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Table describing the relief sought on the site  

Submission Point  Theme  Comments  Relief sought  
1.1 N/A N/A Decline the consent  
2.1 Amenity/character - The openness and expansiveness of the landscape 

makes the region an outstanding natural feature, 
therefore it should not be disturbed, altered, or modified. 

- Notable trees located on the site which add to the 
beauty of the landscape, along with historic and cultural 
values. 

Decline the consent  

2.2 Rural productivity  - The site is zoned as Rural Primary Production. There 
are lifestyle blocks located in the area. An intensive 
energy generation facility should not qualify as a farm.  

- The property could be converted to highly productive – it 
is flat, good irrigation, rainfall, and sunshine hours.  

2.3 Recreation/Tourism  - Lifestyle blocks on the edge of Greytown contribute to 
the character of the area and draw people to live, 
vacation, go on scenic drives, get back to nature, etc.  

- Provides people the opportunity to live in an open 
space, with a large garden, fresh food.  

2.4 Location/scale of proposal  - As the proposal is out of scale and out of character, it 
would introduce a new type of land use to the area, 
which would not be classed as Rural Primary 
Production. 

2.5 Stormwater  - Effects of stormwater and discharge. Regular flooding of 
the site is proposed, raising concerns of natural 
hazards.

2.6 Construction effects  - Negative effects of construction include: noise, dust, 
volume of large vehicles, reduced revenue to local 
business with people staying away. 

- Ay benefits to the economy from additional labourers in 
the region would be overridden by negative impacts of 
construction.  

2.7 Operational effects  - Glare 
- Noise 



Submission Point  Theme  Comments  Relief sought  
- Substances for maintenance, cleaning, vegetation 

clearance, pesticides 
- End of life plan for panels 
- Electromagnetic radiation  

2.8 Environmental Impacts  - Concerns of the land being classed as HAIL due to soil 
and water contamination. 

3.1 Location/scale of proposal  - Unsuitable due to proximity to housing and industrial 
scale. 

Decline the consent 

3.2 Amenity/character - Proposed mitigations will block views into the site, 
changing the existing character of the area. May also 
risk blocking views of distant ridgelines.  

- Industrial development covering hundreds of hectares is 
more than minor change to the landscape.  

- The District Plan specifically acknowledges natural 
character and seeks to protect it – open farmland is part 
of the natural character of the area. 

3.3 Stormwater - Water run-off issues, with no provisions for drainage or 
soak pits currently proposed.  

- The area has surface water issues, which could present 
safety issues with electrical systems.  

- High water tables and flooding – the nature of materials 
increases the likelihood of contaminants entering 
waterways.  

3.4 Operational effects  - Increased vehicle movements on the unsealed, narrow, 
and poorly maintained Moroa Road will be disruptive 
and dangerous for residents, degrade it further, and 
increase dust.  

- Only 2 full time roles are created by the development, 
with locals impacted. 

3.5 Environmental Impacts  - Environmental impacts of the proposal include: people, 
water, wildlife, air, amenity, land values, and existing 
infrastructure. The application understates 
environmental impacts in favour of economic benefits.  



Submission Point  Theme  Comments  Relief sought  
3.6 District Pan - The proposed activity is not required for primary 

production, residential purposes, and site coverage 
exceeds 25m2. 

- Proposed infrastructure does not meet setback 
requirements.  

- Dust is an issue, and no explanation has been provided 
by FNSF to a plan to mitigate impact. 

3.7 Economic  - Renewable electricity is not being produced to meet the 
demand of South Wairarapa. Little evidence of positive 
economic or social effects from the proposal. 

3.8 Planting/vegetation - No detailed planting plans have been provided in the 
application. The site is challenging to plant on due to 
strong winds and low horizons resulting in high sunlight 
hours. The el-nino weather pattern predicated for the 
next few years will impact growing of plants.  

- Ongoing professional management, irrigation, and 
husbandry of plantings has not been addressed in the 
application.  

3.9 Recreation/Tourism  - Tourism is a fast growing economy in South Wairarapa. 
This proposal could impact that.  

4.1 Amenity/character - The proposal is not keeping with the amenity and 
character of the area. 

- Density of the proposed structures will dominate the 
landscape. 

Decline the consent  

4.2 Location/scale of proposal - The size and location near neighbouring residents 
presents many risks, including fire, threatening flora and 
fauna, structures having greater impact on surrounding 
environment during natural disasters, contamination of 
water and soil. 

- The application did not mention risk mitigation for any of 
the above. 

4.3 Policy/Environmental Standards - There are not any New Zealand Standards established 
for the implementation, ongoing maintenance, and 
operation of solar.  
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5.1 Location/scale of proposal  - Supports the establishment of a solar farm on this site 

as it would benefit local residents and the wider regional 
and national population.  

- The proposed site is flat, so won’t be an issue for 
nearby residents.  

Grant the consent  

5.2 Operational effects - Solar farms are quiet, unlike wind turbines or rural 
subdivisions with car traffic.  

5.3 Amenity/character  - Screen planting will reduce the visual change.  
5.4 Economic  - Consent this proposal on the grounds of contributing to 

the national need for renewable energy. 
5.5 Education - Would like public access to the site, to educate young 

people about the importance of renewable energy.  
6.1 Location/scale of proposal - Proximity to neighbouring properties incurs dangers for 

inhabitants and users (e.g. fire). 
Decline the consent  

6.2 Environmental Impacts - Unspecified chemicals that will be used in maintenance 
procedures. These will be in proximity to water systems 
used by humans and livestock.  

- The solar system will be vulnerable to weather extremes 
(as a result of climate change) and earthquakes.  

7.1 Environmental Impacts - Opposition to the proposal based on the environmental 
impact the activity would have on the surrounding rural 
area.  

Decline the consent  

7.2 Rural productivity  - The area is currently productive rural landscape and 
granting this consent would be to the detriment of the 
district without any benefits.  

8.1 District Plan - The applicant has only consulted with Iwi and FENZ, 
which is inadequate. 

- The applicant’s AEE is lacking details and is insufficient. 

Decline the consent  

8.2 Amenity/character - The proposal will result in significant changes to the 
natural character of the site.  

8.3 Location/scale of proposal - The proposal will have significant effect on the living 
environment of neighbours.  
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8.4 Rural productivity  - The proposal will take up a significant amount of 

productive land and there are concerns regarding the 
disposal of panels at end of life.  

9.1 Rural productivity  - Concerns regarding degradation of the soil and 
agricultural land due to the proposal and the 
maintenance of the panels.  

Decline the consent  

9.2 Location/scale of proposal - Moroa Road is already used extensively, resulting in 
concerns of potholes. Dust from use of the road would 
impact the panels and result in higher water and 
chemical use. Proposes that the applicant should seal 
and maintain this road for the duration of their lease. 

9.3 Operational effects  - The security lighting and expansion of the existing 
power station will impact the Dark Sky Status of South 
Wairarapa. 

9.4 Planting/vegetation - Disappointing to see the use of Japanese Cedar rather 
than native trees.  

- Concerns about the length of time it takes for the trees 
to grow and the disruption of character during that time.  

- Planting will use additional water from the neighbouring 
farmers existing bore. A water meter would be required.  

9.5 Fire/natural hazards  - Currently there is a volunteer fire brigade. Questioned 
whether the application would better resource fire 
brigade to combat emergency situations as a result of 
the solar farm.  

9.6 District Plan - The application has not met the objectives and policies 
of the DP or the RMA. 

10.1 District Plan - Inadequacies regarding information and the consultation 
process, particularly with property owners neighbouring 
the site.  

- Concerns regarding the wording and the use of ‘farm’ 
for a commercial or industrial activity which is located in 
a rural environment.  

Decline the consent  

10.2 Location/scale of proposal  - Many properties located in close proximity to the 
proposal.  
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- Concerns about noise from the site – motorised panels 

and cooling the collection towers. Increased noise 
during the summer months and the detrimental impact 
on health.  

10.3 Environmental Impact - The proposal will create a heat island leading to an 
increased ambient heat microclimate.  

- Risk of waste being deposited in the soil/environment if 
the panels were to break or leak. 

- Impact of cleaning products in water ways.  
10.4 Amenity/character - The proposal will change the character of the area and 

block views of the rural environment and mountains.  
- Light pollution and risk to those who enjoy astronomy.  

10.5 Recreation/Tourism  - Impact on tourism – visual barrier to those travelling 
between Greytown and Martinborough. 

10.6 Fire/natural hazards - Solar panels and collectors will require specialised fire-
fighting resources, questioned whether ratepayers will 
have to carry this cost.  

- Fires in electrical equipment creates risks that current 
firefighters may not be equipped to deal with.  

- Firefighting agents will create further environmental 
risks with toxins.  

10.7 Economic  - Hidden costs may result in residents paying more for 
electricity to subsidise this scheme. 

11.1 Fire/natural hazards - Concerns about photo voltaic cells containing toxic 
components being released into the air and waterways 
during a fire.  

- Impact a fire could have on Transpower assets, causing 
an outage.  

- No detailed fire mitigation and management plan.  
- Concerns regarding the chemical composition of fire 

fighting substances.  

Decline the consent  

11.2 District Plan  - The AEE was lacking fundamental information about the 
proposal. 
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- Requests that a 3D rendering of the proposal is 

provided to show the scale, and the specifics of the 
inverters and the panels including a list of materials.  

12.1 Location/scale of proposal - The site is currently zoned rural, not industrial, but the 
primary purpose of the proposal will be power 
generation and not farming.  

- Proposal is a large scale, and in close proximity to 
housing.  

- The proposal is locking the land into this use for 30 
years, it would be better use of land to rezone to 
residential as people want to live close to town. 

Decline the consent 

12.2 District Plan - Proposal is inconsistent with the Objectives and Policies 
in the DP.  

- The proposed activity is not required for primary 
production, residential purposes, and site coverage 
exceeds 25m2. 

- Proposed infrastructure does not meet setback 
requirements.  

- Dust is an issue, and no explanation has been provided 
by FNSF to a plan to mitigate impact. 

12.3 Environmental Impact - Large section of the land will become a HAIL site.  
- The site has a high water table and experiences 

flooding, which increases the risk of contaminants 
entering the waterways and neighbouring properties.  

- Monitoring and remediation conditions should be 
imposed to ensure monitoring of soil and water.  

- Impacts from this development on people, water, 
wildlife, air, amenity, land values, and existing 
infrastructure. Understated in the application, and 
alternative locations in the area have not been 
documented.  

- Potential for heat generation and thermal convection 
from the panels, impacting neighbouring properties. 
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12.4 Amenity/character - Rows of hard infrastructure is not what you would 

expect to see in a rural setting – more than minor 
change.  

- The applicant hasn’t provided realistic graphic 
representations of how the site will appear. 

- Proposed mitigations will block views into the site, 
changing the existing character of the area. May also 
risk blocking views of distant ridgelines.  

- A cultural assessment report has not been provided. 
12.5 Planting/vegetation - Trees take 7 years to grow to screening size, meaning 

the visual impact is not less than minor.  
- Hedges on the boundary impacts 

views/openness/expansivity.  
- No detailed planting plans have been provided in the 

application. The site is challenging to plant on due to 
strong winds and low horizons resulting in high sunlight 
hours. The el-nino weather pattern predicated for the 
next few years will impact growing of plants.  

- Ongoing professional management, irrigation, and 
husbandry of plantings has not been addressed in the 
application. 

12.6 Rural productivity - Large scale water use (for irrigation, planting, cleaning 
of panels) could dry up bore water which surrounding 
neighbours use for stock water.  

- Effect of herbicides on land and sheep grazing. 
12.7 Operational effects  - Impact on neighbouring properties from lighting during 

night and glint/glare during day. Noise of all the panels 
moving at the same time.  

- Increased vehicle movements on the unsealed, narrow, 
and poorly maintained Moroa Road will be disruptive 
and dangerous for residents, degrade it further, and 
increase dust.  

- Only 2 full time roles are created by the development, 
with locals impacted. 
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- Battery storage systems, substations, inverters, and 

other equipment should be located furthest from homes. 
12.8 Stormwater - Run-off issues from the high surface area. No drainage 

plans or soak pits for this development. Surface water 
could impact access and safety due to water and 
electrical systems mixing.  

12.9 Economic  - Renewable electricity is not being produced to meet the 
demand of South Wairarapa. Little evidence of positive 
economic or social effects from the proposal. 

- SWDC should hold a bond to carry out on-going 
maintenance of the buffer planting and gravel road. 

- Submitters property directly adjacent to the proposed 
development, and home located ~100m away. Impact 
on the value of their property  

13.1 Location/scale of proposal - SWDC should seek clarification on the number of 
substations, the height of the solar arrays, spacing 
between rows, total height of foundation piles, and 
setback from water races due to inconsistencies 
throughout the application. 

- The proposed site makes the development cheaper for 
the company at the expense of the community.  

- Concerns regarding the impact on neighbouring 
properties cell phone reception and internet. 

