
 

 
 
Note:   The reports contained within this agenda are for consideration and should not be construed as Council policy 

unless and until adopted.  Should Members require further information relating to any reports, please contact 
the relevant manager, Chairperson or Deputy Chairperson.  

 
Notice is hereby given that a meeting of the Regulatory and Consents Committee will be held on: 
 

Date: 
Time: 
Meeting room: 

Wednesday, 13 April 2022 

9am 

Virtual meeting via Zoom 

 

Regulatory and Consents Committee Agenda 
OPEN  

 

 
MEMBERSHIP 
 
Chairperson Paul Duffy  
 Mayor Gary Tong  
Councillors Darren Frazer  
 Julie Keast  
 Christine Menzies  
 Margie Ruddenklau  
 
IN ATTENDANCE 

 
Group manager infrastructure and environmental services - Matt Russell 
Committee advisor - Alyson Hamilton 
 
 Contact telephone: 0800 732 732 

Postal address: PO Box 903, Invercargill 9840 
Email: emailsdc@southlanddc.govt.nz  

Website: www.southlanddc.govt.nz 
Online: Southland District Council YouTube 

 

Full agendas are ebsite 
www.southlanddc.govt.nz 

 

 

mailto:emailsdc@southlanddc.govt.nz
http://www.southlanddc.govt.nz/
https://www.youtube.com/channel/UCpO3JGaJAQpQzYbapwx7FLw/videos
https://www.southlanddc.govt.nz/my-council/meeting-schedule-and-agendas/




 

 

  
 

Health and safety  emergency procedures 

Toilets  The toilets are located outside of the chamber, directly down the hall on the right. 
 
Evacuation  Should there be an evacuation for any reason please exit down the stairwell to the 
assembly point, which is the entrance to the carpark on Spey Street. Please do not use the lift. 
 
Earthquake  Drop, cover and hold applies in this situation and, if necessary, once the shaking has 
stopped we will evacuate down the stairwell without using the lift, meeting again in the carpark on 
Spey Street. 
 
Phones  Please turn your mobile devices to silent mode. 
 
Recording - These proceedings are being recorded for the purpose of live video, both live streaming 
and downloading.  By remaining in this meeting, you are consenting to being filmed for viewing by 
the public. 
 
Covid QR code  Please remember to scan the Covid Tracer QR code. 

 

  



 

 

Terms of Reference  Regulatory and Consents Committee 
 

TYPE OF COMMITTEE Council committee 

RESPONSIBLE TO Council 

SUBCOMMITTEES None 

LEGISLATIVE BASIS Committee constituted by Council as per schedule 7, clause 30 (1)(a), 
LGA 2002.  

Committee delegated powers by Council as per schedule 7, clause 32, 
LGA 2002. 

MEMBERSHIP The Regulatory and Consents Committee will comprise of six 
members.   

FREQUENCY OF 
MEETINGS 

Six weekly or as required 

QUORUM Three  

SCOPE OF ACTIVITIES The Regulatory and Consents Committee is responsible for overseeing 
the delivery of regulatory services and statutory functions that fall with 
the scope of,  but limited to, the following legislation: 

• Resource Management Act 1991 

• Health Act 1956 

• Food Act 2014 

• Dog Control Act 1996 

• Sale and Supply of Alcohol Act 2012 

• Heritage New Zealand Act Pouhere Taonga Act 2014 

• Building Act 2004 

• Freedom Camping Act 2011 

• Psychoactive Substances Act 2013 

• Impounding Act 1955 

• Southland Land Drainage Act 1935 

• Southland Land Drainage Amendment Act 1938. 

The committee is responsible for hearing and determining regulatory 
matters including but not limited to: 

• resource consents 

• public work requirements 

• objections against the construction of public works on private 
land 

• objections to decisions made by the committee and/or delegated 
staff 

• administration of Council bylaws 

• proposed variations to the District Plan.  

