effects of the proposal in the interests of 

the community. 

5.  We are conscious that we have a duty under section 21 to avoid unreasonable delay 

and noting that we have already provided for one extension. This consent application 

has been before the community for some time now and we consider, given that 

hearing dates have been set, without adequate reasoning a further extension (for an 

unspecified period of time) is not in the interests of submitters who would be directly 

affected by the extension.  

3.0 Decision 

3.1 For the reasons set out above the Hearing Panel decline the Applicants request for an 

extension of time.  

3.2  In the event the Environment Court decision, relevant legislative amendments and/or national 

policy direction are released prior to or during the hearing, the Applicant and parties will be 

able to address any relevant matters at that time.   

 

 

Dean Chrystal 

Hearing Chair 

 

3rd December 2025 
 


