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PRESENTATION TO HURUNUI DISTRICT COUNCIL 
HEARING REF RC240028 
Thank you for letting us represent the all important voice of tourism. 

My wife and I live in the English Lake District, a UNESCO world heritage site, so we 
know about the importance of the relationship between tourism and the natural 

environment. We are frequent visitors to your lovely country and are overwhelmed 
by the contrasting beauty of your landscape. 

As regular tourists we make this statement opposing this solar farm 
application.  
 
We first became aware of this development when we visited the Waipara valley in 
March 2024. Whilst we do not live in Waipara, as regular visitors, we were 
concerned about the proposals likely impact upon tourism. 
  
We raised an objection in July 2025 on the grounds that such a large solar farm on 
prime agricultural land seemed incomprehensible.  

As a retired Chartered Engineer, I understand the need to explore alternative forms 
of energy generation including solar. But surely a more suitable brownfield or 

remote site could be chosen that would not have the adverse visual and potentially 
economic impact this proposal will have. 

The Waipara region is renowned for its beauty, farming and wine making. In addition 
to the visual impact, the construction, involving considerable earthworks, would 
inevitability have a detrimental effect on the landscape with destruction of habitats, 

disturbance to wildlife as well as undoubtably causing ecological damage. 

The inevitable glint, glare and noise of operation of the completed works will have a 

continuous impact.  

We recently visited the area again in February 2026 and looked in more detail at the 
extent and location of the proposed farm, which in our view is better described as 
a solar power station due to its size.    
 
The impact is even greater than we initially realised. As tourism is so important to 
the local economy, particularly as the wine industry struggles with reduced demand, 
we feel it very important that the voice of tourists is heard. 
 
In particular, we had not realised how much it would dominate the landscape along 
SH7, which is designated as a scenic touring route. We have spent a lot of time 
travelling throughout New Zealand and viewing the scenery by car. This is a big part 
of how many people enjoy your varying topography. To have to travel 4 Km 
adjacent to an ugly solar power station, on a designated scenic tourism route 
is frankly inconceivable! This is not to mention the impact the solar farm could 
have on views from the Glenmark railway which is a popular tourist attraction. 
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We urge you to drive SH7 towards Waipra, to fully appreciate the adverse effect this 
development will have on a picturesque drive. Returning, as many people do, from 
the tourist honey pot of Hanmer Springs, the Weka pass opens up as its limestone 
monoliths give way to open country as you enter the Waipra Valley. The views on 
your left stretch across vineyards and fields over the Weka Creek north to the sunny 
slopes of the Omihi mountains. Imagine if this beautiful view was obliterated by 4km 
of industrial landscape with a boundary fence, solar panels, inverters, switch gear 
and associated servicing vehicles.  I recorded our journey at 70km/hr and note the 
solar farm would be visible adjacent to the road for some 3.5 mins. Once planting is 
established, the beautiful views across the valley would be lost for ever. This is 
prime agricultural land where grazing sheep add to the beauty of the landscape. 
Surely this can’t be allowed on such a picturesque Alpine Pacific tourist route. 
 
Whilst the Highway Authority have now dropped their objection, as a retired 
Highway Engineer, I am still most concerned about vehicle turning movements 
during construction and the potential for accidents, on what is a straight fast 
highway. To adopt a junction design standard for a private property seems 
wrong. No acknowledgement is made to the distraction this development could 
cause to drivers both during construction and before planting is established. 
 
I now wish to discuss the proposed Landscaping Plan.  
 
In submitting further details, we note the developer says planting to screen the 
works would take up to 5 years to reach a height of 3m, let alone the time it would 
take to reach the desired height of 5m. To make matters worse it appears that 
planting won’t start until month 8 of construction with no conditions to ensure this 
actually happens.  How can that be right? If heaven forbid this development was 
approved, we would argue planting needs to be established to the full 5m height 
before any work commences, thereby immediately reducing the effect on local 
properties and traffic on SH7. This would also help reduce noise during 
construction. We understand there have been problems getting this developer to 
satisfactorily complete such landscaping on the much smaller Omeheu solar farm on 
the North Island. In my opinion this is another unacceptable risk. 
 
It seems to me this is application is borne out of economic convenience from a 
speculative developer and landowner who have little regard for the beauty 
and long term effect on this valley.  Whilst the construction work would create 
jobs in the short term, much more damage could be done to the local economy and 
businesses. This would not only be due to the noise and disruption during a lengthy 
construction period, but the long-term blight this development would cause to your 
beautiful landscape. This would undoubtably impact the all important $150m annual 
contribution tourism makes to the local economy.  
 

I will leave the technical aspects, including long term sustainability, to expert 
witnesses who will no doubt argue the merits or otherwise of this new technology. 
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However, in my opinion, there appears to be a limited lifespan and unknown carbon 
impact of both manufacture and ultimate disposal of such solar panels.  The latter is 

very important, as unlike the hydroelectric projects of the last century, which have 
generally enhanced the local landscape – I’m thinking of Lake Tekapo or Lake Te 
Anau, there is nothing pretty about 181 hectares of solar panels. We speak from 

experience of the terrible visual and economic impact similar solar farms have had 
in the UK. Please don’t make the same mistake here. 

Finally. where is the certainty that Far North Solar Farm Ltd would remain in 
business to dispose or replace the panels in 30 years time? The risk of leaving such a 

blight on the landscape cannot be ignored as it could fall upon the public authorises 
to instigate expensive legal proceeding or indeed to remove the farm at taxpayers 
expense.  If approved, which we very much hope this development is not, could I 

suggest it be necessary for the council to require a substantial commuted sum to 
cover such an eventuality. 

In conclusion, I hope that we have raised enough doubts and serious questions about 
the suitability of this development in this location that the hearing rejects this 
application and the developer seeks a more suitable alternative site elsewhere. 

We thereby confirm our strong objection on behalf of tourists. 

 

Mr & Mrs J A Slee.       9 May 2026 