Decline the consent 

13.2 Operational effects - Concerns regarding the use of insecticide, herbicides, 
grazing, cropping, the volume of water used to wash 
panels, increase of dust from traffic, disposal of 
damaged panels, and end of life disposal.  

- Removal of tall trees for the panels increases the risk of 
lightning strike and the application does not address 
whether a lightning rod will be erected.  

- Consistent low level noise annoyance will be an issue 
for neighbouring residents and tourists. 
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- Glare from the panels can be an issue for aircraft and 

hot air balloons operating in the area. Anti-reflective 
coating can also erode and enter into the ground-water. 

- Risk of too much electrical load overloading the system, 
with other solar farms being consented.   

- Concerns about electromagnetic radiation. 
13.3 District Plan - The proposal is not primary production, which the land 

zoning provides for.  
- Concerns regarding the gross floor area of the panels 

and non-compliance of unsealed road setbacks, which 
results in huge effects.  

- The proposal is not consistent with Part 2 of the RMA. 
- If batteries are added to the proposal after consent is 

granted this would create a HAIL site on the property. 
Not suitable for rural zoned land with neighbouring 
houses. 

- Does not meet the objectives and policies of the District 
Plan.  

13.4 Stormwater - Concerns for the protection of groundwater and the 
aquifer which is used by all neighbours in the area from 
contaminants.  

13.5 Construction effects - Concerns that the entrances from Moroa Road cannot 
provide for large trucks delivering loads frequently.  

- Concerns regarding construction noise and vibration 
disturbing residents. Vibrations could also disturb iron 
particles in the aquifer, raising levels in drinking water.   

13.6 Economic - Renewable electricity is not being produced to meet the 
demand of South Wairarapa. Little evidence of positive 
economic or social effects from the proposal. 

- Impact on the land values of neighbouring properties.  
- Concerns that the land in surrounding areas will become 

unaffordable for local farmers.  
13.7 Amenity/character - The feeling of openness and expansivity is what brings 

people to the area. 
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- The application is unclear as to what height the hedges 

will be kept, and trees can die so there is no assurance 
that it will screen the proposed development.  

- Screening blocks the views to the plains, mountains, 
and hillsides.  

- Japanese Cedar does not mitigate the visual impacts.  
13.8 Rural productivity - Land will be impacted by the installation of solar panels, 

lack of sunlight, and increased heat, affecting 
productivity. Should aim to protect soils for future 
generations.  

- Site cannot be effectively used for cropping/grazing 
while panels are in place – cropping will shade the 
panels and sheep could damage them.  

- The proposed activity is not consistent with other 
activities taking place in the rural zone. 

13.9 Policy/Environmental Standards - This application does not support the Government’s 
2050 vision for energy and industry.  

13.10 Fire/natural hazards - Increased risk of fire due to heat radiated from the 
panels.  

- Currently there is a volunteer fire brigade. Questioned 
whether the application would better resource fire 
brigade to combat emergency situations as a result of 
the solar farm.

13.11 Environmental Impacts - Removal of wind breaks will increase speeds through 
the area, possibility of wind tunnels and turbulence. 

- Mature trees will be felled which birds use for nesting 
(Moreporks, pukeko, etc.). Should preserve this habitat. 

- Concerns for end of life, disposal of panels and how this 
will be sustainable.  

- Concerns regarding the impact of the solar farm during 
a natural disaster.  

13.12 Health - Proposal is impacting negatively on the mental health of 
those who live in South Wairarapa (stress, insecurity). 
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14.1 Construction effects - Concerns that there are too many unknown risks with 

construction.  
Decline the consent  

14.2 Operational effects - Placing local residents at risk with the operation of the 
solar farm.  

14.3 Environmental Impacts - Negative effects on the environment due to the size and 
scale of the build, stormwater runoff, visual pollution, 
and noise pollution. 

15.1 Environmental Impacts - The environment will become vulnerable to the effects 
of climate change.  

- Batteries will present risk to the regions water table and 
rivers, which is also used for consumption by people 
and stock. 

Decline the consent 

15.2 Location/scale of proposal - New Zealand hasn’t had a project of this scale is such 
close proximity to a settlement previously.  

16.1 District Plan - The change of land use is of an industrial nature and is 
therefore not appropriate for the rural zone.  

- The application should be considered an Industrial 
Network Utility.  

- Proposed buildings will exceed the allowed gross floor 
area and not meet the required setbacks from an 
unsealed road.  

- Does not agree with the statement of the panels being 
similar to glasshouses.  

- The District Plan pre-dates the possibility of solar farms 
of this scale, so SWDC should look at their guidelines 
concerning Renewable Wind Energy Facilities to 
compare. 

Decline the consent  

16.2 Amenity/character  - The proposal will alter the open pastoral landscape 
which is currently present, and result in more than minor 
effects.  

- Concerns for the rural landscape, heritage town, and 
rural corridors being changed forever. 
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16.3 Planting/vegetation - Until the plantings grow tall enough, they will not 

disguise the visual effects on the landscape (potentially 
five years).  

16.4 Construction effects - Construction activities will take place over a longer 
period of time than seasonal harvesting or cultivating, so 
this comparison is inaccurate.  

16.5 Operational effects - Noise of batteries and mechanical components 
associated with the solar farm will produce noise which 
will stand out in this rural setting.

16.6 Environmental Impact - The proposal will create a HAIL site due to hazardous 
materials causing environmental contamination.  

- Potential risk of improper disposal of panels upon 
decommissioning, important factor of ensuring long-term 
sustainability. 

16.7 Location/scale of proposal - Concerns regarding choice of location close to 
settlements and substations that are cheaper to connect 
to electricity network, when there are areas in 
Wairarapa that wouldn’t negatively impact the 
landscape or communities.  

17.1 Location/scale of proposal - Concerns that the proposal does not align with the 
communities needs and desires. Crucial for developers 
to actively engage residents and listen to feedback, 
which has been insufficient so far. 

Decline the consent 

18.1 Amenity/character - Concerns for the loss of clean, green pastures. Decline the consent  
18.2 Environmental Impact - Potential risk of improper disposal of panels upon 

decommissioning. 
18.3 Health - Concerns for the health of current and future residents.  
19.1  - Fully supports submission 13. Decline the consent  
20.1 Economic  - Proposal has the potential to undermine property values 

in the surrounding rural area.  
Decline the consent  

20.2 Amenity/character - The proposal will alter the visual nature of current 
farmland and will result in an industrial looking area.  
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- The historic nature of Greytown is protected, and 

surrounding farmland should have the same protections 
to protect visual and historical value.  

20.3 Operational effects - Noise pollution resulting from the solar farm could have 
harmful impact on humans and animals in the area. This 
risk has not been sufficiently analysed. 

20.4 Rural productivity  - The site is currently used for productive food growing. 
This use should be protected. Solar panels can be 
installed on rooftops, which would protect agricultural 
use.  

21.1 District Plan - The proposal does not align with the WCDP strategic 
direction or intent. 

Decline the consent  

21.2 Rural productivity  - RE-O2 Productive Capacity – affirms protecting primary 
production in the rural zone. Any continuation of 
agricultural activity on this site will be at significantly 
reduced capacity, both growing pasture and stock. 

21.3 Amenity/character  - Re-O3 Character of the Rural Environment – screening 
trees are unlikely to hide the impact of this proposal.  

21.4 Operational effects - Traffic flows and audio and electromagnetic noise will 
increase as a result of the proposal.  

- Risk of glare, impacting on aviation in the area.  
21.5 Fire/natural hazards - CCR-O3 Resilience to Natural Hazards – the proposal 

does not enhance regional resilience to natural 
disasters.  

- The installation will be sensitive to weather events, 
including hail, tropical storms, and earthquakes.  

21.6 Environmental Impacts - Risk of contamination from the panels if they break 
impacting surrounding waterways.  

- Potential risk of improper disposal of panels upon 
decommissioning.

21.7 Location/scale of proposal - Hangar and associated runway located on the eastern 
boundary of the site, which presents risks to those who 
use it clearing the panels during take-off and landing. In 
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cases of engine failure during take-off, occupant survival 
chances would be reduced by the solar farm.  

22.1 Amenity/character - Visual impact on the neighbouring residents, with tall 
solar panels and shipping containers in view from 
adjacent properties until the hedging grows.  

Decline the consent  

22.2 Planting/vegetation - Proposed hedging is not a native species and will look 
unattractive.

22.3 Rural productivity  - The proposed site is currently high-quality agricultural 
land and should be used for this purpose.  

22.4 Environmental Impact - Existing shelterbelts provide habitat for Morepork. 
- Risk of birds mistaking the glare from solar panels as 

glare from water, causing them to collide and die/be 
injured from impact. 

- Wind speeds will increase with the removal of 
shelterbelts, creating wind tunnels.  

22.5 Recreation/Tourism  - The proposal will result in less tourists visiting the area, 
as the rural area is converted into an industrial zone.  

22.6 Economic - Minimal advantages or employment opportunities for the 
local community as a result of the proposal, possibly a 
few jobs for local contractors during building.  

22.7 Construction effects - Noise effects of pies being hammered into ground, the 
installation of panels, and construction of the substation. 

23.1 Fire/natural hazards - The Wairarapa Fault Line runs under neighbouring 
properties, risk that the land is too unstable for 
commercial infrastructure of such scale.  

- Recent changes have been made regarding consent 
requirements for works on land subject to liquefaction.  

- Increased risk of fire due to the presence of electrical 
components, and high voltage means firefighters have 
to exercise caution and may require training. 

Decline the consent  

23.2 Location/scale of proposal  - Hangar and associated runway located on the eastern 
boundary of the site, which presents risks to those who 
use it clearing the panels during take-off and landing. In 
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cases of engine failure during take-off, occupant survival 
chances would be reduced by the solar farm. 

- Proposal will be at the expense of Ahurea Tuakiri.  
- Undertake a true assessment of alternative sites.  

23.3 Environmental Impact - Concerns regarding contamination of surrounding 
environment and water ways by toxic chemicals present 
on the panels.  

- Potential risk of improper disposal of panels upon 
decommissioning. 

- Concerns regarding weeds under panels and use of 
chemicals to manage this.  

23.4 Economic  - Compensation for rural accommodation providers who 
could lose business due to the industrial nature of this 
proposal. 

- Compensation for neighbouring properties should they 
be subject to pollution traced back to the solar farm.  

- Compensation for neighbouring property owners if parts 
of the solar farm become detached during a natural 
disaster and damage other properties.  

- Concerns whether the developer will cover any 
increased cost of public liability insurance for all 
impacted properties.  

23.5 Rural productivity  - The site is prime agricultural land and should be 
preserved.  

23.6 Amenity/character - Proposal is inconsistent with the local character, 
heritage, and features of Greytown. 

23.7 Health - Overseas examples have documented health problems 
for people and animals living near solar farms.  

23.8 Construction effects - Increased dust during construction with use of Moroa 
Road. 

24.1 Amenity/character - Concerns for the character of the area and change to 
the existing rural landscape.  

Decline the consent 

24.2 Economic  - Expect compensation to neighbouring properties for loss 
of value to property, amenity, and on-going nuisance.  
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24.3 Location/scale of proposal - There are two residential properties soon to be built 

adjacent to the corner of Battersea and Moroa Roads – 
this has not been mentioned in the application.  

24.4 Planting/vegetation - Request that trees be taller at the time of planting, and 
that shelterbelt and security fence are held as minimum 
requirements.  

- Concerns that Amended Sites Plans only show 
screening trees at 2m, not the 4m set out in the 
application. 

24.5 Fire/natural hazards - Concerns regarding fire risks and the lack of information 
on the water tanks located on site. No information 
provided on where the water is sourced from, or 
consideration given to the developer paying for 
reticulated supply to each lot.  

25.1 Planting/vegetation - It is unclear from the application whether the screening 
will be sufficient to block views of the substation 
switching area.  

- The landscape assessment (not reviewed by a second 
person) included in the application underestimates the 
visual screening of existing windbreaks. Cars on SH2 
can be seen from the property, and the time it takes for 
trees to be planted will have impact.  

- Screening heights are inconsistent throughout the 
application (3m vs 4m tall). 

Grant consent with 
conditions 

25.2 Amenity/character - Comparison to Kapuni solar farm is not useful as South 
Taranaki already has oil infrastructure, which South 
Wairarapa does not.  

- The application only offers for the loss of character (with 
planting to screen panels). The current environment has 
open fields and windbreaks, which will change under 
this proposal and has not been addressed.  

25.3 Operational effects  - Reference to glint and glare effects are inconsistent, 
unclear whether screening will be tall enough to block 
this out.  



Submission Point  Theme  Comments  Relief sought  
25.4 Mapping - The drawings included in the application are 

inconsistent with stated dimensions. 
- 220103-Plan-final-10012023 shows a depth of 1.3m, not 

600mm. 
- A mix of units (imperial and metric) making it confusing 

and leading to uncertainty of actual dimensions 
proposed. 

