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Will revisiting council liability
improve the consenting process

By Janine Stewart and Mark Lin

While it is unclear whether a risk-based
approach will necessarily improve the
consenting process, the regime pushes
the building industry in the right direction
– considering the reallocation of risk

The Minister for Building and Construction, Jenny Salesa, has instructed her
officials to explore options for rebalancing risk and liability in the building process so that parties take appropriate responsibility for their work.
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