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Table 4: Part 4: Theme chapters
Coastal Environment

Support I
Oppose I
Neutral

Oppose

are unclear as to whether it is only those issues raised in the Issues and Objectives chapter that are
expected to have a themed chapter.

The Part 4 chapter Themes state that if the subject matter is addressed in the regional plan, then it
must be included in a 'separate' chapter on that subject. However, the Standard 3 provides for the
theme chapter headings to be parts or sub-headings. The Standard 3, and the Standard for Theme
chapter titles, seem to be inconsistent.

We seek that Standard 3 overrides the text in the Part 4 Theme chapters, to provide flexibility for
smaller councils who do not have, or want, separate chapters for all the listed themes.

Alternative, we seek that the explanation in Table 3 for each of the theme chapters be amended to
refer to Standard 3.

Table 4: Part 4: Theme chapters
Landscape, landforms & natural character
Ecosystem & indigenous biodiversity
Environmental risk

Historic heritage
Infrastructure and energy

Oppose

Council response

The coastal environment chapter will create substantial work for us to implement because it means
that we will have to either duplicate conditions from the operative Land and Water Plan rules into
the proposed Coastal Plan which may require a Schedule I variation as the Coastal Plan presently
only applies to the coastal marine area (CMA). Alternatively, when the regional plans are merged in
the future, the Coastal Plan and some Land and Water Plan provisions would need to be combined
into the Coastal Environment chapter. This latter option could also need a Schedule I public
notification process. We do not have a set timeframe for merging our regional plans, it will be fitted
around implementing the other Standard's and national policy statements.

We request that the Standard allows for either a coastal environment chapter or a coastal marine
area chapter.

We strongly oppose the requirement as worded in Part 4 Themes which requires that if a council
addresses matters on any of the themes listed in Table 4, the provisions must be included in a
chapter on that theme. This means that we will need separate chapters for the matters listed in the
left column of this submission point. However, this is inconsistent with Standard 3 for regional plan
structure, which provides for the themes to be used as part or section headings, not just chapter
headings. Having separate chapters for these theme provisions is inefficient where there are only a
small number of policies, and conditions on rules, for each theme. Standard 3 provides the ability to

Oppose



Proposed National Planning Standard Support I
Oppose I
Neutral

S-IGP: Introduction and General Provisions Standard
Standard 4c

it the following matters are addressed in the policy
statement/plan, they must be included in the
introduction section:

c. local strategic scene setting

include, for example, the small number of landscape, natural character, ecosystem, indigenous
biodiversity, heritage, and infrastructure provisions in a Special Topic chapter using these theme
titles as section sub-headings. This is a much more streamlined approach.

StronglyStandards 4,5 and 1.1.
4. if the following matters are addressed in the policy support

statement/plan, they must be included in the
Purpose section: ...

in our current Land and Water, and Coastal Plans, there are natural values, heritage and
infrastructure objectives and policies all in one chapter titled "Natural and Human Use Values". We
have very few rules specifically on these matters, so the objectives and policies in this chapter apply
to all the other theme chapters in the Regional Plan. The structure of regional plan theme chapters
does not necessarily have to copy the RPS, and in some cases it is not appropriate. For situations like
ours, the "Natural and Human Use Values" chapter in our Regional Land and Water, and Coastal
Plans could be made into a Special Topic chapter, to avoid duplicating its provisions in several theme
chapters. To do this, the explanatory text for the Special Topic theme in the Standards needs to be
amended.

5. If the following matters are addressed in the policy
statement/plan, they must be included in the
Region ond its Resources, or Description of Region

Council response

We request that flexibility be provided in the Standard for Special Topic chapters to allow for
situations where there are only a small number of provisions on themes which can be combined into
a Special Topic chapter, using the theme titles as sub-headings.

Neutral it is unclear what "local strategic scene setting" means. This should be clarified.

The option to include the matters listed as chapters in the Introduction, or to not include them, is
strongly supported. This will enable councils to include information in the Introduction, or not, as
appropriate for the region.
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or Descriptibn of the District (as relevant for the
policy statement or plan) section: ...

1.1. Local authorities must consider whether other

sections should also be included in this chapter.

Standards 7 - 1.0

7. If the following matters are to be addressed in the
policy statement/plan, they must be located in the
Stotutory Context section: (a-c)...

8. If the following matters are to be addressed in the
policy statement/plan, they must be located in the
Generolopprooch section : (a-f)...

9. If the following matters are to be addressed in the
policy statement/plan, they must be located in the
Cross boundory issues section: (a-b)...