- 1.5m is listed as the height when the panels are flat, but 
2466m is shown in the drawings.  

- There are numbered items in the drawings which don’t 
link to other drawings.  

- The scale on the maps seems incorrect, giving a false 
impression of what the outlook will be. Doesn’t reflect 
the change in visual outlook.  

25.5 Location/scale of proposal - Strongest winds are from the north-west and south-west 
directions. The west-east orientation of the panels 
provides the greatest profile to the wind, providing 
uncertainty that high wind loadings have been taken into 
account.  

25.6 Construction effects - Comparing construction to harvesting is inaccurate, as 
harvesting is seasonal and construction is estimated to 
take 6-9 months. The constant noise of a pile driver 
can’t be compared to other activities, and no mitigation 
has been proposed. 

25.7 District Plan - The setback from Moroa Road is not consistent with the 
Plan. Currently there is a section of the road sheltered 
by trees which cannot dry out during winter, and as a 
result becomes slippery. Proposed screening is close to 
the road – should be setback to reduce this risk.  

- The only detail shown for iwi consultation is an email in 
July 2022, with no response. An agenda item was not 
proposed with the Māori Standing Committee.  

- Recommend that further consultation is undertaken with 
the Wairarapa Dark Skies Reserve. It is not obvious that 
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there is no increase in light pollution, as the current 
substation is always lit at night.  

25.8 Fire/natural hazards - Stated consultation with FENZ, but drawings do not 
appear to have taken this into account. Proposed water 
tanks appear to have been placed for irrigation and are 
not readily accessible in the case of fire. 

25.9 Economic - Creation of a community group, including affected 
neighbours, with funding it crate an amenity for the 
wider neighbourhood and provide an avenue for future 
proposals.  

26.1 Rural productivity  - The farm has been providing people with organic 
nutrient dense food. 

Decline the consent  

26.2 Location/scale of the proposal - Concerns regarding the scale of the proposal, and the 
known and unknown adverse effects this will have on 
people who live and work, or eat food produced, in the 
area.  

- A solar farm of this scale is an industrial operation and 
should be treated as such.  

26.3 Environmental Impacts  - Potential risk of improper disposal of panels upon 
decommissioning. 

26.4 Economic  - Hydro and geothermal has better financial, 
environmental, and social outcomes than solar. 

27.1 Health - Potential health risks to the residents who will be living 
in close proximity to the proposal. Radiation, heavy 
metals, electrical current, or intense glare could cause 
unknown health issues.  

Decline the consent  

27.2 Amenity/character - A solar farm will destroy the visual beauty of the area.  
27.3 Economic  - Negative effects on property values.  
27.4 District Plan - There has not been proper consultation with the 

community, hard to access information, or know what 
stage of the process it is up to.  

28.1 Environmental Impacts - Potential risk of improper disposal of panels upon 
decommissioning. 

Decline the consent  
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28.2 Amenity/character - Impact on rural character and amenity values of the 

environment.  
28.3 Operational effects  - Concerns regarding the impact of noise pollution from 

inverters and wind going over and around the panels.  
28.4 Health  - Concerns for adverse health impacts due to 

electromagnetic emissions.  
28.5 Recreation/Tourism  - Loss of personal enjoyment of the area.  
29.1 District Plan - Proposed solar farm is inconsistent with other activities 

taking place in the rural zone.  
- Concerns that the structures for the switch yard are not 

compliant with the District Plan. 

Decline the consent  

29.2 Amenity/character - Amenity values of the rural environment would be 
adversely impacted.  

29.3 Stormwater - Concerns regarding the chemicals used in operation 
and construction and these entering the stormwater. 

294 Rural productivity  - Findings from Massey University on combined solar and 
pastoral farming are yet to be released, but could be 
relevant to the proposal.  

29.5 Mapping  - Existing site access is from Bidwills Cutting Road, which 
is not shown on the plan.  

- Plan final 10012023 – concerns that the panels are not 
oriented in the correct direction. Should face north and 
not west. 

30.1 District Plan - The rural zone should be protected for rural activities. 
Submitter accepts that the size of a solar farms means it 
cannot be undertaken in the industrial zone, but should 
be located closer to an industrial zone or near a 
township so the built-up nature is more aligned with the 
environment.  

- This proposal could set a precedent that industrial 
businesses can locate in the rural zone. 

- Will not be meeting the setbacks of the rural zone, 
would be more fitting in the industrial zone where they 
can cover the whole site.  

Decline the consent  
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30.2 Planting/vegetation - Screening should be at full height before construction of 

the structures to hide the effects (year 5).  
30.3 Location/scale of proposal - No alternative sites considered by the applicant. Should 

be located away from roads and built up rural residential 
lifestyle.  

- Locating away from the substation would reduce the 
visual impacts.  

31.1 Location/scale of proposal - Concerns regarding site selection, when 85% of New 
Zealand is empty. 

Decline the consent  

32.1 Rural productivity  - Application has inconsistent information with many 
reports that state solar farms result in soil compaction, 
alteration of drainage channels, and increased erosion. 
Should be resolved by an agreed independent expert 
before consent is granted.  

Grant consent with 
conditions  
a. Prior to consent being 

granted, the applicant 
must provide a report 
from an independent 
expert approved by 
SWDC to confirm its 
assertion that there will 
be no significant 
increase in 
impermeable cover 
and that there will be 
no adverse effect on 
the productive 
potential of the soils on 
the site.  

b. When the site reaches 
the end of its useful life 
the solar panels must 
be removed and 
disposed of in an 
environmentally safe 
manner and that an 
adequate fund be 

32.2 Environmental Impact - Concerns of potential improper disposal of panels upon 
decommissioning. Should be an express condition of 
the consent that they are disposed of in an 
environmentally safe manner.  

32.3 Economic  - No financial information available about the New 
Zealand entities involved in this application.  

- Applicant appears to be a special purpose company, so 
there is no guarantee it will have the financial capability 
to fulfil its obligations to dispose of panel properly.  

- Consent should include a condition requiring applicant 
to establish a fund to be held by an independent trustee 
to cover disposal of panels.  
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established, either in 
cash or through a bond 
provided by an 
approved bank or 
insurance company, to 
pay for the removal. 

33.1 District Plan - Lack of consultation with neighbours immediately 
adjacent to the site. Had to buy a copy of the proposal 
for an intensive industrial installation.  

- This proposal should be considered alongside the other 
proposed sites as they are immediately adjacent to each 
other.  

- District Plan is currently under review and this could set 
a precedent for the region.  

Decline the consent  

33.2 Operational effects - Increased ambient noise which is higher than what is 
expected in a rural environment.  

- Comparison of noise to that of an idling tractor is 
inaccurate, as that is short-term and limited to a time 
and place.  

- No consideration as to how this will be mitigated at the 
boundary.  

- Proposal does not address how they will mitigate noise 
generated by wind hitting the panels.  

- Lighting impacting on the dark sky reserve.  
- Increased vehicle movements on the unsealed, narrow, 

and poorly maintained Moroa Road will be disruptive 
and dangerous for residents, degrade it further, and 
increase dust. Sealing it will add cost to ratepayers.

33.3 Environmental Impact - Risk of environmental damage.  
- Increased heat envelope around the panels and 

potential for ground contamination.  
- Concerns about water contamination and the impact on 

people, animals, and land. Aquifers under the property 
would also be at risk.  
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33.4 Economic - Risk of increased cost to ratepayers and electricity 

consumers.  
- Impact on property values.  
- Proposal does not include remediation (including a 

dedicated fund) for the land should it become 
uneconomical. 

33.5 Location/scale of proposal  - Many neighbouring properties will be impacted by the 
proposal.  

- Such a large scale solar installation is not appropriate in 
the Wairarapa. 

33.6 Construction effects - No mitigation provided for construction noise. 
33.7 Amenity/character - Surrounding properties would lose their view to the 

Tararua’s.  
33.8 Planting/vegetation  - The proposed planting is not fast growing and will not 

mitigate the impact on neighbours.  
33.9 Fire/natural hazards - Increased risk of fire and volunteer brigade does not 

have the experience or equipment to deal with electrical 
fires.  

34.1 Amenity/character - Loss of landscape with introduction of hedges along 
Moroa Road.  

- Concerns regarding losing rural views.  
- Comparison to JR Orchards is inaccurate as no road 

runs directly alongside it.  

Decline the consent  

34.2 Location/scale of proposal - The claim of Moroa Road having low usage in the 
application is incorrect, as the road has been used as a 
SH2 detour.  

- Concerns regarding the impact on neighbouring 
properties cell phone reception, radio, and internet. 

34.3 Environmental Impacts  - Many birds nest in the existing shelterbelts – many 
animals live in the area and will be impacted by change 
to the landscape. 

- No research has been presented on bird deaths on 
solar farms.   
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- Concerns regarding the impact of removing existing 

shelterbelts on wind speeds. The current landscape has 
a series on windbreaks.  

- Concerns that the solar farm will create a heat island, 
not considered in the impact assessment.  

- Concerns of potential improper disposal of panels, 
concrete, cables, inverters, fencing, and screening upon 
decommissioning. 

- Concerns regarding the management of pest species on 
the property, including rabbits and weeds.  

34.4 Planting/vegetation - Recent screening plantings in the area have used native 
trees, not exotic which this application is proposing.

34.5 Operational effects  - Concerns regarding noise, particularly at night. Not 
enough information has been provided on this, including 
source of noise, how much noise, and at what time of 
the day.  

34.6 Fire/natural hazards - Concerns regarding the increased risk of fires due to dry 
grass not being removed. 

- Concerns regarding the solar farm during an earthquake 
and if this could cause a fire. 

- Flooding is more likely with climate change and extreme 
weather events, concerns that the solar farm will lead to 
more dangerous situations during these events. 

34.7 Rural productivity  - Excess spring growth is usually used to make 
silage/baleage/hay, as sheep will not eat the long stalks. 

34.8 Recreation/Tourism - Impact of environmental change on tourism has not 
been assessed in the application. 

35.1 Environmental Impacts - A great proposal to reduce emissions in the South 
Wairarapa and New Zealand. Could lead to the close of 
the Huntly coal power plant.  

- Taking action on climate change.  

Grant the consent  

35.2 Economic  - The proposal will create jobs during construction and 
ongoing during operation.  
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36.1 Amenity/character  - Rural characteristics of the environment which attracts 

residents and visitors.  
- Loss of amenity for local residents, which is 

understated. 

Decline the consent  
a. Only the area to the 

north of Moroa Road 
be developed, as the 
southern section are 
surrounded by affected 
people. 

b. Shelter belts should be 
planted and 
maintained before 
construction 
commences.  

c. Site is dark at night.  
d. Restrictions on noise 

to limit disturbance.  
e. Due to winter ground 

conditions, restrict 
construction to 
summer months and 
consider adequacy of 
proposed roading.  

36.2 Recreation/Tourism - Concerns regarding the loss of tourism due to the 
character of the district changing. 

36.3 Stormwater - The application states there is no change required to 
drainage and that stormwater will infiltrate the ground as 
normal. Risk that the site will become unworkable and 
they arrays unstable in wet and waterlogged ground 
conditions. 

36.4 Fire/natural hazards - Application does not consider the impact of climate 
change and other unlikely climatic weather events in 
enough detail, including large scale precipitation and 
cyclone levels of wind. 

36.5 Health - Concerns for the health of people and livestock living 
within the area, with further development of the 
substation and associated transmission lines. Needs to 
be more fully explored in the application. 

37.1 Health - Concerns for the health of the people who live in the 
vicinity of the proposal.  

Decline the consent 

37.2 Environmental Impact - Concerns regarding contamination of drinking water.  
- Potential risk of improper disposal of panels upon 

decommissioning. 
- Concerned that there will be large environmental 

impacts of this proposal, but is being disguised as 
greenwashing. 

- Concerns for the organic farm neighbouring the site and 
the impact it will have on their produce.   

37.3 Recreation/Tourism - Impacts on people who were thinking of coming to the 
Wairarapa, affecting the business in Greytown and 
Martinborough.  
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37.4 District Plan - SWDC should consider the precedent this proposal is 

setting, with future solar farms coming to the district.  
- Neighbours do not have enough information.  

37.5 Location/scale of proposal - A project of this scale has not been done on land so 
close to a resident population. Request more 
information on the safety of this. 

38.1 Location/scale of proposal  - Site selection is unsuitable due to proximity to housing. 
- Proposal is of an industrial scale.  
- Alternative locations in the area have not been explored. 

Concerns that the site was selected as it is the easiest, 
low-cost option, rather than alternative, viable, and less 
impactful options.  

Decline the consent  

38.2 District Plan - Proposal is inconsistent with the rural zone and district 
plan objectives.  

- The proposed activity is not required for primary 
production, residential purposes, and site coverage 
exceeds 25m2. 

- Proposed infrastructure does not meet setback 
requirements.  

