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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.  




	Climate Change
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:

Is climate change a regionally significant issue that needs to be addressed by the new RPS?
If climate change is a regionally significant issue have we identified the right issues?  Are there others?
Comments:

With much of Northland’s infrastructure being located on low-lying coastal areas, the implications of climate change and potentially rising sea levels mean these issues are indeed significant.


Adapting versus mitigating

Questions: 
Should the new RPS focus solely on adapting to a changing climate (leaving mitigation to central government) or does local/regional level mitigation also need to be addressed in the new RPS? 

Do you think that climate change should be a ‘stand alone’ section in the new RPS or should the ‘effects’ of climate change be integrated into other sections of the new RPS (for example, natural hazards, water quantity, coastal management, infrastructure and regional growth)?
Comments:

Adapting to climate change should be considered across a range of sections of the RPS. In some areas (such as infrastructure) this could mean hard decisions will need to be made soon so that planning to accommodate those changes and investment in adaptation is budgeted for in a timely manner rather than having to having to fix facilities once damage has occurred. 

Local and regional mitigation measures could actually provide a boost to the Northland economy and there is plenty of scope in this respect to be inventive, e.g. encouraging and supporting renewable power generation, especially on a distributed grid basis, thus increasing Northland’s resilience and independence.

Likewise, carbon sink initiatives could create jobs in permanent forest restoration and organic horticulture and agriculture as these land use practices build up the carbon content of soils – with benefits to both soil and plant health and reduction of atmospheric carbon.


Increase in uncertainty

· Status quo – wait for central government to provide high level direction.
· Identify ‘Northland specific’ climate change figures that must be incorporated into resource consent/plan change decisions.
· Identify and promote “win-win” strategies that are able to deal with climate uncertainty and provide benefits even in the absence of climate change.
· Adopt a precautionary approach to decisions where full information on effects is not available at the time of decision-making, particularly where there is a high level of uncertainty and where decisions are effectively irreversible.
· Integrate climate change risk assessment into Council decision-making processes (especially in relation to new infrastructure, coastal development and development in hazard zones).
Comments:

Question: 
Due to the current level of uncertainty surrounding climate change predictions Council would prefer to promote “win-win” strategies, not adopt Northland specific standards, and await central government direction.  Do you agree?
Comments:

Creating resilient communities through local adaptation and mitigation.

· Follow central government legislation and direction.

· Invest in more research and education to assess possible climate change impacts and their implications for Northland.

· Promotion of land use change to create new forests or assistance for land/forest owners to join the Emissions Trading Scheme. 

· Support and promote opportunities for diversifying our regional economic base – focusing on opportunities that reduce green house gas emissions and benefit the economy.

· Promotion of better urban design and more compact/sustainable communities. 
· Promotion of energy efficiency and an increase in the uptake of locally produced renewable energy across Northland.
Comments:

1. Leave Fossil fuels in the ground

2. Develop alternative, renewable energy generation

3. Support the development of a ‘distributed grid’.

4. Plan for regional resilience, i.e. less dependence on resources from outside the region will enable Northland’s communities to thrive even in the event of extreme weather events.

5. Prioritise the development of Integrated Catchment Management Plans with emphasis on planting and land use adaptations to reduce the soil loss accompanying heavy rain events – these being a likely local consequence of climate change..

6. Require the installation of rainwater tanks on new buildings – and encourage retro-fitting of tanks on older buildings. This both buffers the effects of storm water inundation and alleviates municipal water shortages.

Questions: 
Is there sufficient community and landowner awareness of climate change and the ‘risks’ associated with climate change in the region?

Would you be willing to pay more rates (regional and/or district) in order to avoid or mitigate any effects of climate change?

Comments:

Worsening of existing natural hazards by climate change.

· Follow central government legislation and direction.

X Increased education and research regarding the link between climate change and increased risk of natural hazards in Northland.
X Require all planning for natural hazards (including hazard zoning) to factor in the potential effects of climate change.
Comments:

Question: 
Council would prefer to await central government direction.  Do you agree?

Comments:

Climate change potential should be addressed at all sections of the regional policy statement. Mitigation should also be addressed, e.g. via energy policies and catchment management. Don’t wait for central government lead.