Support
Oppose
Neutral

10. it the following matters are to be addressed in the
plan, they must be located in the Legol effect of
rules section: (a-c)...

Standard 22

22. All policy statements and plans must include a
national direction instruments chapter as set out in
Table 13: National direction instruments below.

Neutral If a council wants to include in their RPS or regional plan one of the clauses from Standards 7-10, for
example 7a, do all of the clauses under Standard 7 have to be included? it not, the flexibility to
include or not include all of the clauses in these Standards is supported.

Council response

Strongly
oppose

We are not convinced that including, in all RPS's and plans, a list of national direction instruments
and how they are being given effect to, will add value to planning documents. Such a list may
become extremely lengthy, especially in merged plans, and this seems to go against the simplifying
and streamlining principle of previous RMA amendments. Most councils will have undertaken a
process to review and give effect to the various NES and NPS's, and kept an internal record of this.
Councils can make such information available on request. The NPSFM requires councils to provide
implementation analysis to MFE, and make this publically available, so requiring the information to
be included in planning documents would be duplicating publication of this information. National
policies and standards are reviewed and changed by central government, which could create further
work for councils to list implementation of the changed national policies in RPS's and plans. The
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S-TW: Tangata Whenua (Chapter) Structure Standard
Standard 3 - 6

3. it the following matters are addressed in policy
statements and plans, they must be located in the
Recognition of IwyhopO chapter: ...

4. If the following matters are addressed in policy
statements and plans, they must be located in the
Tongoto whenuo-IOCol outhority reintionships
chapter: ...

Support I
Oppose I
Neutral

5. If the following matters are addressed in policy
statements and plans, they must be located in the
Iwi ond hopO pionning documents chapter: ...

implementation information in planning documents would potentially be outdated every year as
councils progressive Iy implement the national direction, creating more work to keep the planning
documents up to date. RMA planning documents are not the best document to record
implementation of national direction. Councils can instead make this information publically available
on their websites, in the same way that the NPSFM requires.

6. it the following matters are addressed in policy
statements and plans, they must be located in the
Consultotion chapter: ...

S-SAM: Schedules, Appendices and Maps Standard
Standard I. - 11

Mandatory directions: Numbers I - 11

Oppose

We seek that Standard 22 be either removed from the Standards, or be made optional.

We understand that the requirement to have different chapters for the matters listed may be
necessary for regions where there are a number of iwi and/or hapu. However, in the West Coast
region, there is only one iwi with two Runanga. Having four separate chapters in our RPS and regional
plans for recognition of iwi/hapu, tangata whenua-local authority relationships, iwi and hapu
planning documents, and consultation, is therefore considered unnecessary.

Council response

Neutral

We seek that Standards 3-6 provide the option to include these matters as parts, sections or sub-
headings within a chapter, the same as Standard 3 for RPS and plan structure.

Additionally, if a council wants to include in their RPS or regional plan one of the clauses from
Standards 3-6, for example the third point under Standard 6, do all of the other clauses under
Standard 6 have to be included? If not, the flexibility to include or not include all of the clauses in
these Standards is supported.

We seek that the clauses in Standards 3-6 be given a lower case letter to be consistent with other
Standards with clauses, not the 'hyphen' symbol.

Support The standards are generally supported as they appear to not place any onerous requirements on the
WCRC to change the schedules in our regional plans.

We request that the Standards as proposed be retained.

10
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F-I: Electronic Accessibility and Functionality Standard
Table 1.8: Standards I. - ,. 6

F-2: Mapping Standard
Standard 4

When the District Plan Structure (S-DP), Regional Plan
Structure (S-RP) and/or Combined Plan Structure (S-
CP) Standards are adopted, the symbols provided in
Table 22 below must be applied in maps and ePlans
when required.

Support I
Oppose I
Neutral

Support

F-5: Chapter Form Standard
Table 26: Rule Table

We generally support these Standards, most of them are straightforward and already met in our
current electronic copies of Regional Plans on our website. Those Standards not yet implemented
will not take a significant amount of time for staff to meet. This will pull all those layers and overlays
onto one set of maps, and this will give full information to lay people who want to see what applies
to their land or a site of interest.

F-6: Status of Rules and Other Text and Numbering Form Standard
Table 28: Numbering table

At some time in the future we will be looking at combining our regional plans into one document,
but this won't be happening within 12 months of gazettal of the Standards. in relation to Standard
16, is there a timeframe to be applied to plans that are merged in the future? Our preference would
be to have no timeframe.