 

DELEGATIONS Council delegates to the Regulatory and Consents Committee the 
following functions: 

 



 

 

  
 

Power to Act 

a) maintain an oversight of the delivery of regulatory services 

b) conduct statutory hearings on regulatory matters and undertake 
and make decisions on those hearings (excluding matters it is 
legally unable to make decisions on ie - pursuant to the RMA) 

c) appoint panels for regulatory hearings  

d) hear appeals on officer’s decisions to decline permission for an 
activity that would breach the Southland District Council Control 
of Alcohol Bylaw 2015 

e) approve Council's list of resource management hearing 
commissioners (from whom a commissioner can be selected) at 
regular intervals and the chief executive be authorised to appoint 
individual commissioners for a particular hearing 

f) make decisions on applications required under Southland District 
Council’s Development and Financial Contribution Policy for 
remissions, postponements, reconsiderations and objections 

i) receive and approve Council’s Annual Reports on dog control 
and alcohol licensing 

j) hear and determine objections to officer decisions under the Dog 
Control Act 1996 

k) hear objections and decide on matters under the Southland Land 
Drainage Act 1935 and Southland Land Drainage Amendment 
Act 1938. 

The Regulatory and Consents Committee shall be accountable to 
Council for the exercising of these powers (Local Government Act 
2002, Schedule 7, Clause 32). 

Power to Recommend 

The Regulatory and Consents Committee is responsible for 
considering and making recommendations to Council regarding: 

a) regulatory policies and bylaws for consultation 

b) regulatory delegations  

c) regulatory fees and charges (in accordance with the Revenue and 
Financial Policy) 

d) assisting with the review and monitoring of the District Plan. 

FINANCIAL 
DELEGATIONS 

Council authorises the following delegated authority of financial 
powers to Council committees in regard to matters within each 
committee’s jurisdiction. 

Contract Acceptance: 

• accept or decline any contract for the purchase of goods, services, 
capital works or other assets where the total value of the lump 
sum contract does not exceed the sum allocated in the Long 
Term Plan/Annual Plan and the contract relates to an activity 
that is within the scope of activities relating to the work of the 
Finance and Assurance Committee  



 

 

• accept or decline any contract for the disposal of goods, plant or 
other assets other than property or land as provided for in the 
Long Term Plan 

Budget Reallocation.   

The committee is authorised to reallocate funds from one existing 
budget item to another. Reallocation of this kind must not impact on 
current or future levels of service and must be: 

• funded by way of savings on existing budget items 

• within the jurisdiction of the committee 

• consistent with the Revenue and Financing Policy. 

LIMITS TO 
DELEGATIONS 

Matters that must be processed by way of recommendation to Council 
include: 

• making operative District Plan changes  

• decision to notify the reviewed District Plan and make operative 
amendments to fees and charges relating to all activities.  

Powers that cannot be delegated to committees as per the Local 
Government Act 2002 and sections 2.4 and 2.5 of this manual.  

Delegated authority is within the financial limits in section 9 of this 
manual. 

STAKEHOLDER 
RELATIONSHIPS 

This committee shall maintain relationships including, but not limited 
to the following organisations: 

• Each of the nine community boards 

•   Southland Museum and Art Gallery 
• Southland Heritage Building Preservation Trust 

• Emergency Management Southland 

• Southland Regional Heritage Committee 

• Public Health South 

• New Zealand Police 

• Ministry of Business, Innovation and Employment 

• Alcohol Regulatory and Licensing Authority. 

The committee will also hear and receive updates to Council from 
these organisations, as required.   

CONTACT WITH MEDIA The committee chairperson is the authorised spokesperson for the 
committee in all matters where the committee has authority or a 
particular interest. 

Committee members, including the chairperson, do not have delegated 
authority to speak to the media and/or outside agencies on behalf of 
Council on matters outside of the committee’s delegations. 

The group manager, environmental services will manage the formal 
communications between the committee and its constituents and for 
the committee in the exercise of its business.  Correspondence with 
central government, other local government agencies or other official 
agencies will only take place through Council staff and will be 
undertaken under the name of Southland District Council. 
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1 Apologies  
 

At the close of the agenda no apologies had been received.  
 

2 Leave of absence  
 

At the close of the agenda no requests for leave of absence had been received. 
 

3 Conflict of interest 
 
Committee members are reminded of the need to be vigilant to stand aside from decision-
making when a conflict arises between their role as a member and any private or other 
external interest they might have.  
 

4 Public forum 
 
Notification to speak is required by 12noon at least one clear day before the meeting. Further 
information is available at www.southlanddc.govt.nz or by phoning 0800 732 732.  
 

5 Extraordinary/urgent items 

To consider, and if thought fit, to pass a resolution to permit the committee to consider any 
further items which do not appear on the agenda of this meeting and/or the meeting to be 
held with the public excluded. 

