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Su b m iss ion  t o  Gre a t e r  We llin gt on  Re gion a l Cou n cil’s  Prop ose d  Pla n  Ch a n ge  1 t o  t h e  
Na t u ra l Re sou rce s  Pla n  Con su lt a t ion . 
 
Ge n e ra t ion  Ze ro’s  su b m iss ion  

In t rod u ct ion  
 
Genera tion  Zero would  like  to  subm it the  fo llowing conside ra tions regard ing the  proposed  
regiona l policy to  the  Grea te r Wellington  Regiona l Council’s Proposed  Plan  Change  1 to  the  
Natu ra l Resources Plan  Consu lta tion . 
 
Genera tion  Zero  is an  organ isa tion  of young people  a round Aotearoa  who advoca te  for clim ate  
justice  th rough  com m unity led  actions. We  were  e stab lished  in  2011 to  crea te  loca lised  clim ate  
action  and  ensure  tha t ranga tah i have  a  voice  in  the  clim ate  m ovem ent. We  fe lt tha t clim ate  
action  was be ing side-lined  in  public and  politica l spaces in  Aotearoa , and  tha t the  people  m ost 
a ffected  by clim ate  change , including ranga tah i, were  not be ing heard .  
 
We  hold  a  vision  for the  Wellington  region  with  spaces where  a ll people  a re  ab le  to  live  well: 
where   tangata  whenua  a re  included  and  equ itab ly represen ted  in  dem ocra tic processes of 
wate r m anagem ent; com m unitie s a re  re silien t to  the  fu tu re  e ffects of clim ate  change ; and  green  
and  b lue  spaces a re  free , accessib le , and  in  abundance . 
 
Su p p or t  fo r  m a n a  w h e n u a  
 
Earlie r th is year we  had  the  privilege  of visiting Ngati toa  kura  (school)  a s a  part of our art 
com petition  to  ge t young people  across the  Wellington  region  im agin ing what a  clim ate  sa fe  
fu tu re  would  look like  to  them . The  tam ariki spoke  to  us abou t how a  clim ate  safe  fu tu re  for 
them  is in trinsic with  a  hea lthy harbour and  rive r. They wan ted to  be  ab le  to  collect ka i m oana  
like  the ir tipuna  d id , and  they wan ted  to  be  ab le  to  swim  in  the  harbour safe ly.  The  Mana  
whenua  of the  Porirua  ca tchm ent, Ngā ti Toa  have  a  rich  cu ltura l he ritage  tha t is  deeply 
in te rtwined  with  the  m oana . The  curren t qua lity of wate r d isproportiona te ly a ffects the ir physica l 
hea lth  and  a lso  jeopard izes the  cu ltu ra l p ractices and  m ātauranga  tha t re in force  them . Th is a lso  
im pacts m ana  whenua  across the  Wellington  region .  
 
As Genera tion  Zero we  wan t to  tau toko the  dream s of these  tam ariki as the  standard  to  reach , 
as if they a re  ab le  to  collect ka i m oana from  the  harbour th is will ind ica te  tha t the  hea lth  of the  
wate rways ea rlie r in  the  ca tchm ent is  a t a  good  standard .  
 
Su b m iss ion  p o in t s  
 
We support the  recom m endations for im proving the  hea lth  and  we llbe ing of coasta l wate rbodies 
towards Te  Mana  o  te  Wai in  Waitua ta  Te  Whanganu i-a -ta ra . 
 
Te  Mana  o  Te  Wai is  the  cen tra l focus of the  NPS-FM 2020 and  m ust be  ‘given  e ffect’ to  as 
opposed  to  ‘conside red  and  recogn ised’.  Th is crea te s a  strong requ irem ent to  give  e ffect to  
com m unity and  m ana  whenua  va lues.  It’s notab le  tha t the  ob liga tions iden tified  by Kāhu i Wai 
Māori were  ranked  in  a  h ie ra rchy; with  the  hea lth  and  we llbe ing of wate r bodies and  freshwate r 



ecosystem s taking precedence  ove r the  needs of people  and  the ir socia l, econom ic, and  cu ltu ra l 
we llbe ing. 
 
We  suggest th is be  im plem ented  in  sections such  as 4.6 on  Biodive rsity, where  “m ain ta in  or 
where  practicab le  restore” cou ld  focus on  im provem ent as we ll as re stora tion .  The  curren t 
word ing presen ts restora tion  as op tiona l, a s suggested  by the  use  of ‘or’, and  ‘where  practicab le ’ 
crea tes an  easy opt ou t of re stora tion .  We  suggest tha t the  goa l of policy shou ld  not sim ply be  
m ain tenance  bu t im provem ent of fre shwate r hea lth  for fu tu re  gene ra tions.  Th is would  be  m ore  
in  line  with  the  princip les of stewardsh ip  and  Kaitiakitanga  inhe ren t to  Te  Mana  o  te  Wai. 
 