CM-,.: Definitions Standard
Numerous definitions from the RMA are included in Oppose
the Standards.

Neutral

Council response

We seek confirmation that the symbols in Table 22 are only required to be included in plans if the
features represented by the symbols are provided in plans, for example noise contours, and the
coastal environment. If so, a statement should be included in Standard 4 to make this explicit.

Neutral Currently all of our regional plan rules sections are not structured in the table format proposed in
this Standard. While we are not opposed to changing the structure of the rules to make them easier
for Plan users to follow, we want to make you aware that implementing this Standard may take
considerable work.

We request that there be options with using the abbreviated codes for chapters, to allow for the
changes we have requested earlier in our submission on the chapter themes.

Some of the definitions within the definitions Standards are the same terms as in the RMA, and we
think there is little value in duplicating these in RPS's and plans. The Hearing Panel for the proposed
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Bore:

a) means any hole constructed into the ground that is
used to-

(i) investigate or monitor conditions below the ground
surface; or
(ii) abstract liquid substances from the ground; or
(iii) discharge liquid substances into the ground; but
(b) it does not include test pits and soak holes

Support I
Oppose I
Neutral

West Coast RPS (which included independent commissioners with considerable planning
experience) recommended removing definitions in the RPS Glossary that are repeated directly from
the RMA as they '^erve no useful purpose ond Qinounts to urinecessory duplicotion". Staff agree with
the Hearing Panel recommendation.

Cleanfill means an area used for the disposal of Oppose
exclusively inert, non-decomposing material

Partly
oppose

We request that any RMA definition be removed from the Standards definitions.

it is unclear what is actually covered in this definition. The term "bore" is used in our Regional Land
and Water Plan for groundwater bores and pumping tests. However, clause to could capture drilling
of a rock core sample, or drilling for geotechnical testing. Effects of "bores" and "drilling" can be
different, and it would potentially mean changes to our permitted groundwater takes and
earthworks rules if we have to include the proposed definition in the Plan as it is currently worded.
Drilling is addressed in our Plan under earthworks rules. To avoid confusion, the Standards definition
should be clarified to state that it applies to water bores. The confusion could also be avoided by
adding a maximum bore size to avoid drilling being classed as a bore. Drilling a water bore and
drilling for other purposes have the same initial process, so it is unclear from this definition when it
goes from being a bore to being a drill hole.

Council response

it is also unclear whether "test pits" includes pump tests, the latter is different to test pits. Pump
tests check for the groundwater pressure when investigating drilling for a water bore. Test pits are
generally open pits used to investigate ground conditions such as soakage or mineral availability or
to form an infiltration gallery.

We request that the definition is either removed from the Standards, or clarified.

This definition refers to an area rather than the types of materials that can be classed as cleanfill,
which does not provide guidance for our consents staff. Our L&WP defines cleanfill in terms of the
materials that can be buried, and is copied from the MFE website definition, with an additional
clause co:

Cleanfill is motoriol thot when buried will hove no odverse effect on people or the environment.
Cleonfill motoriol includes virgin noturol motoriols such OS CIOy, soil ond rock, ond other inert
motoriols such OS concrete or brick thot ore free of:
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Oppose I
Neutral

Drain means any artificial watercourse, open or piped, Oppose
that is designed and constructed, or used, for the
purpose of the drainage of surface or subsurface
water.

(0) Combustible, putrescible, degrodoble orleochoble components
to) Hozordous substonces
(c) Products or motoriols derived from hozordous woste treotment, hozordous woste

stobilisotion or hozordous woste disposolproctices
(d) Motoriols thot inoy present o risk to humon or on jinol health such o medicol or vetorinory

woste, OSbestos or rodiooctive substonces
(e) Li^uid woste
(f) Protruding fahforcing, ony re^^forcing must be cut offfrom the concrete foce

The MFE website also defines cleanfill as "ony 10ndfill thot occepts only cleonfill motoriol OS
defined obove". However, cleanfill is not only disposed of at landfill, it is often buried on building
sites to replace boggy soils to provide a stronger, more stable foundation for buildings.

We request that the Standards definition of cleanfill be amended as follows :

Cleanfill means an area used for the bunol or disposal of onI cleon ill motoriol OS de med obove.

Council response

We also request that Councils are able to use their definition of "cleanfill material" to provide
guidance on what materials comprise cleanfill, as it is managaed as a discharge to land by regional
councils under section 15 of the RMA.

