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 Tena koutou katoa. I’m Stuart Crosby, President of Local Government New Zealand, the peak

body that represents all 78 regional and territorial authorities in New Zealand.

 We would like to thank the Environment Select Commit for giving us the opportunity to speak to

you directly today to present our sector’s views on the exposure draft of the Natural and Built

Environment Bill.

 We have made an extensive submission as part of the consultation process, which broadly

reflects the views of all metro, rural, provincial and regional councils in New Zealand.

 It is augmented by extensive legal, economic and practitioner analysis and advice.

 Our motive for doing so is clear: when it comes to the operational part of the RMA it is councils

who do 95 per cent of the heavy lifting.

 We know first-hand how challenging and frustrating that job is when the tools we use are not fit

for purpose

 As a result of system failure we as a country have failed both the natural and built environments

over the last 30 years.

 BUT in looking to fix this system we need to ensure that what replaces it is fit for purpose.

 It is with this goal in mind that we assessed the NBA exposure draft, and we adopted a

principles-based approach to do this.

 These principles were widely engaged and agreed with on by our sector and give us a lens

through which to assess the changes on the table.

 These seven principles are:

ONE: The RM system must promote environmental sustainability and the needs of future 

generations AND provide for the present well-being of people and communities.  

TWO: Those that are accountable for policies, and their implementation, need to have a meaningful 

role and say in the development of those policies. 

THREE: Where information is incomplete, and where there are competing values, decisions must be 

taken by those with a democratic mandate to so. 

FOUR: Planning decisions should be taken at the level of those most directly affected, which means 

retaining a strong degree of local planning. 

FIVE: Issues of national importance need clear and comprehensive national policy direction. 

SIX: RM legislation needs to adequately reflect a commitment to partnership under the Treaty of 

Waitangi. 

SEVEN: Successful reforms of the RMA will require a carefully designed transition to minimise 

unintended consequences and unreasonable transaction costs.   

 Assessing the exposure draft against these principles give us a lot to like with what is being

proposed.

 This is particularly so in the areas of national direction and a greater role for Maori in the

planning system.

 However, when it comes providing for people and the environment, accountability and

representation, democratic decision-making, and retaining local voice in planning, we are of the

view that further work is needed.



 In addition, we are concerned the exposure draft has not adequately reflected the lessons from 

the RMA – specifically around what NOT to do. 

 All these issues are set out in our submission, and with me today to discuss them are:  

o James Palmer, Chief Executive at Hawkes Bay Regional Council;  

o David Allen, a partner at Buddle Findlay who specialises in resource management, 

natural environment and resource law; and 

o Jason Krupp, Deputy Chief Executive at LGNZ in charge of policy;  

 In making these remarks let me make clear our intention. 

 We share the goals of this reform 

 We want a system that better protects the environment and enables growth within limits 

 A system that is more efficient and provides certainty. 

 But that can only be done if central government and local government work more closely in 

partnership as these reforms progress. 

 Top-down legislative processes need to be matched with bottom-up operational experience. 

 I give you a commitment from the local government sector that we stand ready to engage in 

that partnership. 

 I will now hand over to James. 

 

Concluding remarks 

 I want to thank you again for giving us such an extensive opportunity to engage with you today 

on this import piece of legislative change. 

 There are two points I want to emphasise before taking questions. 

 The first is urge the Committee members resist the temptation to think that the RMA is so 

broken that anything has to be better.  

 As our submission and presentation today make clear that careful thought and consideration 

needs to be applied to ensure the cure is not worse than the disease. 

 Secondly, I want to again give you our commitment that we want to work very closely with the 

Government to design and deliver a truly fit for purpose Resource Management system. 

 Thank you. 

 

 

 

 