We  support the  em phasis on  coasta l rece iving environm ents desp ite  th is not be ing a  
requ irem ent of the  NPS-2020 and  be lieve  th is to  be  a  good choice  of d irection .  Th is a ligns with  
the  se t ob jectives of a  holistic wate r hea lth  approach  and  a lso  a ligns with  te  a ra  Wairua  o te  Wai 
(the  pa thway and  sp irit of the  wate r) va lues iden tified  th rough  com m unity engagem ent.   
 
We  recogn ise  tha t the re  is  a  need  for regu la tions to  be  practica l and  practicab le .  However we  
encourage  am bition  in  pursu ing TAS and  coasta l wate r ob jectives.  The refore  we  endorse  the  
TAS objective  of Option  1 (ach ieving goa ls by 2040) as opposed  to  2050/2060, because  the  
shorte r tim efram e  would  incen tivise  grea te r innovation .  It wou ld  a lso  be  pragm atic to  have  
in te rim  ta rge ts as we ll, a s m ore  options cou ld  m ake  the  tim efram e  le ss d ivisive . 
 
It is  worth  h igh ligh ting tha t the  cost of wastewate r im provem ents has been  assessed  in  
pred icted  cost to  ra te -paye rs bu t does not quan tify a  cost benefit ana lysis due  to  socia l and  
cu ltu ra l benefits  be ing unquan tifiab le .  It is  true  tha t m any of the  bene fits  of im proving 
wastewate r system s a re  not quan tifiab le .  However we  would  like  to  poin t ou t tha t the  m one ta ry 
cost of not im proving such  system s ove r the  next 40 years has not been  assessed .  Wastewate r 
in frastructu re  needs to  be  re silien t to  factor changes such  as projected  popula tion  growth , 
increased  extrem e  ra in fa ll, and  sea  leve l rise .  The  im pact of these  changes is d ifficu lt to  quan tify 
bu t it is  worth  keeping in  m ind  to  ba lance  aga inst im provem ent costs.  Investm ent in  
in frastructu re  tha t is  re silien t long te rm  will p rovide  risk reduction  va lue  as we ll as the  iden tified  
socia l and  cu ltu ra l benefits . 
 
As a  clim ate  focused  organ isa tion  we  are  conce rned  abou t the  degrada tion  of wate r quality 
re su lting from  un trea ted  storm wate r d ischarges.  We  em phasise  tha t coasta l a reas, ha rbours, 
and  fre shwate r rive rs a re  taonga  and  the  re lease  of un trea ted  wastewate r in to  them  is 
de trim en ta l to  the  hea lth  and  we llbe ing of the  su rrounding environm ent and com m unity.   
 
The  num ber of Part FMUs where  the  copper and  zinc base lines a re  D and  C is extrem e ly 
conce rn ing.  We  support the  recom m endations of the  Te  Awarua-o-Porirua  WIP in  regard  to  th is 
top ic, and  a lso  support tha t Policy Package  Option  1 is  the  pre fe rred  choice  of action . 
 
In  te rm s of new urban  deve lopm ent, we  support the  pre fe rence  for in fill housing and  brownfie ld  
redeve lopm ent.  Upzon ing is the  m ost environm enta lly friendly stra tegy for m ee ting housing 
shortage  needs, bu t on  a  pragm atic leve l it a lso  is  bene ficia l cost-wise  to  im prove  storm wate r in  



existing u rban  a reas as opposed  to  crea ting new storm wate r system s in  greenfie ld  a reas.  
Redeve lopm ent of existing u rban  system s is a lso  necessary to  accom m odate  for p rojected  u rban  
in tensifica tion  and  ensure  increased  storm wate r volum es do not fu rthe r degrade  su rrounding 
wate rways.  We  endorse  Policy Package  Options 1 and  3, bu t not 2 as it poses the  h ighest risk of 
degrada tion . 
 
En ga ge m e n t  w it h  com m u n it y a n d  you n g p e op le  
 
We  would  a lso  propose  a  m ore  collabora tive  approach  with  m em bers of the  com m unity who 
would  be  affected  by regu la tions to  prom ote  a  grea te r sense  of socia l cohesion  and  m in im ise  
backlash  to  econom ic costs of im proving in frastructu re .  Th is cou ld  be  im proved  by crea ting 
m ore  sim plified  gu ides to  RPS changes so  subm issions a re  m ore  accessib le  to  the  com m unity, 
e specia lly younger gene ra tions.  Th is would  prom ote  collective  engagem ent on  the  shared  goa l 
of environm enta l stewardsh ip . 
 
Thank you  for taking the  tim e  to  read  our subm ission , and  we  are  open  to  speak fu rthe r upon  it.  
 
Ngā m ih i nu i,  
 
Genera tion  Zero 
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