Such resolution is required to be made pursuant to Section 46A(7) of the Local Government 
Official Information and Meetings Act 1987, and the chairperson must advise:  

(i) the reason why the item was not on the agenda, and 

(ii) the reason why the discussion of this item cannot be delayed until a subsequent 
meeting.  

Section 46A(7A) of the Local Government Official Information and Meetings Act 1987 (as 
amended) states:  

- 

(a) that item may be discussed at that meeting if- 

(i) that item is a minor matter relating to the general business of the local authority; 
and 

(ii) the presiding member explains at the beginning of the meeting, at a time when 
it is open to the public, that the item will be discussed at the meeting; but 

(b) no resolution, decision or recommendation may be made in respect of that item 
except to refer that item to a subsequent meeting of the local authority for further 

 
 
6 Confirmation of minutes 

6.1 Meeting minutes of Regulatory and Consents Committee, 24 November 2021 

http://www.southlanddc.govt.nz/
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Regulatory and Consents Committee 
 

OPEN MINUTES 
UNCONFIRMED 

 

 

Minutes of a meeting of Regulatory and Consents Committee held in the Council Chamber, Level 2, 
20 Don Street, Invercargill on Wednesday, 24 November 2021 at 9am. 

 

PRESENT 
 
Chairperson Paul Duffy  

Councillors Darren Frazer  

 Julie Keast  

 Christine Menzies  

 Margie Ruddenklau  

 
APOLOGIES 

 
Mayor Gary Tong  
 
 

IN ATTENDANCE 

 
Group manager infrastructure and services Matt Russell 

Committee advisor Alyson Hamilton 

 



Regulatory and Consents Committee 

24 November 2021 
 

 

 

Minutes Page 11 

 

1 Apologies  
 

There was an apology from Mayor Gary Tong. 
 
Moved Cr Frazer, seconded Cr Keast and resolved: 
 
That the Regulatory and Consents Committee accept the apology. 

 
 

2 Leave of absence  
 

There were no requests for leave of absence. 
 
 

3 Conflict of interest 
 
There were no conflicts of interest declared. 
 
 

4 Public forum 
 
There was no public forum. 
 
 

5 Extraordinary/urgent items 
 
There were no extraordinary/urgent items. 
 
 

6 Confirmation of minutes 
 

Resolution 

Moved Cr Ruddenklau, seconded Cr Menzies  and resolved: 

That the minutes of Regulatory and Consents Committee meeting held on 26 August 
2021 be confirmed as a true and correct record of that meeting. 

 
Reports 
 
 
7.1 Resource Management Act 1991 - Section357B - objection to the additional charges 

associated with resource consent RMA/2021/53219 - 43-45 Newburn Street, Waikaia. 

Record No: R/21/10/57244 

 Planner Resource Management, Planner  Tracy Excell was attendance for this item. 
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 Resolution 

Moved Cr Keast, seconded Cr Frazer  and resolved: 

That the Regulatory and Consents Committee: 

a) - Section357B - 
objection to the additional charges associated with resource consent 
RMA/2021/53219 - 43- 15 November 2021. 

 
b) Determines that this matter or decision be recognised as not significant in 

terms of Section 76 of the Local Government Act 2002. 
 
c) Determines that it has complied with the decision-making provisions of the 

Local Government Act 2002 to the extent necessary in relation to this decision; 
and in accordance with Section 79 of the act determines that it does not require 
further information, further assessment of options or further analysis of costs 
and benefits or advantages and disadvantages prior to making a decision on 
this matter. 

 

d) Declines the request for a deduction of costs associated with resource consent 
RMA/2021/53219 - 43-45 Newburn Street, Waikaia. 

 
 
 
 
The meeting concluded at 9.27am. CONFIRMED AS A TRUE AND CORRECT RECORD AT A 

MEETING OF THE REGULATORY AND CONSENTS 
COMMITTEE HELD ON WEDNESDAY, 24 NOVEMBER 
2021. 
 
 
 
DATE:............................................................................................ 
 
 
 
CHAIRPERSON:........................................................................ 
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Building re-accreditation interim audit February 2022 
outcome 
Record no: R/22/3/11592 
Author: Julie Conradi, Manager building solutions  
Approved by: Matt Russell, Group manager infrastructure and environmental services  
 

☐  Decision ☐  Recommendation ☒  Information 
 

 

Purpose 

1 The purpose of this report is to inform the committee of the outcome from the recent audit of 
Council’s building solutions team by International Accreditation New Zealand (IANZ). 

