
Resource Consent Process – RMA(1991)



Matters to have regard to:
• Policies and Objectives

– Land and Water Regional Plan
– National Environmental Standards
– National Policy Statements
– Regional Policy Statement 

• Part II matters of the RMA
– Section 5 : Purpose?
– Section 6: Matters of National Importance?
– Section 7: Other Matters; kaitiakitanga, use and 

development, amenity values, ecosystems, environment 
quality, protection of the environment, climate change 

– Section 8: Te Tiriti o Waitangi – principles



Assessment of Effects – ‘ No more than Minor’

• Cultural values – Cultural Values Land Management 
Area 

• Soil contamination – leaching 
• Groundwater quality

– Nitrate Nitrogen
– Pathogens 

• Surface water bodies – Te Waihora
– Eutrophication 

• Flood risk – known flood prone area
– Ponding
– Public health risks; drinking water supplies 



Resource Consent Pathways 2020 -
2024

• Apply to renew the resource consent in line 
with a work programme outlining steps to 
upgrade/replace existing system prior to 2024 
– Non complying rule status
– Request notification of the application lodged 
– Consultation 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Keeping the existing system and applying for a renewal consent to align with Lower Selwyn Huts (approx. 4 years) 
It is really hard to be able to make a definitive call on this without seeing an application for this In front of us. However, based on the current noncompliance of the system and the sensitivity of the site (high groundwater and flooding etc) there would need to be a robust assessment done from SDC to show that the environmental effects of re-consenting the existing system would be acceptable and would meet our policies and objectives and the overarching Part 2 of the RMA. 
 
The renewal consent would either be considered as a Discretionary activity or Non-complying activity under Rules 11.5.25/11.5.26 (most likely non complying given the system). Therefore even more stringent assessment is required under 104D of the RMA. Policies 11.4.7, 11.4.8, 11.4.9, 11.4.10, 11.4.11- which specifically relate to the use of best practicable option, the reduction of cumulative effects and ‘no discharge to surface water or groundwater within the CLVMA’. We would need to take into account these policies. The current system without knowing too much about it and treatment levels etc I would say would not be in line with these policies. 
 
I am aware that there are some non-compliance issues with the treatment system and the pump- in the first instance this would need to be upgraded and functioning in order for us to consider re-consenting. 
 
My only other questions -Is there the option to move the current pond?- moving this to an area where flooding is of a lower risk would also help to reduce the adverse effects and might make the consenting process easier. 
 
 
Overall, the current state of the treatment system would be difficult to consent given the nature of the receiving environment and the potential for there to be the direct discharge of wastewater to surface and groundwater.  A robust Assessment of environmental effects would need to be provided to us in order for us to provide more concrete guidance. 
 
This is definitely not an ideal location for a wastewater treatment pond. Moving the current pond to a more suitable land area would definitely be preferred from an environmental impact perspective and to avoid discharge to water.  
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