The proposed Standards definition is different to the WCRC definition in our Land and Water Plan:

Drain refers to on ortfficiol chonnel or subsud'oce conduit (e. g. mole drum, tile droin or droinoge
tunnel or roodside swole) constructed for the purpose of:
. Collecting ond diverting sulfoce runofi; but o1so includes worer collected from seoled sulfoces with

n0 o550cioted reticuloted stormwoter system such OS foodside swoles ond concrete di^h swoles, or
. Intercepting groundwoter in order to lower the worer tobie or divert writer (excluding o worer

roce), ond directing it to o receiving worer body.
. The chonnelmust notihcorporote the bed of on existing river or creek, or the worerfrom the bed

of on existing river or creek. The hollows of humped ond hollowed 10nd ore considered drums.
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Oppose I
Neutral

While the first bullet point of our Plan definition is similar to the Standards definition, the third point
is not covered. This matter is in our Plan definition as we have had, and occasionally do still have,
problems about differentiating between drains and waterbodies. Drains can often be permanently
flowing due to the amount of rain on the West Coast.

As Standards 3(c) and (d) in the Definitions section do not allow councils to have minor variations of
the proposed definitions to reflect local circumstances, the third bullet point would be relegated to
non-regulatory good practice guidance which could potentially create more work and costs for our
Council. Consents and compliance staff may have to spend more time explaining or justifying non-
compliance decisions on drains that intercept groundwater or are constructed in river beds.
Enforcement action on such non-compliance with the (repealed) Plan definition could also be
difficult to undertake as the non-regulatory definitions would not hold much weight in the
Environment Court. This could potentially result in outcomes that are contrary to Section 6
protection requirements, where drains taking groundwater or located in a riverbed remove water
away from significant wetlands, threatening their existence.

Council response

If the proposed definition of "drain" is gazetted unchanged, some of the Rules in our Land and Water
Plan may need changing under the proposed Standards definition. For example, Rule 79(b)(v) for on-
site sewage effluent discharges to land does not permit discharges to be within 20m of a drain. Since
the Standards definition of a 'drain' includes a piped drain, a sewage effluent discharge would not
adversely affect the quality of the water within a piped drain. This means condition (b)(v) will need
amending to exclude piped drains. So we question why the definition includes "piped" drains. This
may also become an issue if other legislation requires drains to be fenced, as it would not be
appropriate or necessary for a piped drain to be fenced.

Furthermore, the definition of "water" under Section 2 of the RMA does not include water in any
form while in any pipe. The purpose of a drain is to remove water from an area. So if water within
a pipe is not considered to be "water" under the RMA definition, then water within a pipe which
acts as a drain cannot be considered "water" under this definition.

We seek that the definition be either removed from the Standards, or the words "or piped" be
removed from the definition.
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Earthworks

Means any land disturbance that changes the existing
ground contour or ground level.

Land disturbance means the alteration to land,
including by moving, cutting, placing, filling or
excavation of soil, cleanfill, earth or substrate land.

Support I
Oppose I
Neutral

Strongly
oppose

Our Land and Water Plan defines earthworks as "the disturbonce of soil or eorth by ony meons
including excovotion (including subsud'oce), tunnelling, drill^^g, innlling, 10nd rehobil^totion or
restorotibn, stockpiling, dumping of soil or sond, ond the construction I reconstruction of ony truck,
embonkment, or drumoge chonnel. "....

Some earthworks activities do not change the ground contour, such as tunnelling for an
underground mine, drilling, or where material is removed and refilled. These activities could have
the effect of altering the soil profile and hydrology, so they need to be done in accordance with
permitted rule conditions, or by resource consent conditions. If the proposed Standards definition
is gazetted as currently worded, such earthworks would not have to meet permitted rule or consent
conditions, and could result in adverse environmental effects that are not managed.

Council response

While the Standards definition for land disturbance covers some types of earthworks activities in
our Plan definition, it does not include drilling which generally does not alter land. There seems to
be little benefit from having separate definitions for both "earthworks" and "land disturbance" and
the Section 32 Report does not provide the detail to justify this.

As Standards 3(c) and (d) in the Definitions section do not allow councils to have variations of the
proposed definitions to reflect local circumstances, the second and third bullet points would be
relegated to non-regulatory good practice guidance which could potentially create more work and
costs for our Council. Consents and compliance staff may have to spend more time explaining or
justifying non-compliance decisions on earthworks that retains the ground contour but adversely
affects the hydrology. Enforcement action on such non-compliance with the (repealed) Plan
definition could also be difficult to undertake as the non-regulatory definitions would not hold much
weight in the Environment Court. This could potentially result in outcomes that are contrary to
Section 6 protection requirements, for example, where hydrology which maintains significant
wetlands is disrupted.