- Dust is an issue, and no explanation has been provided 
by FNSF to a plan to mitigate impact. 

38.3 Amenity/character  - Blocking views into the site with hedgerows will change 
the character of the area.  

- Significantly changes the existing natural character, 
more than minor. 

38.4 Environmental Impact - Electric works, power generation, and transmission is 
likely to cause a large section of land to become a HAIL 
site.  

- Concerns of contaminants entering waterways due to 
high water table and flooding.  

38.5 Stormwater - No provision for drainage or soak pits.  
- Surface water is an issue in the area and access and 

safety would be affected if water and electrical systems 
started mixing. 
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38.6 Operational effects - Increased vehicle movements on the unsealed, narrow, 

and poorly maintained Moroa Road will be disruptive 
and dangerous for residents, degrade it further, and 
increase dust. 

38.7 Economic  - Minimal advantages or employment opportunities for the 
local community as a result of the proposal. 

- Renewable electricity is not being produced to meet the 
demand of South Wairarapa. Little evidence of positive 
economic or social effects from the proposal. 

38.8 Planting/vegetation - No detailed planting plans have been provided in the 
application. The site is challenging to plant on due to 
strong winds and low horizons resulting in high sunlight 
hours. The el-nino weather pattern predicated for the 
next few years will impact growing of plants.  

- Ongoing professional management, irrigation, and 
husbandry of plantings has not been addressed in the 
application. 

39.1 Economic  - Supports the principle of moving to a low carbon 
economy and considers that the development of solar 
generation of electricity as an important contributor to 
this goal.  

Grant consent with 
conditions  
a. Plants considered as 

pests by GWRC (e.g. 
arrow bamboo, 
pampas grass, or 
hawthorn) will not be 
used for screening.  

b. Plant a polyculture of 
12+ native species 
(e.g. mānuka, kohuhu, 
hebe, flax, toetoe, 
cabbage tree, 
ribbonwood, 
Coprosma spp, 
kowhai, lemonwood, 

39.2 Environmental Impacts - Concerns regarding the removal of large trees.  
- The current proposal is missing an opportunity to add 

meaningful biodiversity benefits. 
- The mature trees to be removed provide habitat to a 

range of native invertebrates and birds (potentially 
lizards), in a landscape which has limited habitats.  

- Existing tall trees provide take-off and landing perches 
for kereru and other birds. Large trees with cavities 
(pine/macrocarpa) are rich in insects and provide 
potential roosting sites for morepork and native bats.  

39.3 Planting/vegetation - A diverse polyculture hedge of native trees and shrub 
species could achieve a higher biodiversity restoration 
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value than the proposed monoculture of Japanese 
Cedar. This would achieve the same screening function. 

- Virtually no native insect eats any part of Japanese 
Cedar and this species provides no nectar or fruit for 
native birds.  

Olearia virgatum, 
Olearia paniculate, 
broadleaf, totara).  

c. Screening to be 
maintained at a height 
of 4.5m or higher.  

d. Where existing trees 
are present on the 
southern boundary, 
maintain these at their 
current size.   

39.4 Location/scale of proposal - Proposed location indicates that establishing corridors 
of native vegetation could enhance dispersal of birds, 
bats, lizards, and insects. Situated between 
Tauharenikau Bush fragments to the south-west, 
Morrisons Bush/Ruamahanga River Terraces to the 
south-east, and Elm Road Wetland to the north.  

- Location provides an opportunity to reconnect isolated 
remnants of bush as a response to global extinction and 
climate change crises. 

40.1 Environmental Impacts - Concerns of displacement of the area’s native wildlife 
and birds. Proposal could have a transformative effect 
on the land and have dire consequences on the local 
wildlife.  

- Existing shelterbelts provide habitat for Morepork.  
- Potential risk of improper disposal of panels upon 

decommissioning and the land not being returned to its 
previous condition.  

Decline the consent  

40.2 Rural productivity  - Concerns that prime farmland is being removed from 
agricultural use. Consider the long-term interest and use 
of the site for industrial development. 

40.3 Amenity/character - Concerns regarding the degradation of rural, scenic 
views that are associated with the district.  

- Visual impact would change the character of the area.  
- Landscaping will not be immediate.  

40.4 Economic - Potential for the surrounding properties to experience a 
decrease in value. 

40.5 Construction effects - Risk that construction noise will disrupt the daily life of 
those that live in the area. 
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- Increased dust, mud, and debris on roads, driveways, 

and surrounding properties.  
- Safety concerns with truck traffic bringing in materials.  

41.1 Environmental Impacts - Concerns about water contamination from the solar 
panels and electrochemical storage batteries being 
present on the property.  

Decline the consent  

41.2 Fire/natural hazards - Concerns regarding extreme weather events and the 
numerous, low-lying rivers which run through the 
Wairarapa. 

- Concerns that the solar panel array will present an 
impediment to civil defence rescue operations during a 
natural event.  

- The solar farm presents a significant hazard to the local 
community during an extreme weather event.  

42.1 Location/scale of proposal - Transpower’s interest in the proposal relates to works 
proposed in the southern portion of the Site, which could 
adversely impact Transpower’s ability to operate and 
maintain the MST-UHT A National Grid assets, is not 
appropriately managed.  

Grant consent with 
conditions 
General 
a. The consent holder 

shall provide 
Transpower NZ Ltd 10 
working days notice in 
writing prior to 
commencing the 
proposed works. Note: 
notification can be sent 
to 
transmission.corridor@ 
transpower.co.nz 

Building and Structures 
a. No buildings or 

structures (except 
non-conductive 
fencing) shall be 
located within 12m of 

42.2 Mapping - The National Grid support structures located within the 
Site are not shown on the Plan, nor is the National Gird 
Yard. Transpower request that this detail is provided on 
the Plans to clearly show the location of the National 
Grid assets in relation to the proposed solar farm.  

- Section 3.6 of the Assessment of Environmental Effects 
(‘AEE’) confirms that three entrances to the solar farm 
will be provided on Moroa Road, while the ‘Resource 
Consent Application 415 Moroa Road, Greytown 
(Planning Application No. 220103) – Response to 
Further Information Request’ dated 1 March 2023’ 
states “five accessways will be constructed on site” (two 
of which are existing). No detail is provided on the width 
of these entrance ways or the width of internal 
accessways through the solar farm, other than referring 
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to Appendix 5 of the Wairarapa Combined District Plan 
(‘District Plan’). Transpower require internal accessways 
to be 6m in width to allow for large mobile plant access 
required for tower maintenance activities. Similarly, any 
fences or gates proposed at the site shall not impede 
Transpower’s access to towers MST-UHT-A0192 to 
0199. Where gates are installed to provide for access to 
the MST-UHT A National Grid assets, they shall be at 
least 6 metres wide to allow access for large mobile 
plant required for tower maintenance. 

the centreline of the 
MST-UHT A National 
Grid transmission 
lines.  

b. No buildings or 
structures shall be 
located within 12m of 
any outer visible edge 
of the foundation of 
National Grid support 
structures MST-UHT-
A0192 to 0199; 
except for non-
conductive fencing, 
which can be located 
6m from any outer 
visible edge of the 
support structure 
foundation.  

NZECP Compliance 
a. All land use activities, 

including the 
construction of new 
buildings/structures, 
earthworks, fences, 
any operation of mobile 
plant and /or persons 
working near exposed 
lines parts shall comply 
with the New Zealand 
Electrical Code of 
Practice for Electrical 
Safe Distances 
(NZECP 34:2001) or 

42.3 Policy/Environmental Standards - Policy 2 of the NPSET requires decision-makers to 
recognise and provide for the effective operation, 
maintenance, upgrading and development of the 
electricity transmission network. Whilst Policy 10 
requires that all decision-makers: “to the extent 
reasonably possible manage activities to avoid reverse 
sensitivity effects on the electricity transmission network 
and to ensure that operation, maintenance, upgrading, 
and development of the electricity transmission network 
is not compromised." 

- NZECP34: 2001 is a mandatory code of practice 
pursuant to the Electricity Act 1992 which sets minimum 
safe distances from overhead transmission lines to 
protect persons, property, vehicles and mobile plant 
from harm or damage from electrical hazards. The Code 
establishes safe clearance distances to buildings and 
structures, the ground (including stockpiles of earth and 
filling activities), and other lines, as well as how close 
buildings, structures and excavations can occur to poles 
and towers. All proposed works must comply with the 
NZECP requirements.

42.4 National Grid Yard (NGY) - Access to the MST-UHT A National Grid transmission 
lines and support structures shall be maintained to 
ensure maintenance can be undertaken at all 
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reasonable times and emergency works can be 
undertaken at all times, including pre and post 
construction. 

- Transpower requires suitable vehicle access is 
maintained as part of the solar farm to the MST-UHT A 
transmission lines and towers MST-UHT A0192 to 0199. 
When comparing the proposed location of the solar 
panels with Transpower’s current access through the 
site to the MST-UHT A National Grid assets, access will 
potentially be impeded and a new access arrangement 
will need to be agreed. 

- The appropriate management of any land disturbance or 
construction related activities around Transpower’s 
National Grid transmission lines, including support 
structures, is critical for security of supply to the National 
Grid and providing for the health and safety of those 
undertaking the works. Such activities undertaken in 
proximity to the National Grid must comply with the safe 
separation distances set out in NZECP34:2001. 

- Mobile plant and machinery, such as excavators, or 
cranes, along with the transport of oversized loads, 
have the potential to reach up to, or above, the height of 
the conductors. In Transpower's experience, mobile 
plant and other vehicles working in proximity to 
transmission lines pose a real and significant risk (safety 
of those operating the machinery and those in the 
vicinity, damage to the machinery or lines, impact on the 
operation of the line). It is essential that the use and 
location of this machinery is carefully considered to 
avoid contact with the conductors. 

- In order to maintain a 4 metres clearance from the 
transmission lines at all times, mobile plant operating 
within 12 m of the MST-UHT A National Grid 
transmission line is limited to a maximum height of 2.1 

any subsequent 
revision of the code.  

Access 
a. All buildings, structures 

and vegetation must be 
located to ensure 
vehicle access is 
maintained to the MST-
UHT A National Grid 
transmission lines, and 
support structures 
MST-UHT-A0192 to 
0199, for maintenance 
at all reasonable times, 
and emergency works 
at all times.  
Advice Note: 
Transpower NZ Ltd has 
a right to access its 
existing assets under 
s23 of the Electricity 
Act 1992. Any 
development on must 
not preclude or 
obstruct this right of 
access. It is an offence 
under s163D of the 
Electricity Act 1991 to 
intentionally obstruct 
any person in the 
performance of any 
duty or in doing any 
work that the person 
has the lawful authority 
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m, including plant operating at full extension and loads 
being lifted. 

- Earth Potential Rise (EPR) is the potential for towers or 
poles to transfer high voltage and dangerous currents 
into the ground during a lightning strike or fault on the 
transmission line. An EPR assessment of the proposed 
solar farm development will be required given it will be 
located within 50m of towers MST-UHT-A0192 to 0199. 
The assessment will identify the EPR risk and determine 
whether any mitigation measures will be required during 
the design and construction of the solar farm, which 
includes all buildings, structures and fences. 
Transpower will obtain an EPR assessment and liaise 
with the applicant in this regard. 

to so under s23 of the 
Electricity Act 1992.  

Mobile Plant 
a. All machinery and 

mobile plant operated 
in association with the 
works shall maintain a 
minimum clearance 
distance of 4 metres 
from the live overhead 
conductors (wires) of 
the MST-UHT A 
National grid 
transmission lines at all 
times to avoid the 
potential of machinery 
striking the lines. 

b. To ensure safe 
separations distances 
to the conductors 
(wires) of the National 
Grid transmission lines 
are maintained, all 
machinery, mobile 
plant and vehicles 
operating within 12m of 
the transmission lines, 
and traversing beneath 
the lines, shall be 
limited to a maximum 
reach height of 2.1m. 
This includes any loads 
being lifted or 

42.5 Planting/vegetation - Given the discrepancies in the information provided, 
Transpower is unable to confirm the maximum height of 
shelter belt planting on Site at maturity, particularly in 
proximity to the National Grid. 

- Sufficient clearance is provided for planting of 
vegetation of 2.5 m in height along the western 
boundary of the Site. However, the proposed vegetation 
shall not be closer to the NGY than the existing rows of 
vegetation and no vegetation is permitted in the NGY. 

- Vegetation planted along the eastern boundary of the 
Site between span MST-UHT-A0198 and 0199 shall not 
impede access to Transpower’s National Grid assets, 
noting that shelter belt planting is proposed continuously 
around the eastern site boundary through to 
Transpower’s substation to the east of the Site, 
including within the NGY. Transpower request that the 
shelter belt in this area is located so as to maintain 
vehicle access between Transpower’s substation and 
the National Grid assets. 
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 Construction effects - Transpower requests that a Construction Management 

Plan (CMP) be prepared for the proposed works. This is 
to ensure that the solar farm works will comply with 
NZECP34:2001 minimum approach distances (i.e., 
minimum required distance between wires / conductors 
and large construction plan), and land disturbance 
around National Grid support structure is appropriately 
managed. In addition, the CMP shall outline how any 
dust generated from land disturbance activities and any 
stockpiling in proximity to the National Grid is 
appropriately managed so as not to create any dust 
hazard or nuisance to the MST-UHT A National Grid 
transmission lines, including support structures.  

transported underneath 
the line.   

