
Appendix C 
Summary of Relief/ decision sought by submitters 
Note the below is a summary of the decisions/relief sought by submitters. The original submissions should be referred to for full detail. 

Submitter Submitter Number Oppose/support Relief/decision sought 

M. Gilbert 1 Support Unconditional support 

Y. Palmer 2 Opposition 
HDC seek deeper understanding of env, impact proposal will have on district 
Any benefits to the people of the district 

D. Board 3 Support No conditions 

E. Grigg 4 Opposition Refuse 

V. Meyer 5 Opposition Reject 

J. Tunnell 6 Support Allow development 

B. Stirling 7 Support Consent be given 

N. Shier and J. Duggan 8 
Support (with 
conditions) 

Require screening along top of terrace as indicated in submission  
Support the application ONLY if changes outlined are included in the consent. 
5m x 4m screening on eastern boundary of site as marked in orange  in submission. 
Include conditions to require the company to provide irrigation on all boundary screening and 
some form of guarantees to ensure screenings actually happen as designed at 4m wide and 5 
metres high. 

P. Bierema 9 Support Support the consent 

M. Steele 10 Support 
Support solar farm with no changes to conditions 
No changes to conditions 

H. Trolove 11 Support Approve with no additional conditions or restrictions 

M. Palmer 12 Support Would like native plantings alongside the SH to assist in screening panels from the road 

D. Braddock-Pajo 13 Opposition No consent given. 



D. Sims 14 Support 

The Waipara Solar Farm is a well-considered, environmentally responsible project that balances 
energy generation with landscape protection and agricultural use. It reflects best practices in 
renewable energy development and offers long-term benefits to the local community, the 
region, and the nation. I urge the Council to grant consent for this application and support the 
advancement of sustainable infrastructure in Hurunui District. 

D. Brand 15 Opposition No not allow 

T. Brown 16 Support Seek the solar farm go ahead in full capacity to greatly improve the land and its productivity. 

G. Waddy 17 Opposition 
I would like to see a rejection of this site as a solar farm and a suggestion to find another site on 
less valuable land , nowhere near a major highway, and where the power can be fed directly 
into a business in proximity to the industrial development 

J. Gudgeon 19 Opposition Don’t approve. In general the locals don’t want the plan to proceed. 

J and P Thompson 20 Opposition 
Open to changing view if it can be proven the solar farm will not affect their views. 
Currently oppose. 

G. Lumsden 21 Support Approve as submitted. 

L. Murray 22 Opposition Is there a strong plan on what will happen to solar panels after their use (? 25 years) 

J. Erasmus 23 Support 
Give consent so this renewable project can go ahead, not just cost money and get tied up in 
paperwork that serves none of us as a country. 

M. Janssen 24 Opposition In opposition as there is insufficient evidence the benefits outweigh the downsides 

M. Janssen 24 Opposition A study of the Waipara region fire risk. 

D. Gill 25 Support Consent be granted 

H. Stirling 26 Support Approve solar farm. 

C. Baikie 27 Opposition 
The development should not extend past the first stage. Any loss or damage to Weka Pass 
Railway be fully compensated 

M. Douglas-Withers 28 Opposition Outright refusal of application 

B. Boulton 29 Opposition Do not want this project to be undertaken! 



J Slee 30 Opposition 
Refuse planning permission as the proposed development is not consistent with the objectives 
and policies of your local plan 

J. Antill 31 Opposition Please reject application in total. 

C. Adkins and G. Cooper 32 Opposition That residents neighbouring the proposed site be notified of any decisions. 

L. King 33 Opposition Say NO. COMPLETELY. It is a nonindustrial area. 

D. and K. Moffett 34 & 35 Opposition Reject the proposal as per our submission in #3 above 

C. Clyne 37 Opposition 

Stop this project on productive farmland. 
Have panels erected on non productive farmland away from small rural townships 
Hear and listen to the voice of the people who will be impacted by this very bad decision. It’s 
about time people were placed above monetary decisions by people who are supposed to be 
working for us and not against us. 

L. Martin 38 Support I support the application for the consent. 

D. Sandford 39 Opposition Reject the proposal no alternatives to be considered. 

S. Christian 40 Opposition Asking Council to refuse this application. 

M. Kidner 41 Support 
The adverse effects of the application with regard to the landscape and visual effects in my 
opinion do not out way the massive benefits and I believe much consideration has been given to 
appropriate landscaping therefore I support total consent 

D. Bray 42 Opposition Throw it out 

S. Henshaw 43 Opposition On the issues raised, wish to abolish the going ahead of this proposal. 

B. Henshaw 44 Opposition Wish it that the solar farm scheme does not go ahead. 

A. Henshaw 45 Opposition I would like to therefore see this decision as abolished. 

J. Preece 46 Support 
I seek the consenting authority to approve this application, subject to their satisfaction that the 
proposed restoration is sufficiently resourced, monitored, and reported on. 

