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Putting Northland first

	New RPS Discussion Document
	


Please use this form to make your comments and return to:

Freepost 139690

New RPS
Northland Regional Council

Private Bag 9021

Whangarei Mail Centre

Whangarei 0148

or email to mailroom@nrc.govt.nz 

Please attach additional sheets, if required for any further comments – thank you for your time.
	
Feedback should reach the Northland Regional Council by 17 December, 2010.


	Name
	

	Organisation (if applicable) 
	

	Postal address
	
Postcode:

	Email 
	

	Telephone number
	

	Note: We’ll be putting together a summary of all responses and publishing these on our website early next 
year.  (Please note, this may include your name/company and a summary of your comments but not your 
contacts details.)  



	We want to know what you think …
The following are some general questions to help you with your comments.  

(Have we identified the significant resource management issues for Northland?

(How do you think we should be managing those issues?

(How can we improve the integrated management of our natural and physical resources (e.g. focusing on common overarching themes across resource areas)?

(How can we make the new RPS more user-friendly (e.g. structure of the document)?

There are additional issue-specific questions below (these are also throughout the document) which have been included to assist you.  




	

	Infrastructure
Note – The options we have provided, below, are not necessarily the only options.  
· Please tick which option/s you prefer, if any. If you have other suggestions, please provide these.  

Questions:

Have we identified the right regionally significant issues?  Are there others?
Have we identified the right objectives?  Are there others?
Comments:

We need to become more resilient. Distributed electrical grid, encouraging 'green' generation, prepared for adverse weather events, less dependant on imported oil.

More emphasis given to rail and coastal shipping. Rationalise logging truck operations – trucks heading North and South with logs is an indictment on logic and resources and a threat to road users, the roads and resources – make heavy transport pay its fair share to Regional govt to cover the costs of constantly repairing the damage they do. Transit NZ only pays for Highways which are a small part of Northland’s roading infrastructure.

Encourage alternative sewerage disposal. From self contained home units to large urban systems. Consider using effluent to grow crops and treat water simultaneously – Raupo for instance – and this can then be used for fuel and heating.

· Status quo - we would continue to rely on resource consent conditions and developer / financial contributions.   Some issues will continue to be encouraged but no distinction will be made for regionally significant infrastructure that provides regional economic, cultural, environmental and social benefits.  
Comments:


Require developers to pay a significant contribution towards additional infrastructure needed, before development commences.


Options 1, 2, 3 and 4 – central approach - Options 1, 2, 3 and 4, taken together, could be the ‘core’ approach towards infrastructure in the new RPS. Each additional option therefore builds on the ’core’ to form a comprehensive package of measures.
Option 1 – improve base inventory information.

X Complete an infrastructure inventory, including asset status, gap and pressure analysis for the region. 

X Map the inventory.

X Integrate the inventory map(s) with other resource-relevant information.  
Comments:

Option 2 – produce a prioritised list for infrastructure investigation, development, improvement and ways to manage demand in the region.

· Establish an order of priorities for infrastructure. 

· Develop lists of priority infrastructure based on set criteria.

· Enhanced status quo – no prioritising but test whether each new piece of proposed infrastructure is regionally significant based on set criteria.  

Comments:

Priorities need to be established on a community and catchment basis, with significant community consultation during the process. 

Communities should be able to opt for modest growth and retention and enhancement of existing environmental and social values for their area.
Option 3 – firm regional policy direction / integrated, regionally significant infrastructure.

· Promote physical infrastructure of regional significance. 

· Encourage existing and needed physical infrastructure of local significance to be identified and managed at the district level.

· Manage the adverse effects on physical infrastructure of regional significance.  

· Manage the effects of infrastructure.  
X Promote integrated planning.  
Comments:

Option 4 – prioritise infrastructure and the land-use for it, incorporate assessment criteria and use the best practical option.

· Use inventory data to plan for existing and future regionally significant infrastructure as a priority. 

· Set down in rules and plans which infrastructure activities and applications will have priority using the assessment criteria for regionally significant infrastructure.

· Recommend or direct rules in Regional Plans and/or district rules in District Plans to manage the demand for new infrastructure.

Comments:

Options 5, 6, 7 and 8 – Any or all of these options could be added to the above as ‘complimentary options’.
· Option 5 – demand management - The new RPS could encourage or direct activities or management approaches that reduce the need for new or additional infrastructure (such as roads) by the use of good regional and urban design, and infrastructure that allows home working such as fast home broadband.  
Comments:

· Option 6 - decentralised infrastructure – The new RPS could focus on decentralising infrastructure to small communities and homeowners to reduce the pressure on public infrastructure.
Comments:

· Option 7 - infrastructure implementation plans - The new RPS could encourage or direct the use of agreed strategic Infrastructure Development Plans.  
Comments:

· Option 8 – funding - A list of regionally significant infrastructure could be used to highlight appropriate ways of funding (and prioritising that funding) for infrastructure development, maintenance, upgrading and replacement.  
Comments:

Additional Questions:
What role should the new RPS have for infrastructure in Northland? 
What combination of proposed options do you prefer, if any? How would you measure their success?
Do you agree with having a combined infrastructure section in the new RPS?
Should infrastructure, people, and/or growth be combined into one section in the new RPS? 
What infrastructure (e.g. energy) or characteristics of infrastructure (e.g. percentage of renewable) should the new 
RPS identify as regionally significant? 
Do the proposals for infrastructure effectively take into account Māori issues? 
How can non-RMA plans and strategies, such as the Regional Land Transport Strategy be better aligned through 
provisions in the new RPS?
Do you think the Regional Council should adopt more of an advocacy role or a grooming role, or a hands on develop 
role for infrastructure development, e.g. as it has on the Northland Events Centre? 
How should regional infrastructure be funded? For example, through targeted rates?
Are there any other ways, other than those listed, of encouraging effective demand management and/or
decentralised infrastructure?
Comments:




















