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Pre- Hearing Meeting- Resource Consent Application: Proposed Wairakei 

Canopy Tour Zipline – RM 190270 

Time and Date: 4.30pm, Tuesday 21 July 2020 

Venue: Suncourt Hotel, 14 Northcroft Street, Taupo 

Attendees 

• Wikitoria Hepi-TeHuia- Ngati Tahu/Whaoa- TN2T 

• Sarah Hepi-TeHuia- Ngati Tahu/Whaoa- TN2T 

• Michelle Phillips- Ngati Tahu/Whaoa Runanga Trust 

• Blanche Reweti- Ngati Tahu/Whaoa Runanga Trust 

• Evelyn Forrest- Ngati Tahu/Whaoa Runanga Trust 

• Roger Pikia- Ngati Tahu/Whaoa Runanga Trust 

• Mana Newton- Tauhara North No 2 Trust 

• Paul Majurey- Counsel, Tauhara North No 2 Trust 

• Tamzin Moore- Department of Conservation 

• Adrian Pike- Sky Play Adventures 

• Simon Bothamley- Sky Play Adventures 

• John Funnell-Supporting Applicants 

• Rowan Sapsford- Roam Consultancy 

• Heather Williams- Taupo District Council 

• Todd Whittaker- Reporting Planner-Taupo District Council 

• Bill Wasley- Pre-hearing Meeting Independent Chair 
 

The following parties were invited to attend the prehearing and the apologies were received 

from  

1. Tribes of Nga Uri o Hotu and Nga Uri o Kurapoto 
2. Te Kapa o Te Rangiita ki Oruanui 
3. Te Rangiita Marae 
4. Nukuhau Marae 
5. Tūwharetoa Māori Trust Board 

No response from 
6. Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga 
7. Maroanui-a-Tia Marae Trustees 

Attendance by 
8. Department of Conservation 
9. Ngati Tahu-Ngati Whaoa Runanga Trust 
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The meeting opening was preceded by a Karakia. 

1. Welcome & introductions 

The chair welcomed all attendees and clarified that John Funnell was there supporting the 

applicants.  

2. Purpose of pre-hearing meeting-  

The purpose of the meeting was outlined by the chair and this had been noted in the pre-

circulated agenda. Such meetings are provided for by section 99 of the Resource 

Management Act 1991 with the purpose being: 

-clarification of any matters or issues 

-facilitating resolution of any matter or issue 

-documenting those matters that sets out issues or matters that were agreed (if any) 

and sets out the issues that are still outstanding. 

3. Presentation, Discussion & Questions 

 

Rowan Sapsford undertook a power-point presentation that included the nature of the 

proposal, engagement timeframes, cultural assessments and protocols, environmental 

restoration proposals, employment and local value through the proposal proceeding, and 

the various permissions required from the Council, LINZ and the Department of 

Conservation. 

 

• Employment Opportunities and Partnership 

 

In response to a question regarding how to ensure employment opportunities are   

provided to hapu and Iwi, it was noted that the Tauhara North No2 Trust was a co-

applicant with Sky Adventures  and that there was a strong desire to see such 

opportunities are provided. 

 

It was further outlined that the partnership (Sky Adventures and Tauhara North Trust No 

2 is an ‘equity- based partnership’, not a ‘mitigation partnership.  

 

• Timeframes-DOC Decision 

 

The DOC representative advised in response to a question, that there were no defined 

timeframes for DOC to make a decision. Concern was expressed by the co-applicants that 

no timeframes existed. Adrian Pike highlighted his concerns about this issue. 

 

• Wires Crossing Waikato River 
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In response to a query about wires crossing the river, it was noted that no concerns had 

previously been raised by submitters on this matter. It was also outlined that there were 

a number of instances where existing power wires cross the river. 

 

• Waahi Tapu 

 

Rowan and others outlined there have been various opportunities for people to 

highlight/ raise matters regarding waahi tapu.  

 

• Continuing Engagement 

 

Co-applicants continuing with attempts to engage with opposing submitters. Advice had 

been taken from TKT which is the ‘appointed’ Iwi authority. It was stated that it would be 

challenging for the co-applicants to go against TKT advice regarding the engagement 

pathway and that engagement to occur with TKT. 

 

Roger Pikia noted that he was pleased with the level of engagement. He also expressed 

concern about the use of regulatory mechanisms that would work against the applicants. 

Roger outlined that any proposal is taken seriously that involved anything over or under 

the river. 

 

• Ngati Tahu- Ngati Whaoa Runanga Trust 

 

The Runanga Trust representatives advised that the Trust had no outstanding issues from 

its’ perspective and that the proposal had no more impact than a range of other activities 

along the Waikato River. It was observed that there are cultural sites in the locality, but 

these were not impacted on by the proposal. There were no cultural or spiritual impacts. 

 

The environmental gains through implementation of the proposal were supported. 

 

• Tauhara North No 2 Trust 

It was outlined that the Trust had gained confidence by becoming a partner and that its 

‘eyes’ and ‘ears’ were on the look out for any mitigation risks into the future, both from a 

cultural and environmental perspective. Representatives also noted the positive effects 

for the local economy by the proposal proceeding. Also noted that a range of structures 

crossed the river and by comparison, the proposal would have a low effect, and no worse 

than other tourism activities. 

There were no identified outstanding issues or matters in respect of submitters attending 

the meeting or from the perspective of the co-applicants. 
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4. Process- Next steps 

Heather Williams outlined next steps advising that a hearing was likely to be in 

September/ October subject to availability of commissioners. At this stage, two days 

would be set aside for the hearing with a reserve day. 

It was noted that Todd Whittaker would be preparing the s42A report for the Council. 

The chair outlined that he would prepare a report on the pre-hearing and that this would 

be provided to the Council for circulation to commissioners as part of the s42A report 

documentation. 

5. Closing 

Roger outlined his disappointment that the submitters opposing the application had not 

attended the pre-hearing and that it was an opportunity for matters of concern to be 

discussed. He further outlined that it was poor application of tikanga. 

The chair thanked all those who attended, the contributions, and for the preparation 

undertaken by the applicants for the pre-hearing including the presentation made.  

The meeting concluded with a Karakia at 5.45pm. 

 

Bill Wasley 

Pre-hearing Chair 

10 August 2020 

 