R. Naish 47 Opposition I wish the proposal and it's application to be disallowed, not approved, 

A. Patton 48 Opposition 
I implore the Council to decline the proposal in its current form and instead prioritise the values 
of rural character, community wellbeing, and sustainable tourism and recreation. Should the 



submission be resubmittedin a slightly smaller or different fashion, I would still oppose it for a 
multitude of reasons. 

C. Rae 49 Opposition That the Consenting Authority oppose this proposal. 

D. Harris 50 Opposition The solar plant application be completely denied. 

A. Smith 51 Opposition 
I'd like to know the outcome seeing the council is in breach of regulations if the project goes 
ahead. 

S. Antill 52 Opposition 
I seek the Hurunui Council to refuse permission for the Solar Farm application at 380 Waipara 
Flat Road 

M. Shaw 53 Opposition Totally in opposition to this going ahead. 

J. Antill 54 Opposition 
I seek the Hurunui Council to deny permission for a Solar Farm industrial complex at 380 
Waipara Flat Road 

Hurunui Trails Trust 55 Opposition 

 
We seek that the consent authority decline the solar farm proposal in its current form, as it is 
inconsistent with the objectives and policies of the Hurunui District Plan — particularly its scale 
affecting the rural character and amenity values or the area, (including the walking and cycle 
trails, neighbour farm and vineyard land and the township). 
 
The industrial nature of the development is incompatible with the diverse farming activities, 
wine and food tourism and cycling and walking activities in the region, particularly since the 
area is recognised in the District Plan as a Waipara Wine-Growing Area. 
 
We are not against renewable energy but don't know why such a scale and industrial project 
cannot be located in  a more industrial area that is not in a tourism area and right on a 
residential township. There is plenty of flat land in the Hurunui that is used for larger scale dairy 
or forestry projects where this solar industrial farm would be more compatible. 
 
Whilst we seek to have this whole application declined, in the unfortunate event the authority 
considers permitting this development at a significantly reduced scale, to mitigate the landscape 
and visual effects and maintain rural character and amenity value, HTT would seek conditions 
requiring:  
1. Irrigation with secure and sufficient water on site to allow for landscaping and planting 
agreed to mitigate the visual effects of the development (approved by a horticultural expert of 
the area), ensuring 4-metre bands of planting survive and grow to effectively screen the panels 
at 5m; and 



2. No commencement of construction of the proposed farm begins until the plan's landscaping 
trees have reached at least 3 metres in height, proving that the selected species (native or 
Japanese) can actually survive and grow in the site’s stony soils and therefore mitigate the visual 
and sound effects of the farm in the area.   

North Canterbury Wine 
Growers 

56 Opposition 

 
 
 
 
We seek that the consent authority declines the application in its current form because the 
industrial nature and scale of the solar farm and its location are inconsistent with the objectives 
and policies of the Hurunui District Plan, particularly in terms of rural character, amenity values, 
and the protection of recognised industry areas.  
 
We are not against solar farms but considering the size of this industrial development in the 
Hurunui, in a boutique wine and food tourism area, we believe the current proposal as it stands 
needs to have some conditions added to protect our boutique tourism industry. 
 
If, despite the breaches of the District Plan as set out above, the application was considered by 
the authority, we would request that the application was reviewed and amended, to include the 
following conditions requiring:  
1. Irrigation with water rights to be in place at the entire site of the proposed solar farm, before 
earth works or construction began, ensuring that the 4-metre bands of planting proposed in the 
application could actually survive and grow to effectively screen the 180ha of panels, such 
landscape plan to be signed off by horticultural experts and Ecan (in relation to water access).  
2. Landscaping must use plant species that are at least 1 metre in height at the time of planting 
and are suited to the site’s stony soils. To maintain the resource consent, the natural plant cover 
must demonstrate an average growth rate of at least 0.5 metres per year, ensuring the intended 
screening and mitigation of visual effects can be achieved.  
 



L Pomana and J. Preston 57 Opposition 
Decline application in full, 
or in the alternative impose strict conditions addressing visual screening noise mitigation traffic 
safety glare control ecological protection and retention of rural land use. 