Executive summary 

2 This report summarises the recent IANZ interim assessment audit process, the outcome from 
this, and the additional post-audit work completed to address matters highlighted through the 
audit process.  

 

Recommendation 

That the Regulatory and Consents Committee: 

a) -accreditation interim audit February 2022 
25 March 2022. 

 
b) determines that this matter or decision be recognised as not significant in terms of 

Section 76 of the Local Government Act 2002. 
 
c) determines that it has complied with the decision-making provisions of the Local 

Government Act 2002 to the extent necessary in relation to this decision; and in 
accordance with Section 79 of the act determines that it does not require further 
information, further assessment of options or further analysis of costs and benefits 
or advantages and disadvantages prior to making a decision on this matter. 

 
d) notes the report and associated clearance action plan as information.  

 

Background 

3 Under the Building Act 2004 and the Building (Accreditation of Building Consent Authorities) 
Regulations 2006, for councils to be legally able to continue to process and issue building 
consents as a Building Consent Authority (BCA) as defined in the act, they must have 
successfully completed a regular external audit process. This process is undertaken by 
International Accreditation New Zealand (IANZ). 

4 To date, Southland District Council have undergone the standard, bi-annual IANZ accreditation 
audits which reflect a history of ‘low risk’ outcomes.  The one exception to this was the 2021 audit. 

5 In the February 2021 audit, one serious non-conformance (SNC) and 20 general  
non-conformances (GNC’s) were identified with a number of recommendations also made.  
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While all of these findings were actioned within the specified three-month timeframe, the volume 
and nature of these non-conformances resulted in Council receiving a ‘medium risk’ rating. 

6 Councils with a medium risk rating are required to undergo an ‘interim assessment’ at 12 months.  
This interim assessment is required by the regulations to assure the accreditation authority that 
continued compliance has been achieved. 

7 A biennial BCA accreditation report is issued by MBIE at the completion of every two-year cycle 
of audits to share the findings.  The most recent report, issued June 2021 showed that: 

 11% of BCAs were assessed as having demonstrated one or more serious non-compliance 

 the average number of total non-compliances per BCA was 16 

 11 special (monitoring) assessments/ interim assessments were carried out 

 two BCAs were issued with an initial ‘notice of revocation’ in regards to their accreditation 
during the 2019-2021 period. Both are working to address this and prevent loss of accreditation. 

8 Southland District Council’s results for the 2021 audit therefore shows that GNCs issued during 
the 2021 audit were above average.   

The audit report 

9 The February 2022 interim assessment report from IANZ lead auditor is attached as Appendix A.  

10 No serious non-compliances and seven general non-compliances (GNCs) were identified along 
with two recommendations and three advisory notes. One of the GNCs was resolved while 
IANZ were on-site, leaving six GNCs remaining to be rectified.  

11 While the results of this assessment are a significant improvement it is noted that an interim 
assessment is a ‘reduced scope’ assessment which focuses on the non-conformances of the 
previous audit.  These results are therefore not able to be compared with the biennial BCA 
accreditation trends directly. 

12 The auditor’s comments at the exit meeting were complimentary and the final report reflected 
these comments, advising that “the assessment identified that the BCA had put considerable 
focus on addressing the issues raised during the last assessment. The assessment mostly identified 
full compliance, with a small number of findings raised.” 

13 Further, the report found that “The BCA also demonstrated a number of examples of particular 
note as good practice and/or performance”. 

14 In conclusion, the BCA was considered by IANZ to pose a ‘low risk’ for the following reasons: 

 only a small number of non-compliances were identified during this special monitoring 
assessment, with no serious non-compliances raised 

 the assessment team had no serious concerns regarding the technical output from the BCA 

 although the majority of the non-compliances identified during this assessment were 
implementation related, the BCA appeared to have robust plans in place, to address the 
findings within the required timeframe 

 the BCA had not required additional clearance time for their February 2021 assessment. 

15 Unless the BCA undergoes a significant change, requiring some form of interim assessment, or 
the BCA is unable to clear the identified non-compliances within the agreed timeframe, the next 
assessment of the BCA is planned as a ‘routine reassessment’ for February 2023. 
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Issues 

16 Key issues raised in the audit report can be summarised as follows: 

 the competency assessment and classification framework were found to be unnecessarily 
complex, creating some scenarios where work was completed without the required 
competency or supervisory oversight 

 examples were observed where performance standards were not sufficiently detailed by the 
applicant yet were accepted by the processor, with no further information requested.  
Performance standards were therefore not sufficiently accurate on the issued consents 

 in a small number of cases the compliance schedules issued were not fully compliant 

 one example was found where an incorrect decision regarding s112 of the act was made 

 Occasionally the BCA listed acceptable solutions as being part of the building code, however 
they are not. 

