
A
s we look back over those 12 

years of effect, the Coastal 

Policy Statement (NZCPS) 

has undoubtably been an influential, 

if not the most influential, planning 

document in how it has shaped 

contemporary planning. 

Most notably, the directive nature 

of particular policies resulted in the < 1 J 

Supreme Court's King Salmon decision 

finding that verbs used in policy do 

take their literal meaning. 

Further, in the same decision the 

use of the "overall judgment" approach 

to decision-making was discounted, 

thereby clarifying that decision-makers 

cannot simply undertake a weighing

up exercise where there is directive 

protectionist policy. 

The NZCPS also provided possibly 

the first iteration of the mitigation 

hierarchy<2l and the use of terms such 

as "functional need" that are now 

imbedded in contemporary planning. 

Is the NZCPS still 

fit for purpose? 
In some respects, it cannot be argued 

that the NZCPS is delivering on what it 
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intended to do. Natural Character, for 

instance, was a key driver for the review 

of the former NZCPS<3l which had seen 

degradation of natural character within 

the Coastal Environment. 

Where natural character has been 

mapped and identified in district and 

regional planning documents, the 

NZCPS contains clear direction for the 

protection and enhancement of natural 

character. However, there has been a 

lack of accepted and consistent methods 

in mapping and protection of natural 

character and outstanding natural 

landscapes <4l _ More recent national 

policy statements<5l have reduced 

risk for such implementation issues 

through the use of a 'short and sweet' 

approach to the policy; and a separate, 

more detailed, implementation section 

providing clear guidance to decision

makers on how to interpret and 

implement policy. 

The NZCPS has also provided the 

only direction for coastal hazards and 

managing the effects of sea level rise. This 

direction has been key for local authorities 

in transitioning away from hard 

engineered structures and avoiding further 

development in coastal hazard areas. 

On the other hand, the roles and 

responsibilities are unclear and local 

authorities have struggled to implement 

meaningful coastal adaption. 