Vegetation 
a. No trees or vegetation 

greater than 2m in 
height shall be 
proposed within 12 m 
of the centreline of the 
MST-UHT A National 
Grid transmission line, 
and along the eastern 
boundary of the Site 
between span MST-
UHT-A0198 and 0199. 
Transpower 
recommend to low 
growing bushy plants 
such as tussock, flax, 
hebe and similar, 
within the NGY, which 
will not require ongoing 
maintenance. 

b. Any proposed new 
trees or vegetation 
planted outside of 12 
metres either side of 
the centreline of the 
transmission line must 
be setback sufficiently 
to ensure that trees 
cannot fall within 4 
metres of the 
transmission lines. 
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c. All vegetation must 

comply with the 
Electricity (Hazards 
from Trees) 
Regulations 2003, or 
any subsequent 
revision of the 
regulations. 

Construction 
Management Plan 
a. Prior to the 

commencement of the 
solar farm works, the 
consent holder shall 
prepare and submit to 
the Council for 
approval a 
Construction 
Management Plan 
(CMP) to ensure the 
protection of the MST – 
UHT A National Grid 
transmission lines and 
support structures. The 
CMP must be given to 
Transpower NZ Ltd for 
its certification at least 
20 working days prior 
to being submitted to 
the Council. 
Note: the CMP should 
be sent to Transpower 
via PATAI Form 5: 



Submission Point  Theme  Comments  Relief sought  
https://transpower.patai 
.co.nz/new-enquiry  

b. The CMP must include 
the following (but is not 
limited to): 

1. The name, experience 
and qualifications of 
the person/s nominated 
by the consent holder 
to supervise the 
implementation of, and 
adherence to, the 
CMP. 

2. Construction drawings, 
plans, procedures, 
methods and measures 
to demonstrate that all 
construction activities 
undertaken on the site 
will meet the safe 
distances within the 
New Zealand Electrical 
Code of Practice for 
Electrical Safe 
Distances 2001 
(NZECP 34: 2001) or 
any subsequent 
revision of the code; 
including (but not 
limited to) those 
relating to: 
i. Excavation and 

Construction near 
Towers (Section 2);



Submission Point  Theme  Comments  Relief sought  
ii. Building to 

conductor 
clearances (Section 
3); 

iii. Ground to conductor 
clearances (Section 
4); 

iv. Mobile Plant to 
conductor 
clearances (Section 
5); and 

v. People to conductor 
clearances (Section 
9). 

3. Details of any areas 
that are “out of bounds” 
during construction 
and/or areas within 
which additional 
management 
measures are required, 
such as fencing off, 
entry and exit hurdles, 
maximum height limits, 
or where a safety 
observer may be 
required (a safety 
observer will be at the 
consent holder’s cost. 

4. Demonstrate how the 
existing transmission 
lines and support 
structures will remain 
accessible during and 



Submission Point  Theme  Comments  Relief sought  
after construction 
activities; 

5. Demonstrate how the 
effects of dust 
(including any other 
material potentially 
resulting from 
construction activities 
able to cause material 
damage beyond 
normal wear and tear) 
on the transmission 
lines will be managed; 

6. Demonstrate how 
changes to the 
drainage patterns, 
runoff characteristics 
and stormwater will 
avoid adverse effects 
on the foundations of 
any support structure; 

7. Demonstrate how 
construction activities 
that could result in 
ground vibrations 
and/or ground 
instability will be 
managed to avoid 
causing damage to the 
transmission lines, 
including support 
structures. 

8. Details of proposed 
contractor training for 



Submission Point  Theme  Comments  Relief sought  
those working near the 
transmission lines. 

c. All activities are to be 
undertaken in 
accordance with the 
approved CMP. 

43.1 Environmental Impacts  - Concerns regarding the impact of electromagnetic fields 
on insect and human life on surrounding properties.  

- Potential risk of improper disposal of panels upon 
decommissioning. 

- Concerned that there will be large environmental 
impacts of this proposal, but is being disguised as 
greenwashing. 

- Concerns that the site will be listed as HAIL. 
- Rare Earths used to make the panels, have an 

environmental impact on source country (China and 
Africa).  

- Contamination from washing panels and the source of 
water. 

Decline the consent  

43.2 Amenity/character - Loss of sight of the ranges and sunsets on the western 
side.  

- Visual simulations and virtual views do not take into 
account the effect on surrounding properties and 
neighbours experience of the environment.  

- Neighbouring properties planted fast-growing 
shelterbelts to dampen the extremes of wind and rainfall 
and to encourage the establishment of production trees 
and plants. They are planned to be cut down in ~2 
years.  

- Concerns that the views from One Tree Hill in 
Featherston and Mount Dick in Carterton will be ruined 
by solar panels. 

43.3 District Plan - SWDC should consider the precedent this proposal is 
setting, with future solar farms coming to the district.  



Submission Point  Theme  Comments  Relief sought  
- The proposal has been expanded since the first 

application, resulting in more impact on surrounding 
properties.  

- Applicant should provide additional information on the 
size of substations and inverters and the other 
properties assessed for the site.  

- Concerns that batteries or additional access points will 
be added to the site post granting the proposed activity. 

- Permitted Baseline example of JR’s orchard is not 
comparable to the proposed solar farm.  

43.4 Location/scale of proposal - Neighbours will be working within 20 metres of the 
proposed panels.  

- Property owners are responsible for the upkeep of 
Pharazyns Road, and over the last 25 years have seen 
an increase in use by bigger machinery and number of 
cattle. This has already had an impact on the upkeep of 
the road, and are concerned that the proposal will put 
further demands on it.  

- Solar energy cannot be stored as well as other forms of 
energy and cannot be piped to other countries, so 
important to consider the most appropriate site for this 
development.  

43.5 Recreation/Tourism - Visitors are attracted to stay at neighbouring properties 
due to the healthy vibes and nature. 

43.6 Operational effects  - Concerns regarding noise from the solar farm impacting 
surrounding properties. The north-east wind comes 
through the solar farm and creates an echo over 
neighbours. Questions whether the panels will be blown 
into surrounding properties.  

- Moroa Road is not sealed and will result in dust 
impacting neighbours.  

- Risk of glare impacting road safety.  



Submission Point  Theme  Comments  Relief sought  
43.7 Mapping  - Inconsistencies with where the application describes the 

inverters being, and where the map shows them located 
(e.g. centrally/along the site boundary). 

43.8 Health - Concerns for the health of the people who live in the 
vicinity of the proposal.  

43.9 Fire/natural hazards - Fires in electrical equipment creates risks that current 
firefighters may not be equipped to deal with.  

- Concerns over who will be responsible for clearing up 
the solar farm and surrounding areas in the event of a 
fire or natural hazard.  

43.10 Policy/Environmental Standards - The NPS-REG 2011 does not mention large scale solar 
farms, only PV systems for rooftops. 

43.11 Economic  - Concerns for the impact this proposal will have on the 
property values of neighbours.  

44.1 Amenity/character - Concern that the “glimpse views” 500-700m from SH2 
referenced in the applicant’s landscaping assessment 
are not appropriately mitigated. Specifically, the 
landscaping plan prepared by Aquila Capital indicates 
the Shelter Belt planting along the periphery of the north 
and north-eastern boundaries of the site proposed to 
consist of 0.6m tall Cryptomeria Japonica planting. 

Grant consent with 
conditions  

a. Ensure that any 
glint/glare effects on 
the state highway 
network are 
appropriately mitigated.

b. Extension of the 2m 
high screening 
vegetation of the north 
and north-eastern 
boundary of ‘PLOT 3’ 
identified on the 
applicant’s landscaping 
plan, replacing the 
proposed 0.6m high 
shelter belts. 

c. Include appropriate 
conditions for the 
appropriate 

44.2 Operational effects  - With the height of the planting currently proposed, the 
proposed solar farm may give rise to glint and glare 
effects which could result in dazzling effects that may 
affect road-users capacity to focus on the road 
environment. This would potential be dangerous to both 
northbound and southbound traffic utilising SH2. 

44.3 Planting/vegetation - The expertise of a lighting assessor was sought to 
comment on any potential adverse effects which may 
arise from the proposed solar farm, who noted in areas 
within 500-600m of SH2 “appropriate planting should be 
implemented to eliminate any possibility of glint/glare”. 
In this case an extension of the 2m high planting along 
the north and north-eastern boundary of ‘PLOT 3’ would 
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adequately mitigate any glint/glare effects resulting from 
this proposal. 

- Supports the inclusion of conditions ensuring the 
proposed screening vegetation is appropriately 
maintained and monitored supporting the planting to 
reach and retain the height and depth proposed within 
the application. 

maintenance and 
monitoring of the 
proposed screening 
vegetation to ensure 
the planting reaches 
and maintains the 
height and maturity 
required to address the 
potential risk of glint 
and glare effects. 

45.1 District Plan - SWDC should consider the precedent this proposal is 
setting, with future solar farms coming to the district. 

Decline the consent  

45.2 Environmental Impact - Important to strike a balance between renewable energy 
production and preserving the natural ecosystem.  

- Potential loss of biodiversity.  
45.3 Amenity/character - Concerns regarding loss of the character of the area 

with the development of a solar farm.  
- Power infrastructure, transmission lines, and 

substations could detract from the aesthetics of the 
community.  

45.4 Rural productivity  - Loss of large areas of valuable agricultural land. 
Preserve agricultural resources to maintain food security 
and support the local economy.  

45.5 Construction effects  - Impact on surrounding residents by construction 
activities, noise pollution, increased traffic, visual 
disruption. 

45.6 Operational effects - Impact of glare on surrounding neighbours.  
45.7 Economic  - Concerns regarding the impact on property values.  
46.1 Location/scale of proposal - SWDC should seek clarification on the number of 

substations, the height of the solar arrays, spacing 
between rows, total height of foundation piles, and 
setback from water races due to inconsistencies 
throughout the application. 

Decline the consent  
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- The proposed site makes the development cheaper for 

the company at the expense of the community.  
- Concerns regarding the impact on neighbouring 

properties cell phone reception and internet.  
46.2 Operational effects - Concerns regarding the use of insecticide, herbicides, 

grazing, cropping, the volume of water used to wash 
panels, increase of dust from traffic, disposal of 
damaged panels, and end of life disposal.  

- Removal of tall trees for the panels increases the risk of 
lightning strike and the application does not address 
whether a lightning rod will be erected.  

- Consistent low level noise annoyance will be an issue 
for neighbouring residents and tourists.  

- Glare from the panels can be an issue for aircraft and 
hot air balloons operating in the area. Anti-reflective 
coating can also erode and enter into the ground-water. 

- Risk of too much electrical load overloading the system, 
with other solar farms being consented.   

- Concerns about electromagnetic radiation. 
46.3 District Plan - The proposal is not primary production, which the land 

zoning provides for.  
- Concerns regarding the gross floor area of the panels 

and non-compliance of unsealed road setbacks, which 
results in huge effects.  

- The proposal is not consistent with Part 2 of the RMA. 
- If batteries are added to the proposal after consent is 

granted this would create a HAIL site on the property. 
Not suitable for rural zoned land with neighbouring 
houses. 

- Does not meet the objectives and policies of the District 
Plan.  

46.4 Stormwater - Concerns for the protection of groundwater and the 
aquifer which is used by all neighbours in the area from 
contaminants.  
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46.5 Construction effects - Concerns that the entrances from Moroa Road cannot 

provide for large trucks delivering loads frequently.  
- Concerns regarding construction noise and vibration 

disturbing residents. Vibrations could also disturb iron 
particles in the aquifer, raising levels in drinking water.   

46.6 Economic - Renewable electricity is not being produced to meet the 
demand of South Wairarapa. Little evidence of positive 
economic or social effects from the proposal. 

- Impact on the land values of neighbouring properties.  
- Concerns that the land in surrounding areas will become 

unaffordable for local farmers.  
46.7 Amenity/character - The feeling of openness and expansivity is what brings 

people to the area. 
- The application is unclear as to what height the hedges 

will be kept, and trees can die so there is no assurance 
that it will screen the proposed development.  

- Screening blocks the views to the plains, mountains, 
and hillsides.  

- Japanese Cedar does not mitigate the visual impacts.  
46.8 Rural productivity - Land will be impacted by the installation of solar panels, 

lack of sunlight, and increased heat, affecting 
productivity. Should aim to protect soils for future 
generations.  

- Site cannot be effectively used for cropping/grazing 
while panels are in place – cropping will shade the 
panels and sheep could damage them.  