Earthworks is one of the most common resource management activities in the West Coast region.
Significant revision of our Land and Water Plan may be required if the proposed definition is not
changed to ensure that it applies to other types of disturbance.
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Infrastructure

(a) pipelines that distribute or transmit natural or
manufactured gas, petroleum, biofuel, or geothermal
energy:

(b) a network for the purpose of telecommunication as
defined in section 5 of the Telecommunications Act
2001:

(c) a network for the purpose of radiocommunication
as defined in section 2(,.) of the Radiocommunications
Act 1989:

Support I
Oppose I
Neutral

(d) facilities for the generation of electricity, lines used
or intended to be used to convey electricity, and
support structures for lines used or intended to be
used to convey electricity, excluding facilities, lines,
and support structures if a person-

to uses them in connection with the
generation of electricity for the person's use;
and

Strongly
oppose

We request that the land disturbance and earthworks definition be combined, and either be
amended to include subsurface earthworks that are referred to in our Plan definition, or remove the
earthworks definition from the Standards.

Our Regional Policy Statement, and Regional Plans have a definition of Regional Iy Significant
Infrastructure (RSI), which generally includes the types of infrastructure listed in the proposed
definition, as well as the Regional Council flood protection structures. Our Plan definition has
different detail to the proposed Standard, which is relevant to the infrastructure in our region, as it
is critical Iy important for the West Coast's economic and social wellbeing. Given our remoteness,
this infrastructure needs to be protected from being adversely affected by other activities that
constrain the efficiency and effectiveness of the infrastructure's operation. Our Plan definition
therefore elevates the listed infrastructure to being regional Iy significant, and does not include all
infrastructure. If the Standards definition is gazetted as currently worded, our RSI loses its
significance status, along with the important role that the Council's flood protection structures have
in protecting communities from natural hazards. This is inconsistent with the National Policy
Statements for Electricity Transmission and Renewable Electricity Generation, as well as Section 6(h)
for managing significant natural hazard risk.

(ii) does not use them to generate any
electricity for supply to any other person:

(e) a water supply distribution system, including a
system for irrigation:

co a drainage or sewerage system:

Council response

The Definitions Standards 3(b) does not allow a similar term to be used in RPS's and plans, and it is
unclear whether Standard 3(c), which allows definitions that ".... only OPPly to o subcotegory or
narrower OPPlicotion of o term".... would allow us to keep our RSI definition. If not, substantial
changes will be needed to our RSI chapter in the proposed RPS which is due to have Decisions
released shortly, as well as changes to the RSI provisions in our Land and Water Plan.

Regional Land and Water Plan Glossary
RegionalIy significant infrastructure means:
i) facilities for the generation of more than I MW of electricity and its supporting infrastructure
where the electricity generated is supplied to the electricity distribution and transmission networks;
ii) the National Grid and electricity distribution and transmission networks defined as the system of
transmission lines, sub transmission and distribution feeders and all associated substations and
other works to convey electricity;
iii) pipelines and gas facilities used for the transmission and distribution of natural and manufactured
gas;

1.6
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(g) structures for transport on land by cycleways, rail
roads, walkways, or any other means:

(h) facilities for the loading or unloading of cargo or
passengers transported on land by any means:

co an airport as defined in section 2 of the Airport
Authorities Act 1966:

in a navigation installation as defined in section 2 of the
Civil Aviation Act 1990:

(k) facilities for the loading or unloading of cargo or
passengers carried by sea, including a port related
commercial undertaking as defined in section 2(,.) of
the Port Companies Act 1988:

Support I
Oppose I
Neutral

(1) anything described as a network utility operation in
regulations made for the purposes of the definition of
network utility operator in section 1.66.

Quarry
means an area of land where the excavation, with or
without the processing, of minerals and other solid
natural substances occurs.

iv) the road and rail networks as mapped in the Regional Land Transport Strategy;
v) the Westport, Greymouth, and Hokitika airports;
vi) the Regional Council stopbanks;
vii) telecommunications and radio communications facilities;
viii) public or community sewage treatment plants and associated reticulation and disposal systems;
ix) public water supply intakes, treatment plants and distribution systems;
xi public or community drainage systems, including stormwater systems; and
xi) the ports of Westport and Greymouth.