Factors to consider 

Legal and statutory requirements 

17 As referred to above, the IANZ audit process is very important to enable Council to continue to 
issue building consents under the Building Act 2004.  

18 At a broader level it is also an important part of seeking to ensure that buildings constructed in 
the Southland district are robust for current and future owners, and liability for Council’s 
ratepayers is mitigated. 

Community views 

19 While community views are not part of the IANZ audit process, reaccreditation is an important 
part of the community having confidence that Council’s building consent processes are robust 
and thorough and meet legislative requirements. 

Costs and funding 

20 The costs of an annual audit process and internal resources involved have been budgeted for and 
managed within existing budgets.  

21 A regular assessment has been planned for in the forecast FY 2022/2023 budget as the building 
manager was aware that no matter the outcome of the interim assessment, an assessment would 
be required for this financial year.  

Policy implications 

22 There are no specific policy implications in relation to this audit, although IANZ reaccreditation 
is an important part of Council’s broader risk management framework. 
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Analysis 

Options considered 

Analysis of options 

Option 1  Reaccreditation 

Advantages  Disadvantages  

 allows Council to legally process and issue 
consents as a building consent authority 

 gives customers confidence that Council’s 
processes are robust  

 mitigates potential future liability  

 ensures that processes continue to reflect 
best practice. 

 none (albeit that the reaccreditation process 
is resource-hungry). 

 

Option 2  Lose accreditation 

Advantages  Disadvantages  

 none seen.  cannot legally process and issue building 
consents  

 decline in confidence in Council 

 need to make an alternative arrangement 
for processing and issue of building 
consents, with likely associated significant 
costs and possible delays 

 difficulties in attracting and retaining staff.  

 

Assessment of significance 

23 The IANZ reaccreditation process is not considered significant in terms of the relevant criteria of 
the Local Government Act 2002. 

Recommended option 

24 Option 1- Re-accreditation following the clearance of the general non-compliance items. As at 
the time of writing this report IANZ have received the attached clearance plan and the team are 
on track for clearing all non-compliance items within the specified period. 

Next steps 

25 The next steps in the process is to obtain written confirmation of all non-compliances being 
cleared and accreditation maintained, then prepare for the next regular bi-annual IANZ 
accreditation assessment in February 2022. 

Attachments 

A  2022 IANZ Final assessment report with clearance plan ⇩     
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Review and update approved hearing commissioner list 
Record No: R/21/5/24561 
Author: Marcus Roy, Manager environmental management  
Approved by: Matt Russell, Group manager infrastructure and environmental services  
 

☒  Decision ☐  Recommendation ☐  Information 
 

 

Purpose 

1 This report seeks to update the list of approved resource management hearing commissioners 
who can be delegated decision making powers on behalf of Council. 

Executive summary 

2 Council’s list of approved hearing commissioners was last updated in 2009. Accordingly, the list 
of approved commissioners is out of date and in need of an update. 

3 Council needs to have a list of independent hearing commissioners who can act on Council’s 
behalf during resource consent decision making or plan change hearings. 

4 In particular there are certain instances where there could be an actual or potential conflict of 
interest such as when a resource consent application is sought on Council owned land. Enabling 
Council staff or elected representatives determine the application creates a potential conflict of 
interest. Delegating decision making powers to an independent commissioner ensures that public 
perception and objective decision making is maintained. 

5 This report recommends the Committee approve alignment of SDC approved commissioners 
with those identified on the MfE list of approved commissioners.  

6 The list of accredited commissioners is updated regularly to remain current and is hosted on the 
MfE website. This would ensure the list of available commissioners remains current into the 
future. 
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Recommendation 

That the Regulatory and Consents Committee: 

a) w and update approved hearing commissioner 
4 April 2022. 

 
b) Determines that this matter or decision be recognised as not significant in terms of 

Section 76 of the Local Government Act 2002. 
 

c) Determines that it has complied with the decision making provisions of the Local 
Government Act 2002 to the extent necessary in relation to this decision; and in 
accordance with Section 79 of the act determines that it does not require further 
information, further assessment of options or further analysis of costs and benefits 
or advantages and disadvantages prior to making a decision on this matter. 
 

d) Approves alignment of SDC hearings commissioners with the MfE list of 
commissioners on an ongoing basis to ensure that it meets the needs of the 
organisation both today and into the future. 