- The proposed activity is not consistent with other 
activities taking place in the rural zone. 

46.9 Policy/Environmental Standards - This application does not support the Government’s 
2050 vision for energy and industry. 

46.10 Fire/natural hazards - Increased risk of fire due to heat radiated from the 
panels.  

- Currently there is a volunteer fire brigade. Questioned 
whether the application would better resource fire 
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brigade to combat emergency situations as a result of 
the solar farm. 

46.11 Environmental Impacts - Removal of wind breaks will increase speeds through 
the area, possibility of wind tunnels and turbulence. 

- Mature trees will be felled which birds use for nesting 
(Moreporks, pukeko, etc.). Should preserve this habitat. 

- Concerns for end of life, disposal of panels and how this 
will be sustainable.  

- Concerns regarding the impact of the solar farm during 
a natural disaster. 

46.12 Health - Proposal is impacting negatively on the mental health of 
those who live in South Wairarapa (stress, insecurity).  
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Submission Statement 
The speci昀椀c parts of the Proposal that this submission relates to. 

I am opposed to the Far North proposal for a solar ‘energy generation facility’ due 

to; 

• the adverse impacts it will have on the region and it’s people 

• the contradictory nature of the Application and Environmental Impact 

Assessment 

• the Planning Manager’s use and interpretation of the Operative Combined 

District Plan. 

The openness and expansiveness of the landscape makes this region an 

outstanding natural feature, therefore it should not be disturbed, altered, or modified.  

Many of the trees are notable and add to the beauty of the landscape, due to their 

age and size giving them historic and heritage value. 

This proposal is for an intensive ‘energy generation facility’, and the use of the word 

‘farm’ is disingenuous.  The Oxford dictionary defines farm as - an area of land and 

the buildings on it, used for growing crops and/or keeping animals 

The site in question is classified for Rural Primary Production and has Lifestyle 

blocks dispersed throughout situated on the southern edge of Greytown enhancing 

and drawing people to the region to live, holiday and visit, in their pursuit of getting 

back to nature, going on scenic drives, unwinding, wining and dining, living the 

dream, and the prospect of a better life with lots of fresh air and open spaces, where 

you can have large gardens, fresh fruit and veges, and meat grown locally or by 

oneself. 

The nature and scale of this proposal is not relatively large, it is huge (321,160 

panels, installed on over 10,000 tables, over the majority of the 235ha site, together 

with 33 (or up to 40) inverters).  Using comparisons to wind turbines or glasshouses 

is irrelevant and misleading, and the suggestion that the impact would be less than 

a minor adverse effect on the landscape and visual amenity effects, and that there 

values and the natural character will be maintained is an absolute untruth. 

The proposal would introduce a new type of land use to the Wairarapa and could no 

longer be classed as Rural Primary Production. 

This proposal has already had a major impact on the mental and emotional 

wellbeing of the site’s surrounding property owners.  As a qualified social worker 



 

who operates as a therapist, I have interviewed a number of the residents in regard 

to the proposed development/s, and noted that we all share a sense of foreboding, 

uncertainty about wanting to remain here – even though most of us thought we had 

found ‘our whenua,’ fear of our properties losing their desirability (resulting in 

property values decreasing) as none of us would intentionally purchase a ‘rural’ 

property next to a solar facility.  Some of the residents feel tramped, and there is a 

reduction in our enjoyment of properties and the reconsideration of further 

investment and development as it maybe a case of spending good money after bad.  

Unfortunately, the Operative Combined District Plan (Plan) is antiquated as far as 

solar generating facilities go as they were only a distant possibility of an unknown 

scale and nature when it was written.  But we must be true to the spirit of the Plan 

and consider the intention and vision in which it was inscribed.  To discount rule 

21.1.24 in relation to Network Utilities and Energy Generation Activities because it 

only relates to existing facilities and not ‘new’ energy generation facilities – is not 

adhering to the intention of the Plan but a see-through loophole.   

The Plan, in discussion of General Amenity Values is to maintain and enhance those 

general amenity values which make the Wairarapa a pleasant place in which to live 

and work or visit.  It would be a ‘failure’ in the management of activities (in 

accordance with the qualities of this rural environmental zone) to grant consent as 

the visual effects will have unacceptable negative impacts on the amenity values.   

The activities, density of the structures and buildings are “out-of scale, and out-of-

character” and would introduce a new type of land use.   

The assessment by Landscape Architect Ms Emma McRae is contradictory (conflict 

of interest), Ms McRae states that the impacts will be low due to mitigation of long 

lines of hedges (Japanese cedars – not even natives!  What height will the hedge 

be trimmed to?) but then states that they will take away the open pastoral vistas and 

the landscape would be dominated by hectares of structures, 4.5mtrs  - Ms McRae 

also refers to these as low in height – but 4.5mtrs is the average height of a single 

level dwelling!   

Though the land capability only has class 4 soil I argue that the land can easily be 

made highly productive – due to it being flat, with good natural irrigation, rainfall and 

sunshine hours so therefore the proposal would have significant limitation for arable 

use or cultivation. 



 

Stormwater diversion and discharge effects – regular flooding of site proposed – 

how is this not considered a natural hazard? 

 

Negative construction effects 

• Noise 

• Dust 

• Volumes of large vehicles – impact on roads 

• Reduced revenue to local business due to people staying away  

During construction the benefits that may be derived to the economy by the 

labourers would be overridden by the negative impacts due to noise, dust and traffic 

– this will make Greytown less desirable for visitors, or to move here.  Greytown is 

a tourist town and Wellington’s weekender, this will adversely effect the viability and 

vitality of the area.   

Negative operational effects 

• Noise – what is it to be 45dBA, 55dBA or 75dBA? 

• impact of glare  

• What substances will be used for maintenance and cleaning 

• What would be used to keep the panels clear from insects, pests and 

vegetation 

• how will the structures be disposed of at the end of the lease 

• negative impacts to the environment by electromagnetic radiation  

• will it be classed as a HAIL activity due to soil and underground water 

contamination 

Impacts of Electromagnetic radiation are a real concern and I believe very 

underestimated – the last three occupants of the house next to the substation have 

died from cancer.  This proposal has a plan to increase the size of the substation 

plus there up to 40 inverters – how far reaching will this electromagnetic radiation 

be?  The proposal has reverse sensitivity but to what level of impact on the 

neighbouring and surrounding properties, and rural primary production.   

What is or would be, the market for any animal raised on the property, it is debatable 

if grazing (or cropping) is viable, preliminary findings do not suggest so! 

Greytown would be less desirable for visitors, or to move here adversely effecting 

the viability and vitality of the area as it would lose it’s ‘country charm’.  The local 







 

Submission Statement 
The speci昀椀c parts of the Proposal that this submission relates to. 

 
Site Loca琀椀on and Descrip琀椀on  
- Unsuitable site due to proximity to housing, its industrial scale and ac琀椀vity being 

incongruent with rural zone planning and district plan objec琀椀ves and protec琀椀ons. 
- Mi琀椀ga琀椀ons to block views into the site with hedgerows, signi昀椀cantly changes the 

exis琀椀ng character described in the applica琀椀on as ‘a feeling of openness and 
expansivity’.  

- The ac琀椀vity proposed of electrical and electronic works, power genera琀椀on and 
transmission are likely to cause a large sec琀椀on of land to become a new HAIL site.  

- The area at 琀椀mes experiences a high water table and 昀氀ooding. This signi昀椀cant 
development and the nature of materials used greatly increases the likelihood of site 
contaminants from site ac琀椀vity entering waterways.  

 
Storm Water  
- Run o昀昀 issues. The panels represent a very very large roof – or series of. Current 

building regula琀椀ons require buildings to have drainage plans and soak pits for which 
there is not provision for this development. At 琀椀mes, surface water is a considerable  
issue in the area and would a昀昀ect access and safety due to water and electrical 
systems mixing.  
 

Vehicular Access 
- Increased vehicle movements on the unsealed, narrow and poorly maintained Moroa 

road will be disrup琀椀ve to residents using the road, degrade it further, increase dust 
(which can be signi昀椀cant for some homes nearby) and be hazardous for other road 
users including cyclists, runners, horse riders who frequently use it. 

 
                Opera琀椀onal Ac琀椀vi琀椀es  

- Only 2 full 琀椀me roles are created. O昀昀shore investors take earnings o昀昀shore, power 
generated goes to Auckland (via Na琀椀onal Grid) and locals and council pay for and live 
with the impacts of the development. It’s an unacceptable price to pay.  

 
  Considera琀椀on of Alterna琀椀ves  
- The environmental impacts of this development on people, water, wildlife, air, 

amenity, land values and exis琀椀ng infrastructure are grossly understated in the 
applica琀椀on and alterna琀椀ves in the area do not appear to have been documented – 
except to say FNSL have looked at various op琀椀ons all around NZ. The economic value 
of this development for shareholders is what drives it to apply for the easiest low-cost 
op琀椀on available rather than other viable and less impac琀昀ul alterna琀椀ves. The 
applica琀椀on deliberately understates the impacts.  
 

                  Wairarapa Combined District Plan 
- The ac琀椀vity is not required for primary produc琀椀on and residen琀椀al purposes and solar 

panels combined exceed 25m2 in gross 昀氀oor area.  
- The solar panels do not meet the relevant setback requirements for unsealed roads 

under standard 4.5.2 (c) (ii).  
- Dust is an issue along this road and no explana琀椀on has been explained as to how FNSL 

plan to mi琀椀gate or cannot comply with the exis琀椀ng rules. One can only assume they 
cannot meet this standard as they need the available land in order to meet their 



 

genera琀椀on targets / viability of the business. No compensa琀椀on should be provided if 
this is the reason for not being able to comply.  

 
                 E昀昀ects on the Environment  

- The solar farm will not speci昀椀cally provide renewable electricity to meet the demands 
of South Wairarapa district. I see li琀琀le evidence that posi琀椀ve economic or social 
bene昀椀ts will be derived from this development for South Wairarapa or Wellington. 
These claims need to be backed by an independent bene昀椀ts analysis detailing the 
actual economic and social bene昀椀ts to the region and compared against the bene昀椀ts 
gained from the site remaining for use as farmland.  

 
Landscape and Visual E昀昀ects 
-  The development signi昀椀cantly changes the exis琀椀ng natural character and the 

experience of this character for residents and visitors alike. Large scale industrial 
development covering hundreds of hectares of otherwise open land is a more than 
minor change to the landscape. As such, a development on this scale can only deplete 
the exis琀椀ng perceived value of this landscape.  
 

Natural Character E昀昀ects  
- Quote from applica琀椀on “The site and its surroundings have been signi昀椀cantly modi昀椀ed 

in respect to its vegeta琀椀on cover and therefore the proposed solar farm will result in 
limited changes to the natural character of the site”. Development of this site has 
remained open farming for over a century. Historically the area would have been 
wooded in lowland forest. To imply that it has been signi昀椀cantly modi昀椀ed since 
lowland forests where present (centuries ago) is correct, however our experience of 
the site for the last century has been open farmland and remained this way since. 
Open farmland is part of the natural character and part of our iden琀椀ty and history of 
this area. Our district plan speci昀椀cally acknowledges this value and ac琀椀vely seeks to 
protect it.  Suppor琀椀ng this applica琀椀on would be choosing to ignore the principles the 
Combined District Plan (developed in consulta琀椀on by the residents of Wairarapa)  
seeks to protect.  
 

- Plan琀椀ng hedgerows close to boundaries to screen out unsightly views of large scale 
industrial developments also blocks exis琀椀ng views and closes in the otherwise open 
and expansive feeling of the area. In some cases, distant views of ridgelines (of 
signi昀椀cant value) will also be lost from hedgerows close to boundaries.  

 
- There are no detailed plan琀椀ng plans in the applica琀椀on or suggested provision to 

ensure these are maintained. The site is a challenging plan琀椀ng site due to strong 
winds and low horizons that facilitate a high a number of sun hours. Most plants take 
a lot of e昀昀ort and care to get established. Under an el-nino pa琀琀ern (predicted to arrive 
and last for the next few years) these nega琀椀ve growing environmental factors are 
heightened. Time for plan琀椀ng to be established and the ongoing professional 
management, irriga琀椀on and husbandry of these plan琀椀ngs to be successful is not 
adequately addressed in this applica琀椀on. If plan琀椀ng targets fail to reach an琀椀cipated 
levels what recourse do residents have for extra years of looking into an industrial 
power genera琀椀on site or what penal琀椀es will be enforced on developers post approval.  