Reclamation

Means the in filling of any part of a water body, bed of
lake or river or part of water body or coastal marine
area, to create permanent land, and includes any
embankment or causeway, but does not include beach

We request that either the Standards definition be made optional for councils to include in RPS's
and plans, or remove it from the Standards.

Council response

Oppose The terms "excavation" and "minerals" in the proposed definition would capture alluvial and black
sand mining. This is not appropriate as these activities are not quarrying.

Oppose

We request that the definition for "quarry" be removed from the Standards, or the definition is
amended to avoid it capturing mining.

This definition as currently worded could capture rock protection structures under Rule 28 in our
L&WP. This should not be the intent of the reclamation definition; we understand that the common
purpose of reclamation is to create an area of land that can be used for land-based activities. in
contrast, the purpose of rock protection structures is to protect adjoining land from the adverse
effects of flooding or erosion. Such structures do not reclaim land at all.
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re-nourishment or any deposition of material or
in filling that is not permanent.

Small scale renewable electricity generation
Means renewable electricity generation which does
not exceed a power rating of 20kW

Support I
Oppose I
Neutral

Oppose

Stormwater means water from natural precipitation Partly
(including any contaminants it contains) that flows oppose
over land or structures (including a network), to a
water body or the coastal marine area.

We request that the definition be amended to exclude hazard protection works.

The Standards definition is problematic for us to implement. Although our Land and Water Plan
doesn't have a definition for small-scale renewable electricity generation, our Rule 41 for water take
and use or diversion for small scale hydro electricity generation permits takes up to 200 litres per
second, along with other conditions. This is appropriate in a region that has plentiful water resources
and sloping land. Limiting the water take and other aspects of the generation, rather than the
amount of kilowatts produced, is a more effects-based approach. We understand that the amount
of electricity produced from small-scale hydro generation varies considerably depending on the
volume of water used, the head (height/distance that the water drops), the steepness of slope and
size of pipe, amongst other things. Such variation makes it difficult to attribute a kilowatt limit to
small scale operations. For example, a take of 200L/second with a 15 metre long head would
generate approximately 20kW. On the West Coast, we have various takes of 1.25L/sec with a 36
metre head, 1.00L/sec with a loom head, and 20L/sec with a 600m head occurring. Another
generation activity in South Westland generates 22kW, making the 20kw limit arbitrary. Anything
over this may unnecessarily require a resource consent. Small-scale hydro electricity generation
mostly diverts the water back into the creek or river after use, and is a small-footprint, low impact
activity that is encouraged in this region.

Council response

We request that the definition be removed from the Standards.

The proposed definition includes contaminants in stormwater, which could be interpreted as
allowing contaminants in stormwater. Our Plan definitions do not have the term "contaminants" in
them so that they do not give a misleading impression that this is permitted. We are unsure why
"contaminant" is included in the Standards definition; the Section 32 Report and the Guidance
Document do not explain this. The Standards definition could inadvertently allow stormwater to be
directed over a contaminated site as a permitted activity under our Plan rules, making the water
contaminated. If the proposed definition becomes gazetted as currently worded, this will potentially
mean that we would have to change our stormwater rules.

We seek that the wording "(including any contaminants it contains)" be deleted.

1.8
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Your	submission	to	Draft	first	set	of	National
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Roderick	Aldridge,	Roderick	Francis	David	Aldridge

Reference	no:	48

Clause
Overarching	comment
Notes
I	agree	with	the	purpose	of	the	Draft	first	set	of	National	Planning	Standards	"The	planning	standards	are	intended	to	improve
consistency	in	plan	and	policy	statement	structure,	format	and	content	so	they	are	easier	to	prepare,	understand,	compare	and
comply	with.	The	standards	are	also	intended	to	reduce	the	complexity	and	cost	of	creating	plans	and	policy	statements,	and	make
plans	and	policy	statements	more	user	friendly."	My	main	concerns	are	that	the	standards	should	be	as	simple	and	flexible	as
possible,	that	the	standards	should	not	prevent	change	to	adapt	to	changing	circumstances,	and	that	Open	Standards	be	used
throughout.	Open	Standards	are	necessary	to	ensure	that	data	can	be	gathered,	accessed,	exchanged,	and	compared	consistently
for	all	purposes.	In	particular	it	is	necessary	for	the	best	use	to	be	made	of	the	data	for	purposes	that	may	not	have	been	thought	of,
and	so	that	the	public	can	interact	easily	with	the	planning	process,	not	just	just	experts	and	large	organisations	that	can	afford	large
expenses.




