A. Carter 58 Opposition Refuse application. 

A. Lee 59 Opposition Seek solar farm proposal is rejected. 

B. Waterman 60 Support Support the whole application 

J. Kelsey 

61 

Opposition 

Refuse consent for this development. 
This proposal will not benefit the environment. It will not benefit local residents and it will not 
benefit New Zealand. If allowed to proceed, it will destroy the natural beauty of a part of New 
Zealand, have a negative impact on the ecology of the area and threaten the wellbeing of 
residents of Waipara and the local economy. 

J. Liebeck 
62 

Opposition 
I request that the Council not permit this application to proceed on this scale, or anything close 
to this size, in this location. 

T. Trewinnard 
63 

Support 
Grant the application, AND, suggest to the HDC that it investigate community battery storage to 
be installed at the same time of construction. 

P. Spencer 64 Opposition Turn down solar farm consent 

T. Preston 

65 

Opposition 

I would like the decision to allow planting of 5 metres at road boundary to be 
reconsidered/rejected to avoid frosty/wet road which is likely to contribute to accidents on an 
already dangerous stretch of road 

R. Sutherland 66 Opposition Not allow consent to be given at all 

T. Sutherland 67 Opposition Oppose the whole project 

B. Demmocks 
68 

Opposition 
Do not allow this solar farming to go ahead. Not at all. There is no need for big companies who 
are not part of our community to profit from destroying the natural beauty of the area. 

N. Gill 69 Opposition Decline 

K. Hamilton 70 Opposition Oppose the whole project 

E. Watson 

72 

Opposition 

Decline the building consent, save our landscapes. Once one of these structures has been 
allowed, more will follow. 
If all our efforts to stop this build will be ignored, at least negotiate a free or drastically reduced 
power deal. 

D. Maxwell 

73 

Opposition 

I/we would like to see deep consideration given to the existing business operators in the region, 
who rely on the intrinsic beauty of the Waipara Valley to attract customers, promote business 
and tourism for the betterment of the local community including the people who are employed 
by these businesses. 



I. Wright 74 Opposition Deny consent 

J. Young 

75 

Opposition 

Request that if concerns not reasonably addressed by applicant the consent be denied. Request 
that if proposal goes ahead it happens on the condition of a 50 metres setback between panels 
and their property 
The creation of a more substantial barrier e.g. soil bund or solid wall to better mitigate 
visual/audio/other pollutants. 
Plantings be well established e.g. 1 metre high before solar panels deployed. 

J. Young 

75 

Opposition 

If granted the applicant should agree to cap the fire liability of surrounding property owners to a 
reasonable figure )e.g. 1 mill NZD or agree to carry the full insurance liability themselves or 
agree to simply indemnify neighbours of this risk. 
More clarity or consideration of impact on property values 

K. Brand 77 Opposition Seek the application be declined 

V. Fletcher 78 Opposition Different location 

A. Kirwin 79 Opposition Deny resource consent 

D. Lines 

80 

Opposition 

The long term vision for this operation ie what happens to the panels at end of life or in case of 
fire or wind damage? How does the company propose. 
The impact on surrounding property values and protections proposed for those ratepayers? 
I think consent for such a large solar farm in our community should be declined as the Council 
should be looking after the interests of local residents and ratepayers vs bowing to foreign 
investors and a company who has a questionable record of business. 

J Foster 81 Opposition That the application for building a solar farm at Waipara be refused. 

R. Antill 

82 

Opposition 

I seek the consent be declined, at least until a more comprehensive effort has been made to 
inform the local community and to seek their feedback. I also seek that if the consent be 
granted, it be on the condition that the applicant better address concerns about potential 
excessive insurance costs, fire hazards, and impacts on the local climate. 

M. Kane-Haigh 83 Opposition Refuse consent for all of this application 

K and A Chaney 84 Opposition To not allow consent for the solar farm 

A. Jefferies 85 Support Grant the consent 

J. Kitt 

86 

Opposition 

I am not necessarily seeking to oppose specific parts of the application or to ask for 
amendments to the application that has been put but merely to have some answers to the 
questions and thoughts that I have posed which should be essential before any further 
consideration is given to the application that I'm currently opposed to in its entirety. 