 
- In my view calling this a Solar Farm is incorrect, as per the English dic琀椀onary ‘an area 

of land and its buildings, used for growing crops and rearing animals.’ 
 

https://www.google.com/search?rlz=1C1NOOH_enNZ505NZ505&sxsrf=APwXEdeScB7ISIwrDyspYi-FEc0-634nzQ:1686001841190&q=crops&si=AMnBZoGP34IVl-vQ5XB3AyP2dfbgxfbpudP2BzdADfe8Ix8Mo477CFlW_MS3cclgJSEG6YFbAaWsygUtE7D1oCsSLze_MK_2Eg%3D%3D&expnd=1
https://www.google.com/search?rlz=1C1NOOH_enNZ505NZ505&sxsrf=APwXEdeScB7ISIwrDyspYi-FEc0-634nzQ:1686001841190&q=rearing&si=AMnBZoFHF1DJLZWpTBtQDK262RMpUp_3fMZA9TftghUPtm9uEl7YdbZ9di2TWXZ9D87hwzQ_rCYSRCikh2HRAKHiXaGgukjsBA%3D%3D&expnd=1


 

- South Wairarapa is a fast growing tourism area – praised for its open spaces, views, 
rural country aspect, Tourism in New Zealand is a bit part of our economy – this 
industrial site is detrimental to what SW is trying to achieve.  

 

 

Decision you want the Council to make: 
(use X to indicate your choice) 

       Grant the Consent X Decline the Consent   Grant the Consent with Condi琀椀ons 

 

Signature 
To be signed by the submi琀琀er or person authorised to sign on behalf of the submi琀琀er. 

 
 
 
 

 

Name: Ainsley Kelly  
 
Date: 05/06/2023 

 

 

Important notes for the Submi琀琀er 
1. In accordance with the Privacy Act 1993, submissions will be made available for viewing by 

Council and members of the public. 
2. This form is for your convenience only. You may make a submission that addresses the points 

above in a le琀琀er or other suitable format. 
3. Submissions will not be returned, so please keep a copy. 
4. A copy of your submission must be sent to both Council and to the applicant. 









Submission: 

The proposal if accepted will see the installation of an industrial solar power plant over a vast area of 

prime rural land, approximately 235 hectares.  

This proposal is not in keeping with the established rural amenity and character of the region and 

the density of the structures that will be erected will dominate the landscape.  

The risks that an industrial power plant of this size present to the neighbouring residents and 

community are significant. These risks include (but are not limited to) the following:  

• Risk of fire (in the event of a fire is the local Fire Service prepared and able to respond?) 

• Risks and threats posed to flora and fauna of the region 

• Risks posed to the environment from the erected structures as a result of earthquakes, 

flooding and other natural disasters 

• Risks of contamination to water and soil  

There are no New Zealand standards established for the implementation and ongoing maintenance 

and operation of an industrial solar power plant. Globally there are countries that have implemented 

standards which include minimal set-backs from bordering properties. For example in the United 

States an industrial solar power plant is defined as a plant that is larger than 20 megawatts, and for 

these plants, there is a minimum set back of 200 metres from adjacent properties.  

The Far North application is silent on risk mitigation for any of the risks outlined above. In my view 

these risks should be assessed and appropriate mitigations and insurances should be provided to 

satisfy both the Council and the community. In the absence of the guarantees from the Far North to 

fully mitigate and/or insure against these risks I respectfully request that the current application is 

rejected.  

Sincerely, 

Andrew Heaton. 
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SUBMISSION ON A NOTIFIED RESOURCE 
CONSENT APPLICATION 
FORM 13 - Pursuant to Sections 95A, 95B, 95C, 96, 

127(3), 137(5)(c) and 234(4) of the Resource Management Act 1991 

Submission Statement 

The specific parts of the Proposal that this submission relates to (use additional pages if required):  

Decision you want the Council to make: 

Grant the Consent Decline the Consent Grant the Consent with Conditions 

Signature 

To be signed by the submitter or person authorised to sign on behalf of the submitter. 

Name 

Date 

Important notes for the Submitter 

1. In accordance with the Privacy Act 1993, submissions will be made available for viewing by Council 
and members of the public.

2. This form is for your convenience only. You may make a submission that addresses the points above 
in a letter or other suitable format.

3. Submissions will not be returned, so please keep a copy.

4. A copy of your submission must be sent to both Council and to the applicant.

✔

I support the establishment of a solar farm in the Wairarapa for the benefit of Wairarapa residents and the wider 
regional and national population via desirable sustainability goals for renewable energy. Unlike wind energy farms, 
solar farms are quiet and once screening planting is done the visual change from green field to solar farm is not 
intrusive. I do not live close to the proposed site however, but as the site is flat I can't imagine it will be an issue for 
nearby residents. I would in fact welcome something like this on flat land near where I live. It is preferable to use 
the land in this way than to create rural subdivisions, which introduce cars and noise into the rural locality. I urge 
SWDC to consent this proposal on the grounds of contributing to the national need for renewable energy, clean and 
green, which the SWDC could be proud to boast about that our region has something like this.
I would like to see there be some kind of public access to the site for educational purposes to teach our young 
people about the importance of renewable energy, and to give their enquiring minds the scientific and 
environmental information about how it is of benefit to the country longterm.

This is a very worthwhile proposal and I hope it is given consent.

Anna Whitehead

5/26/23







 
 
 
 
 

Far North Solar Farm 

 
The experimental status of this solar power station coincides with the paucity of ordnances determining the 
distance such generators must be from habitations, communities and major arterial routes. 
 
The proposals of the generation site developer indicate a proximity to all these and it is this proximity that 
by definition incurs dangers for inhabitants and users. 
 
This uncertainty means that on these grounds I must register my objection to this scheme. 
 
At the same time I must register my objection on grounds of pollution.  
 
This applies to the as-yet unspecified chemicals that compose the plant and to maintenance procedures. 
 
These are scheduled to be in proximity to water systems for both humans and livestock. 
 
I also object on grounds of this temporary generation project and its substantial acreage being vulnerable to 
the government’s own forecast of weather extremes due to climate change. 
 
The Wairarapa’s vulnerability to earthquakes also requires deeper study in relation to this dispersed 
industrialisation.  
 
The fire risk propensity also requires a more substantial analysis. 
 
As a state registered nurse deployed into accident and emergency my observation is that any such rapid 
industrialisation of a hitherto pastoral environment brings with it uncharted hazards. 
 
I want to put on record that the longer term guarantees concerning the proprietorship of these structures 
has yet to be explained and particularly so in regard to the responsibility for these structures should the 
original sponsors and proprietors no longer be in a situation in which they can maintain and or remove 
them. 
 
Anne McGee 
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SUBMISSION ON A NOTIFIED RESOURCE 
CONSENT APPLICATION 
FORM 13 - Pursuant to Sections 95A, 95B, 95C, 96, 

127(3), 137(5)(c) and 234(4) of the Resource Management Act 1991 

 

Submission Statement 

The specific parts of the Proposal that this submission relates to. 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Decision you want the Council to make: 

Grant the Consent Decline the Consent Grant the Consent with Conditions 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Signature 

To be signed by the submitter or person authorised to sign on behalf of the submitter. 

 

Name 

   Date 

 

Important notes for the Submitter 

1. In accordance with the Privacy Act 1993, submissions will be made available for viewing by Council 

and members of the public. 

2. This form is for your convenience only. You may make a submission that addresses the points above 

in a letter or other suitable format. 

3. Submissions will not be returned, so please keep a copy. 

4. A copy of your submission must be sent to both Council and to the applicant. 

As a frequent visitor to Greytown and staying in Bidwells Cutting my  opposition to the proposal is based on the environmental impact that such an industrial activity would have on the surrounding rural area. 

The area is currently a productive rural landscape and in granting this consent would be the detriment to the village and would not provide any benefit to the locals or visitors.     



x

Avis Stanley (Electronic Signature) 5th June 2023.  
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Submission Statement 
The speci昀椀c parts of the Proposal that this submission relates to. 

My objection relates to the complete proposal for a number of reasons. 
Summary:  The solar commercial installation in our rural environment will have a 
significant impact on the amenities of our property due to: 

o Visual impact 
o Noise pollution 
o Light pollution 
o Heat island effect 
o Enjoyment of my environment and lifestyle 
o Value of my property. 

For this and the following reasons, I object to the proposal. 
 
Consultation or the lack: 

• The proposer has not provided adequate consultation with affected neighbours – 
indeed, not all neighbours were advised directly by the proposer (my own nearest 
neighbour learned indirectly). 

• The ‘consultation’ was a single visit – unscheduled, without warning or opportunity for 
householder preparation – by a representative of the proposer.  This appears to be 
nothing more than a ‘tick-box’ activity of consultation (it was more like being lectured 
by a rude and arrogant chauvinist).  Doorstep intimidation does not mean community 
engagement was sought.  

• Neighbours of the proposed site who did receive a direct advisory visit were not given 
any detailed information – a single leaflet with a poor quality picture is not adequate. 
When I asked, I was told to buy a copy of the proposal.  A courtesy copy would not be 
provided by the proposer; there was not even an online site advised at that point (nor 
has there been to date). 
When the proposed installation is an intensive industrial site, set in a greenfield rural 
environment with significant numbers of lifestyle dwellings, this deliberate withholding 
of information appears to be a considered, tactical block to community engagement. 

• Consultation in normal commercial situations by major companies is formalised, there 
are scheduled meetings, times for these meetings are agreed and information is 
provided – it is not a cowboy arrangement of ‘tell the neighbours’ without any 
information provision, as experienced by myself. 

• The formal description of ‘neighbours’ by the proposer is farcical – by using road 
addresses rather than physical proximity the proposer appears to be trying to 
understate the potential impact on affected properties.  With long rural driveways, 
paper roads and other such accessways, physical proximity and numbers of affected 
neighbours are far greater than a road address would imply. 

• Disingenuous wording; This installation is not a “farm”.  It is being sited in a farming/ 
lifestyle environment on high grade flat, arable land (another ‘summer’ like the last two 
and cropping using rainfall alone as a water source is well within possibility).  There 
are already concerns in some areas that NZ’s cropping land is being built out by 
housing and, it would appear, by industrial activity.  

• The proposer’s representative did not have a single firm story to tell.  Comparison of 
what was said with neighbours showed a variety of explanations – what I was told 
would be a ‘deer fence’ (very open mesh) was described as ‘hurricane fencing’ (like in 
a commercial security fence) to another neighbour.  Suggested ‘amenity’ (read, view 
blocking) plantings ranged from cheap nasty pines or macrocarpa to slow growing 
natives that would only be a visual barrier in 50 or 60 years.  Likewise, the immediacy 
of any noise pollution was a variable from one telling to the next. 

• Again, please note.  This is not a farm.  It is a commercial, industrial use of farmland.  
Being on a farm does not make it farming, any more than parking my ute in front of the 
Aston Martin franchise make that ute into a supercar. 
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Impact on existing properties, including my own. 
• Density of existing properties with family dwellings.  There are at least twelve (12) 

immediate adjacent neighbours, sited on the boundary or directly across the road from 
this commercial installation.  There are at least another ten (10) within close proximity, 
and soon there will be more as subdivisions at the Featherston end of Morora Road 
are ongoing. 
My bedroom is within 53m of the back boundary of the proposed site. 
Other properties still proposed for construction may end up even closer, although 
when those purchasers bought their sites, they had no way of knowing about this 
commercial development. 

• Increased ambient noise experienced by neighbours.   
The noise will be far higher than what would be expected in a rural environment, and 
was poorly explained by the proposer’s representative.  ‘The sound of an idling tractor’ 
would be seen as acceptable only by a city boy who has never had to shout over the 
sound of such a vehicle.  (And do you know what is great about idling tractors?  They 
eventually go away or get turned off.) 
The panels will be motorised.  The collection towers will be cooled.  The 
representative could provide no details as to the total noise of the installation, but he 
did mention that it would be louder in summer.  Oddly, summer is the season when 
most people keep their windows open for ventilation. 
The noise pollution of hundreds of unrelenting chugging motors (assuming that 
multiple stands will have multiple motors, in addition to the cooling motors for the 
collection towers – this information was not provided) has been shown to have a 
detrimental effect on health. 
Please note that I moved to the Wairarapa as somewhere rural, peaceful, with 
pleasant views and a nice lifestyle.  I expected rural noises, such as weaning, 
harvesting (it’s seasonal and intermittent, not a relentless 24/7 assault).  Having 
multiple idling tractors running endlessly, right next door, is not an expected rural 
soundscape. 

• Creation of a heat island leading to an increased ambient heat microclimate.   
Overseas, solar installations have been shown to create localised heat islands.  In the 
Wairarapa, where summers are usually hot and people keep windows open for 
ventilation, a heat island created by an installation 53 metres from my bedroom will 
have an adverse effect on my enjoyment of my home. 
The creation of a heat island and microclimate is also of concern when fire risk is 
considered.  Again, there was no mention of this by the representative. 

• Visually, this installation is unattractive.  It requires 4.5metre high stands carrying 
mirrors, and even taller collection units – these will effectively barricade me from the 
open rural and mountain view that I built my home to take advantage of.   
I, like many other lifestylers, moved to the Wairarapa to enjoy the views, the rural 
aspect, a quiet environment and a pleasant lifestyle.  A solar installation 53 metres 
from my bedroom is not xxxx with this. 

