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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.  




	Integrated Management
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:

Resource allocation: 

The cumulative effect of multiple activities on our resources should be recognised when considering applications for resource consents. 

Resource allocation (especially water) should be considered on a catchment basis with full evaluation of the effects of that extraction and use on the catchment as a whole. Longer term planning for management should prioritise ‘future-proofing’ the resource and should ensure social equity in its use (not just allocation on a ‘first in first served basis’).

· Setting and integrating an overarching community vision for (resource management in) Northland.
Comments:

Resource management should be based on the ‘strong sustainability’ model in which both the economy and society are seen as needing to work within natural environmental limits. Protection and enhancement of the natural environment within growth areas should be considered a primary constraint.


· Investigate the opportunities to transfer or delegate Council functions where this will result in more effective or efficient resource management. 
Comments:

Partnerships:
Partnerships between local government, tangata whenua and community groups should be actively pursued to enable community responsibility as Kaitiaki to be exercised to its full potential. Resourcing community groups via realistic ‘partnership funding’ will assist to grow this community commitment and the skill base within the community.

Question:

What overlapping functions should be transferred between Regional and District Councils or to other agencies (including iwi authorities) and why?
Comments:

Monitoring of water quality, biodiversity and other environmental indicators can, in many instances, best be carried out by local resident groups, especially hapu groups. Local government can support these groups with resources and expertise, with the medium-term aim of growing the local skill base and community responsibility. This will lead to efficiencies in that the closer affinity of local communities to there own environment makes them well-motivated managers and kaitiaki and the costs of importing outside expertise will be minimised.
X Require the development of integrated catchment management plans to address ‘high priority issues’ within ‘high priority’ catchments.
Comments:

Integrated Catchment Management Plans.
ICMPs are an essential tool to ensure balanced consideration of resource use. The cost of not developing and utilising such plans is potentially very high, given the potential loss of the ‘free services’ provided by a healthy environment.

Priority issues to be managed include:

· Non-point contamination of waterways

· Over-grazing and uncontrolled vegetation clearing on steep land – because these activities can lead to erosion of soils, over-nutrification and sedimentation of streams and harbours with subsequent loss of recreational and fishing values.

· Loss of biodiversity.

Question:

Given the significant costs involved, are integrated catchment management plans a realistic management approach?  
If so, what are the priority catchments and why?  
What are the priority issues to be managed and why?
Comments:

Community driven catchment plans can be an effective tool for improving water quality outcomes and can be cost-effective as they draw on local knowledge and increase local understanding of the issues through the process of formulating and implementing the plan.

· Encourage the combination of Northland’s three Regional Plans.
Comments:

The Air, Coastal, and Soil and Water plans need to evolve with reference to each other. However, combining all three into a single plan would make for an unwieldy document which is potentially less accessible for the general public to engage with.


Question:

Are there problems having three separate Regional Plans?  
If so, what are they?  
How should they be fixed?
Comments:

Encourage / support opportunities for shared services between Councils.
Comments:

  Shared Services

Earthworks, vegetation removal and the protection of our historic heritage and biodiversity should be controlled via Regional Plans and rules enacted to ensure compliance at all levels of local government.

Joint hearings should be utilised to achieve more integrated management.
Question:

Should we continue to investigate the potential of a ‘virtual one plan’?
Comments:

Increasing the use of technology to create a ‘virtual one plan’ and online tracking of resource applications has the potential to make it easier for the public to engage with local government more effectively.

· Encourage greater co-ordination and collaboration between Councils and other agencies during the plan development and resource consent process.

Comments:

Question:
What roles and functions of Regional and District Councils could be better managed and how?

Comments:

Regional Council could be more proactive in setting standards, e.g. for water quality, giving clear goals to be achieved via district plans and rules.
· Develop or require the development of a joint monitoring strategy for the region.
Comments:

Monitoring
Set baseline standards e.g. for water quality and require rules to be set that specify remedial action to be taken when standards are breached.

Support hapu groups to develop and utilise locally appropriate monitoring protocols for water quality and biodiversity.

Question:
What aspects of our environment are not currently well monitored?

Should the RPS set a framework or strategy for wider monitoring of the four well-beings – cultural, social, economic and environment?

What do you think are the key indicators of wise resource management?

Comments:

Currently a number of aspects of the environment are not well monitored, specifically retention and health of soils and maintenance of wetlands.

Key indicators of wise resource management include: 
· A community that is empowered to participate in policy formulation, planning, monitoring and management of their environment
· Retention of natural habitats and the biodiversity they support
· A built environment that reflects the unique cultural and historic influences that provide a sense of place for a cohesive community.



