T. Corbett 87 Opposition Seek solar farm is not approved. 



S. Kidner 

88 

Support 

I fully support the development of the solar farm at 380 Waipara Flats Road and seek the 
consent authority’s approval to proceed with the project. This development will be a positive 
step in advancing renewable energy production. By approving this proposal, the consent 
authority will not only support the region’s transition to clean energy but also help position 
Waipara as a forward-thinking community committed to environmental responsibility and 
energy resilience. 

L. Laing 89 Opposition For reasons given respectfully request the application be declined. 

H. Laing 90 Opposition For reasons given respectfully request the application be declined. 

Selby 

91 

Opposition 

Whilst renewable energy is important, it must be balanced against the rights of locals residents 
to enjoy their homes, protect the health & safety of themselves & their families & preserve the 
economic & environmental character of their community. This proposal totally fails to achieve 
this balance & shows inconsistency with both local planning objectives & the RMA’s purpose. 
We respectfully request that the council: Decline the resource consent in full; Require public 
hearing as part of the process deciding whether consent should be granted, Commission 
independent assessments on landscape & visual impact, Acoustic effects & alternative 
site viability; Recognise the incompatibility of this proposal with the District Plan, NPS-HPL, & 
regional identity 

S. Lee-Sawyer 93 Opposition Seek the decision to deny the application 

S. Kerton 94 Opposition Seek to deny application 

P. Sutherland 

95 

Opposition 

I strongly oppose the proposed project and urge that it be declined outright. 
The scale and nature of this development are entirely inappropriate for the Waipara Valley 
region. It is out of proportion with the local landscape, community character, and infrastructure 
capacity. The proposal appears disconnected from the values and needs of the area and offers 
no clear or tangible benefit to the Hurunui District— economically, environmentally, or socially. 
This is a rural district with a distinct identity rooted in its natural environment, wine industry, 
and tourism based on landscape and experience — not large-scale, intensive developments. The 
proposal risks undermining those existing strengths without providing any compelling 
justification or evidence of lasting benefit to the community. 

A. Tomlin 

96 

Opposition 

The application should be declined because of significant visual pollution adversely affecting 
adjacent land owners and the traveling public because there is a lack of understanding of the 
financial competency of the applicant to carry out the project for it's lifetime 
Because the rate of change of technology is beyond the ken of HHC, staff, councillors and 
advisors - at best the application should be deferred until the technology involved is better 
understood. or decline to adjudicate, passing the process over to a higher authority. 



NZTA 

98 

Opposition 

 
(i) That the application is declined on the basis that the applicant has not sufficiently 

addressed impacts on the state highway network; or  
(ii) That clarification, further assessments and/or commitment is made by the 

applicant in relation to providing:  
 

a) A transport assessment, completed by a suitably qualified person, be provided to 
assess the potential adverse traffic safety and efficiency effects on the state highway 
network, particularly during the construction period for both light and heavy vehicle 
movements. This assessment needs to consider the NZTA Planning Policy Manual 2007 
(PPM), Appendix 5B (Accessway standards and guidelines) when considering the 
appropriateness of the vehicle crossing design (for the type and volume of traffic). The 
design of the vehicle crossing must be undertaken in consultation with NZTA. 

b) Clarification on the timing of the internal road/track formation and its use prior to the 
establishment of vegetation and/or bunding along the property boundary adjoining 
SH7 and an assessment on the potential adverse headlight glare effects on users of 
SH7. 

c) Further assessment on the potential glint and glare effects on SH7 that address the 
concerns raised in the HDC glint and glare peer review. NZTA request amendments to 
the proposal so that adverse glint and glare effects on the safety of SH7 road users is 
avoided or mitigated so that the safety of SH7 users is not compromised. 

d) An assessment on the potential adverse shading effects of vegetation on the state 
highway road carriageway between 1000 and 1400 hours (inclusive) on the shortest 
day of any calendar year.  

e) An assessment of the potential stormwater effects on SH7, including details on how the 
stormwater runoff from the bunding will be appropriately managed and evidence 
confirming that the proposal would not result in any additional stormwater run-off to 
the state highway. 

B. Baxter 99 Opposition Total denial of consent 

P. Kelsey 

100 

Opposition 

Oppose application.  
If approved wants a plaque onsite so those in the future know who was responsible for the 
monstrous blot on the landscape. 

P. Webber 101 Opposition Decline proposal 



B Knight and J Richards 

102 

Opposition 

Request that as a condition of any consent granted, FNSF be required to: 
1. Provide binding guarantees to directly affected landowners that noise, glare, dust, 

screening, visibility, and amenity outcomes will meet or exceed the standards and 
performance levels described in their application and supporting documents, including 
assurances that no measurable reduction in property values will result from the 
development. 