• Tourist impact – this same visual barrier will line Morora Road and Bidwell’s Cutting 
Road.  The tourist route to Martinborough from Greytown will no longer be attractive 
paddocks with pleasant plantings of trees. 
Plantings and fencing suggested by the proposer’s representative sound more like 
barriers to a view than enhancements to it. 

• Light pollution in a Darksky environment is a concern.  I enjoy amateur astronomy; 
any light pollution from this site will be detrimental to my enjoyment of this hobby.  Any 
lighting that detracts from the Darksky environment being advertised by Wairarapa 
agencies (or indeed, detracts from my enjoyment of my own back yard astronomy) is 
another degradation of the environment I moved here to enjoy. 

 
Environment: 
• Risk of environmental damage –  

o Should the solar panels be damaged and leak, or break up and waste be 
deposited in the soil/ environment 
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o In case of fire (fires are a real and present danger in dry summers) 
o From any liquids used to wash the panels, in the case of dust degradation 

(Moroa Road is gravel and deposits dust on my windows from a considerable 
distance away) 

• Fire risk.  As noted under the concerns about a heat island, this installation will create 
a new fire environment.  Solar panels and the collectors (electrical transformers?) will 
require specialised fire-fighting resources, the cost of which will be borne, I suspect, 
by ratepayers – thus leading to ratepayers subsidising a degradation of our 
environment. 
Our firefighters are, for the most part, volunteers. 
Fires in commercial electrical equipment such as transformers (they’re filled with toxic, 
flammable oils) will create risks that our current firefighters may not be equipped to 
deal with in a way that’s safe for them, and for the environment.  Smoke from any 
such fire will be a risk to anyone downwind of a fire. 
New equipment using more polluting foams and other firefighting agents will create 
further environmental risks (eg, like airport firefighting foam being toxic). 

• If the electrical equipment installed by the proposer contains high risk materials such 
as oils, then the risk of leakage to soil (or penetration of aquifers) will need to be 
allowed for and the proposer will have to provide protection for the environment. 

• Risk to Moroa Water Race or to the various aquifers should any use of specialist 
cleaning products, etc, be needed to maintain or protect a commercial installation. 
 
Other hidden issues: 

• Greenwashing. 
This is being pushed as an ‘eco’ development, generating ‘green’ electricity – although 
the panels are useful for only about 20 years, and the manufacturing and 
decommissioning is never included in the ‘eco’ credentials.   

• Greenwashing continues with the ‘clean energy’ story.   
From my understanding, anything within reasonable transmission range of the big 
hydroelectric systems in the Mainland (South Island) run on that nice renewable 
energy.  New Zealand is already at 95% renewable energy, but coal is imported to run 
Huntly (for power and to do voltage support to help the clean South Island power get 
all the way to Auckland), and NZ natural gas is burned at Whiranaki, again, to support 
the Auckland power demand. 
Generating power in the Wairarapa will not decrease the need to burn fossil fuels to 
augment Auckland’s power supply.  To do that, the solar generation would need to be 
sited near to Auckland.   

• Hidden costs may result in all of us paying more for electricity to subsidise this 
scheme.  The infrastructure that the proposer seems to think will be provided has to 
be paid for by someone, and the representative that turned up at my farm was 
adamant that Transpower would be paying for any upgrades needed.  Those costs 
would be recovered from consumers, aka, us. 
If it isn’t Transpower, I hate to think what impact this could have on rates. 

• This proposal will need to be considered in conjunction with the other proposed 
Wairarapa site.  They are immediately adjacent to each other and effectively coat the 
Western side of Greytown with an endless glass reflective cover. 
Please note that I object to the second installation as well. 

• The South Wairarapa District plan is under review.  Allowing this industrial activity 
under a District plan could set a precedent for the region – not just the South 
Wairarapa, but across New Zealand. 

 

 

 

Decision you want the Council to make: 
(use X to indicate your choice) 





Dayandra He琀紀ge

459 Bidwills Cu琀紀ng Road

Morrisons Bush

Greytown 5794

2 June 2023

Subject Far   North Solar Submission   – Time Extension Etc  

I am a member of the SWWAG group. I am a party directly affected by the Proposed Far North Solar 

Farm.  I am very concerned that a massive utility scale power generating plant is being proposed 

closer to the Greytown city boundary. Most of the information about this venture has been promoted in

the local media as benign in nature to the environment.  As we now know from overseas experience, 

third generation photo voltaic cells contains toxic components. These toxic materials have been 

released into the environment during several major 昀椀res overseas. The problems are compounded 

when these toxic materials are released into aquifers where most of the local residents obtain their 

drinking water. These consequences become even more serious the closer the power plant is placed 

to the city boundary. The main reason for this appears to be purely commercial as there is a Grid 

substation closer to the plant. 

I have closely examined the document lodged by Far North Consultants, Assessment of 

Environmental l Effects Document WWLA0589 Rev 1. This document in many ways is lacking 

fundamental information about this massive industrial scale power plant.

The landscape assessment visual documentation supplied Far North only denotes the plan view of 

this mega power plant which is not 昀椀t for the purpose what it is supposes to serve. For example, I 

refer to the 35 – 40 foot container-sized inverters referred in text descriptions relating to the project. 

Without a contextual 3D rendering of solar panels, inverter stations and other out buildings there is no

indication of the shape or contour of this project in relation to the surrounding countryside. 

Robert Scho昀椀eld consultant planner report dated 18 April 2023, signed off by James Witham SWDC 

on 28 April 2023 has not considered major impact resulting from a catastrophic 昀椀re that could 

emanate from faulty componentry, lightning strikes, scrub 昀椀res etc. Such an event will lead to the 

closure of state highway 2 and Bidwills Cutting Rd, only one could imagine the impact. Attached 

article titled “Hidden Danger- Why Solar Farm Fire Risks Could Be Greater Than You Think” highlights

these concerns.

Taking the 昀椀re scenario to another level, the toxic plumes of smoke will trip the Transpower 110 KV 

line causing power outages with signi昀椀cant restoration time.

Pupils of Kuranui College (800 students) and Greytown School (350 students) will have to be 

evacuated. 

Far North Proposal has no detailed 昀椀re mitigation and management plan. At a recent meeting in 

Greytown, the question of 昀椀re management was posed to the Far North Executives. Their answer was

they will keep the grass level down. This begs the question how a 15 ton 昀椀re truck could be 

maneuvered in boggy land let alone the specialized 昀椀re crews and resources required. This shows the

tardiness of the Far North proposal. Therefore, I request a detailed 昀椀re mitigation and management 

plan for Photo Voltaic power generating plant of this magnitude. The proposal to cover skill levels of 

the resources required and the chemical composition of substances used to put out a major 昀椀re.



Due to inadequate levels of information supplied by Far North this effectively puts South Wairarapa 

District Council rate payers at a serious disadvantage when making an informed submission. In view 

of this, I request that the time frame for submissions on this project be extended until at least one 

month after the developer Far North has provided a 3D rendering of its scheme for examination by the

South Wairarapa District Council and its ratepayers.

This will enable those in the district to have a true appreciation of the scale of this project.

I also request that the speci昀椀cations of inverters and the photovoltaic panels to be made public, 

including specifying the materials that make up this equipment.

In future if storage systems are contemplated, such speci昀椀cations should be declared,  inclusive of 

substances used in these storage and the systems process.

Only then can any reasonable assessment be made of the impact of these systems on the farmland 

upon which they are scheduled to be installed.

Anything other than a 3D rendering of the pro昀椀le of the project in relation to the farmland upon which it

is installed is guesswork.

The impact of the systems upon the population and environment remains just a matter of conjecture 

until precise speci昀椀cations, plans and renderings are forthcoming from the project company and its 

consultants.

Far North proposal has no noise emission modelling for the collective plant. This information should 

be made mandatory.

In New Zealand there is no precedent for a photo voltaic generating plant of this magnitude installed 

so close to human habitation and on valley 昀氀oor farmland.

It therefore behooves both the developers and the regulating governmental authorities to ensure that 

there present a full inventory of the integral structures and processes in order that a true 

environmental impact can be evaluated by both specialists and lay people.

On a 昀椀nal note there is no plan provided for the end of life recycling of massive number toxic photo 

voltaic cells and associated electrical plant. Far North to provide a Remediation Escrow Agreement. 

This is mandatory to pay for costs and expenses incurred in connection with remediation of terms in 

accordance with a mutually agreed work plan.

Yours sincerely,

Dayandra HettigeBE, MBA, CMEngNZ (Ret)



HIDDEN 
DANGER
Why solar farm fire risk could 
be greater than you think



2 SUMMARY

Summary
The solar industry is potentially 
underestimating the risk of fire at solar 
farms.

Why? It’s partly because there is a 
shortage of data on solar farm fires, and 
partly because research into the issue 
has given rise to suspicions that fires at 
solar farms have been under-reported.

This report will look at the solar fire 
data that is available and analyse what 
conclusions can be drawn from that 
data.

In addition, the report will look at:

■ The factors that make a fire at a solar 
farm more likely

■ The possible root causes of solar-
related fires, and

■ The PV components most likely to 
cause solar farm fires

Finally, the report will also explore what 
steps you can take to reduce the risk of 
solar farm fires.



SUMMARY 3

What is certain is that solar farm fire 
risk is an issue that the solar industry 
needs to take more seriously. This is 
particularly the case when you consider 
how rapidly the global solar industry is 
expanding.

Data from the International Energy 
Agency (IEA) – which was published in 
the IEA Photovoltaic Power Systems 
Programme’s ‘Snapshot of Global PV 
Markets 2022’ report – showed that 
the world’s total cumulative installed 
PV capacity increased 23% in 2021 to 
942GW.1

1 https://iea-pvps.org/snapshot-reports/snapshot-2022/

With the number of solar installations 
growing fast – amid concerns that 
instances of solar fires are being under-
reported – now is the time for action to 
be taken to minimize solar farm fire risk.



4 HOW SIGNIFICANT IS SOLAR FIRE RISK?

How significant  
is solar fire risk?

2  https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/ 
786882/Fires_and_solar_PV_systems-Investigations_Evidence_Issue_2.9.pdf

3  https://www.energy.gov/sites/default/files/2018/10/f56/PV%20Fire%20Safety%20Fire%20Guideline_
Translation_V04%2020180614_FINAL.pdf

There is a severe lack of data on the 
prevalence of solar farm fires. 

Indeed, some studies have concluded 
that there is a high likelihood that 
instances of solar farm fires are under-
reported. 

A study by the UK’s BRE National 
Solar Centre – which was entitled ‘Fire 
and Solar PV Systems – Investigations 
and Evidence’ and detailed an 
investigatigation into a total of 80 
potential PV-related fire incidents – 
led to the finding that researchers 
“strongly suspect a degree of under-
reporting, especially amongst solar 
farms and domestic thermal events 
that were resolved by a solar installer/
maintenance engineer.”2

With regard to the data that is actually 
available, the US Department of Energy’s 
Solar Energy Technologies Office has 
cited a study conducted by European 
testing and certification company TÜV 
Rheinland – entitled ‘Assessing Fire Risks 
in Photovoltaic Systems and Developing 
Safety Concepts for Risk Minimization’ 
– which found that, in approximately 
half of 430 cases of fire or heat damage 
in PV systems, the PV system itself was 
considered the “cause or probable 
cause.”3

Meanwhile, the study carried out by the 
BRE National Solar Centre found that 
more than a quarter of fires involving 
solar systems were caused by the 
photovoltaics and those fires were all 
“serious fires”, meaning fires that were 
“difficult to extinguish and spread 
beyond the area of origin.”



HOW SIGNIFICANT IS SOLAR FIRE RISK?

However, as already indicated, the 
BRE National Solar Centre study did 
emphasize that the full extent of solar 
fire risk may have been concealed. 
Specifically, it highlighted how, in one 
instance during the course of the study, 
researchers were “denied access to one 
site by the insurance company’s loss 
adjuster.”

As a result, we cannot rule out the 
possibility that solar farm fire risk, and 
occurrences of solar farm fires, may be 
more prevalent than the available data 
suggests.

HOW SIGNIFICANT IS SOLAR FIRE RISK?

There is a high 
likelihood that 
instances of solar 
farm fires are  
under-reported. 

5
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1. In my opinion the development is not temporary. 

2. Significant negative visual impact for residents and visitors adjacent to the site.

3. Loss of productive land and the impact on the character of the landscape.

4. Effects on wildlife.

5. Likely negative impact on local tourism.

6. No tangible benefit to the local community.

7. Disruption during construction and ongoing noise of operating plant. 




x

Jeannie Hancock  5th June 2023. 

(Electronic Signature). 
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a) Extraordinary change to an entire district and community

b) The proposal fails to meet the objectives and policies of the District Plan and the provisions of
the Resource Management Act.

Refer to the attached submission continued.     


x


Steve Hancock  5th June 2023.  
(Electonic Signature). 
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