 
Background 

7 Section 34A of the Resource Management Act provides powers to a local authority to delegate 
function powers and duties to either staff or an independent hearings commissioner.  

8 Independent hearing commissioners are necessary for Resource Management Act (RMA) 
decision making. They are able to deal with applications for resource consent or plan making 
where Southland District Council is the applicant, a land owner, or there is, or is likely to be a 
perception of bias in decision making under the RMA. 

9 Council’s list of approved commissioners was last updated in 2009 and many of those approved 
commissioners are no longer practicing commissioners. 

10 All approved commissioners have completed the “making good decisions” which is an 
accreditation course endorsed by the Ministry for the Environment (MfE). Regular professional 
development and resitting the course is a requirement of being a commissioner.  

11 Broadening the list of approved commissioners will enable Council to select individuals or a 
panel of commissioners who have particular skillsets relevant to specific issues in contention. For 
example, if there was a District Plan change or publicly notified resource consent application 
where tangata whenua issues were in contention, an independent commissioner with specific 
experience could sit individually or with existing councillors in a decision-making panel which 
would ensure that a robust decision is made. 

12 Having a greater number of commissioners to choose from minimises the likelihood of 
commissioners being conflicted or having insufficient capacity to take on the work from SDC. 

Issues 

13 There is only one issue to consider which is whether to hold a specific list of approved 
commissioners which is confined to specific individuals or being broad to any approved 
commissioner.  
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14 This report recommends not having a specific list, rather it seeks the Committee approve the 
selection of any accredited commissioners that are on the MfE list of approved commissioners.  

15 The list of accredited commissioners is updated regularly to remain current and is hosted on the 
MfE website https://environment.govt.nz/what-government-is-doing/areas-of-
work/rma/about-the-making-good-decisions-programme-certification-for-rma-decision-
makers/certificate-holders-non-local-body-elected-members/ 

Factors to consider 

Legal and statutory requirements 

16 No legal requirements exist. Not approving a list of commissioners will restrict Council’s ability 
to ensure that decision making is objective and robust. 

Community views 

17 Community views have not been sought. No community views are necessary for the 
consideration of this commissioner list. 

Costs and funding 

18 The cost associated with getting a commissioner to hear and make a decision on a resource 
management matter fall back onto the applicant. There are no cost implications for the general 
ratepayers. 

Policy Implications 

19 There are no policy implications associated with this decision.  

Analysis 

Options considered 

20 Three options exist for the committee, either update the commissioner list to a specific group of 
commissioners, update the list to the national accredited commissioner list or don’t update the 
commissioner list. 

Analysis of options 

Option 1  update the commissioner list to a specific list   

Advantages  Disadvantages  

 specific commissioners will become familiar 
with the Southland context.  

 the list will need continually updated so that 
it remains current 

 specific experience in a niche field may not 
be available on a specific list of 
commissioners (eg legal or cultural). 
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Option 2  update the commissioner list to that on the MfE website 
https://environment.govt.nz/what-government-is-doing/areas-of-work/rma/about-the-
making-good-decisions-programme-certification-for-rma-decision-makers/certificate-
holders-non-local-body-elected-members/ 

Advantages  Disadvantages  

 there is a broad diversity of skills and 
experience available to choose from 

 specific commissioners can be selected for 
niche or complex RMA decisions  

 large list to choose from. 

 
Option 3   

Advantages  Disadvantages  

 no updates are needed to current list.  the current list is outdated and there is only 
one commissioner on the list who is still 
accredited 

 available commissioner experience on 
specific technical matters is restricted. 

 

Assessment of significance 

21 The options presented in this report are not deemed to be significant. 

Recommended option 

22 Option 2 to update the commissioner list to that of the MfE website.  

23 If option 2 is adopted by the committee, when commissioners are required a selection process 
would be developed to refine the large list of suitable candidates. This selection process would 
likely be based on aspects such as commissioner experience, specific skills, an understanding of 
the Southland context and the particular issue to be deliberated. 

Next steps 

24 Update the commissioner list if that is the decision chosen. 

 

Attachments 

There are no attachments for this report.  
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