2. Establish a robust independent monitoring programme (covering noise, glare, dust, and 
visual impacts) at agreed locations, with results publicly available, commencing prior to 
construction and continuing after commissioning. 

3. Commit to immediate remedial action, at their sole cost, where monitoring identifies 
non-compliance with consent conditions or adverse effects beyond those assessed, 
including measures to restore visual amenity or compensate for loss of property value. 

4. Implement a legally binding vegetation maintenance and replacement plan to ensure 
screening is effective and fully maintained over the long term, with replacement 
planting undertaken promptly where growth fails or screening effectiveness is 
compromised. 

5. Appoint an independent community liaison officer to receive, log, and action 
complaints within specified timeframes, with all complaints and resolutions recorded 
and reported to Council.  

6. Accept clear enforcement provisions within the consent that include penalties, 
operational restrictions, or partial suspension of activities in the event of repeated or 
unresolved breaches, including enforceable remedies for any sustained loss of amenity 
or property value. 

 In the absence of such conditions and enforceable commitments, we believe the proposal 
poses unacceptable and unmitigated risks to the amenity, wellbeing, and economic interests of 
the local community. 

S. McTurk 103 Opposition Refuse consent for application 

I. Bradford 104 Opposition Proposed solar farm should be rejected.  

S. Rouse 105 Opposition That the Council bodies watch this whole process and doesn't cost the rate payer in any way. 

T. Acton-Adams 
106 

Opposition 
To not approve any consent application for a solar farm as there is no way to mitigate the 
negative impacts this solar farm would have on the environment. 

P. Drake 107 Support Grant the application 

S. Spring 108 Support Approve the building of this project 

P. Bennett 109 Opposition Please decline and reject their application 



M. Badcock 
110 

Opposition 

I oppose it because of the change of land use it was a productive sheep and beef farm and 
should stay that way. I don’t dislike solar power but it should be on every roof in the cities and 
not taking up our productive farm land 

M. Bennett 111 Opposition Refuse consent and reject their application 

M. Lewis 112 Opposition No solar farm 

Kumquat and Vine Ltd 113 Opposition Refuse consent 

N. Brown 

114 

Opposition 

Based on the points outlined above, I seek that the consent authority decline the application in 
its current form due to its inconsistency with the objectives and policies of the Hurunui District 
Plan, particularly regarding rural character, amenity values, and compatibility with surrounding 
land use. 
Should the application be changed and considered further by the authority, we seek that 
conditions are placed on the development that 1) demonstrates by planting experts that there is 
enough water available at the site to irrigate and allow plants to grow to the planned 3-5m tall 
to mitigate the visual effects of the solar farm, 2) ensure landscaping planting will be monitored 
on a yearly basis to measure the plants are growing at a rate 0.5m a year. 

W. Lee 

115 

Opposition 

1. That consent to be given to constructing a solar farm limited to an area of about 20Ha, 
producing up to no more than 15Mw, to be situated in the Northern corner of the 
property. This would more likely match current network distribution capacity, is sited 
further away from directly affected parties and is less visible to motorists on the 
Waipara flat road. It would also decrease stress of affected parties and reduce adverse 
landscape and visual effects to a more acceptable level. It also allows the region to 
have a sensible level of grid connected solar power.  

2. That construction commences once tree screening is deemed appropriate by the 
Hurunui district Council.  

3. That strict and enforceable measures are put in place to ensure the applicant always 
meets the consent conditions and that appropriate penalty provisions are in place if 
conditions are breached at any time.  

G. Smith 116 Opposition Seek that you reject and decline the application. 

B. Johnson 

118 

Opposition 

In the unlikely event the application is approved, the Hurunui District Council ought to demand 
from the applicant sufficient deconstruction or clean up funds to cover costs if for any reason 
the applicant or subsequent owner(s) fails financially or for wha ever other reason such as storm 
damage, ceases trading. 
I wish to see the application declined. 

D. Officer and S. Ellis 
119 

Opposition 
We would like the FNSF application in its current form to go to commissioners for a more 
detailed hearing. 



