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The Aggregate and Quarry Association (AQA) is the industry body representing
quarrying companies which produce 47 million tonnes of aggregate and quarried
materials consumed in New Zealand each year.

Funded by its members, the AQA has a mandate to increase New Zealanders’
understanding of the need for aggregates, improve our industry and users’ technical
knowledge of aggregates and assist in developing a highly skilled workforce within a
safe and sustainable work environment.

We would like to thank the Environment Committee for the opportunity to submit on
the Fast-track Approvals Amendment Bill (the Bill).

The Environment Committee should consider the following:

We support changes within the Bill to reduce duplication and unnecessary cost,
therefore speeding up the process.

We do not support proposed changes to section 55(3) to limit the panel’s ability
to invite comments from any other person the panel considers appropriate.

Clause 7 could be enhanced by also requiring the applicant to include
information on how the effects are going to be managed using the effects
management hierarchy.

We support Clause 50 which limits appeals to those who are materially impacted
by a proposal.

We do not support Schedule 3, section 3A, which will allow the applicant or local
authority to raise concerns about prospective panel members, as it will add
unnecessary time delays and has the potential to undermine public confidence
in the Fast-track Approvals process.



Quarries fully expect to meet environmental and resource management requirements
for new or renewed consents. We support use of the effects management hierarchy
i.e. avoid, mitigate, offset or compensate, as it provides for improved environmental
outcomes from activities like quarrying.

Given the potential for some projects to have significant environmental benefits and/or
effects, we would not like to see any weakening of environmental safeguards or
reduction in the information to be considered by the Panels on environmental effects
associated with any project.

We support changes within the Bill to reduce duplication and unnecessary cost,
therefore speeding up the process.

There is a danger however, that if not enough time is spent by panels in analysing the
application and relevant submissions, that poor decisions could be made due to time
constraints rather than a thorough analysis of the application and relevant concerns.

It is important that the applicant and the panel, have the opportunity to seek
extensions of time to deal with issues that arise during the assessment of the substantive
application by the panel.

The timeframe for submissions on this Bill is inadequate and does not allow submitters
adequate time to canvass members’ views. As a result, inferior outcomes are likely with
such hasty legislative changes, in comparison with a process which allows time for full
consideration of the issues and input across a range of interested parties.

We support the change to section 13(4)(h) to require the applicant to include an
assessment of the significance of the project’s anticipated and known adverse effects
on the environment. Information should include not only the environmental effects but
the overall effects on the environment after mitigation and/or offsetting.

Clause 7 could be enhanced by also requiring the applicant to include information on
how the effects are going to be managed using the effects management hierarchy.

We do not support proposed changes to section 55(3) to limit the panel’s ability to
invite comments from any other person the panel considers appropriate.

Given the proposed restriction on appeal rights, it would not be helpful to restrict the
ability of the panel to seek comments from other persons where it might be helpful for
the panel to obtain information from affected parties or experts.

Maintaining social licence is important and the panels should have the ability to invite
comments from any group or person the panel considers appropriate. This should lead



to better decision making by the panels and reassure communities that their voices
are being heard.

The quarrying sector is regularly subject to resource consent application appeals which
can often be limited in substance, whilst at the same time being responsible for years
of delays in consenting processes.

While we are supportive of attempts to limit such appeals, we recognise the
importance of the right to appeal and judicial review in our legal system and so we
are looking for the right balance to be struck.

We support Clause 50 which says persons invited to comment under the panel’s
discretion (as opposed to mandatory participants) will not automatically have rights to
points of law appeals in the High Court.

We do not support Schedule 3, section 3A, which will allow the applicant or local
authority to raise concerns about prospective panel members. This will add
unnecessary fime delays and has the potential for applicants and local authorities to
“panel shop” in order to find panellists more sympathetic to their respective views.

This has the potential to undermine real or perceived public confidence in the Fast-
track Approvals process, which may incentivise judicial reviews that otherwise may not
occur.

I do not wish to speak to this submission in hearings conducted by the Environment
Select Committee on the Fast-track Approvals Bill.
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