J and N May 

121 

Opposition 

Requested decision: 
size of development decrease considerably to help keep some of the balance of land use and 
local character for the area as well as maintain a dominance of open space and plantings over 
that of buildings and industrial constructions. 
Mitigation planting is established first before any construction takes place. FNSF to work with 
property owners higher than the lower terraces to establish a bank, planting and irrigation to 
help screen the panels and give them some control over the survival and success of plant 
growth for their own mitigation. 
That emotional stress, family wellbeing, mental health and workplace environment (noise dust 
and glare) are taken into account and compensated for, especially during construction years 
where it will be at its worse with no mitigation in place. 
A form of bond established. If any issues arise where the RC breach there are finances to deal 
with this, e.g. glare, noise, plant deaths/lack of screening, fire safety standards. 
A percentage of profits are put back into the community - gives examples. 

M. McKenzie 122 Opposition Wish this project to be cancelled. 

S. McKenzie 
123 

Opposition 
At this point I oppose this development going ahead until a lot more facts are made public and 
discussed in an open forum and a hearing has taken place. 

WDRA 
124 

Opposition 
Oppose the application in its current form and ask that the application go to commissioners for 
a more detailed hearing. 

M and L. Brice 125 Opposition Decline the RC app to install and operate a solar farm at 380 Waipara Flat Road 

P and P Williams 

126 

Opposition 

We wish to reiterate the fact that we strongly oppose all of the resource consents applied for, as 
a Solar Farm on the proposed site would, in our opinion, do irreparable environmental, visual, 
and social damage to the immediate Waipara Township and SH7 scenic drive, notwithstanding 
the very serious potential hazards. 
We strongly appeal for any resource consents for this application to be declined in entirety. 

J. McCaskey 
127 

Opposition None specified. 

Weka Pass Railway Inc 128 Opposition Urge consent be declined. 

E. Kelsey 129 Opposition Refuse the application and decline consent for this proposal in its entirety. 

J. Heath 130 Opposition Seek reject and decline application 

C. Danielsson 131 Opposition Development should be declined/rejected in full 

P. Shaw 132 Opposition Rejection of application 

D. Danielsson 133  Development should be declined/rejected in full 



G. Rae 134 Opposition Council reject the FNSF application. 

W. Frostick 135 Opposition Cancel proposal immediately. 

M. Rae 136 Opposition Reject and decline application 

E. Antill 137 Opposition Please refuse to grant consent to this solar farm in unique part of canterbury. 

K. Shaw 138 Opposition Reject the proposed solar farm at Waipara 

N. Brown 

139 

Support 

That the consent authority approve the application for the proposed solar farm in Waipara, 
recognising its contribution to local and national renewable energy goals, its compatibility with 
ongoing agricultural use such as sheep grazing beneath the panels, and its positive economic 
and environmental impacts for the region. This development represents a responsible and 
forward-thinking use of rural land that supports a low-carbon future while maintaining 
Waipara’s agricultural character. 

C. Messervy 140 Opposition That Council reject the application. 

D. Messervy 141 Opposition That Council reject the application. 

C. Meurk 
142 

Neutral 
I seek recognition of the destruction caused in developing this site, restitution and prevention of 
any similar occurrence in the district – and across Canterbury 

P. Biddlecombe 143 Support I support this action 

M. Messervy and S. Rae 144 Opposition Council reject application 

Waipara Valley 
Community Collective 
Inc 

145 

Opposition 

Decline consent and  
require the applicant and/or landowner to implement restorative planting of sufficient number 
to provide restitution/ remedy for the significant loss of native vegetation and habitat (primarily 
matagouri) that has already occurred on the site through unconsented clearance work. 

J. Paviell 146 Opposition To oppose all aspects of the application 

D. McCarthy 147 Opposition Please do not allow this to go ahead 

S. Rae 148 Opposition Reject and decline the application 

M. Voumard 149 Opposition Locate operations away from townships 

Waipara Vines Limited 150 Opposition Reject and decline application 

A. Fox 151 Support That the consent to granted to allow the build of this solar farm 

J. Phillps 
152 

Opposition 
Demand that council put residents first and reject the proposal. We should not be forced to 
sacrifice our community so corporations and outside investors can line their pockets. 

C. Sixtus 153 Opposition Power station to remain same size, no increase in noise. 

B. Hamilton 154 Opposition See consent denied. 

D. Armstrong 155  Opposition Seek declined with no exception 



B. Hamilton 156 Opposition I would like to see the consent denied. 

A. Heaven 157 Support No conditions sought 

C Johnson and R Barton 

158 

Opposition 

Respectfully request 
1. Decline the application by FNSF for current location 
2. If above not achieved, relocate the development away from APTR and areas of significant 
natural character. Consider alternative locations that are already industrial in character or not 
located along tourism corridors or within highly valued landscapes. 

 


