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The Information Gap on Climate Change and Fossil Fuels
Presentation by Lindsay Wood to NCC Council Meeting Forum, 03 09 15

Good morning.

I'm sure we all want to keep Nelson fabulous long into the future,

We're also all on a steep learning curve on the climate change and fossil fuel issues
that threaten that future. Even between this year’s Land Transport and Long Term Plans 7
learned an important energy concept, and Council learmed that escalating weather was a
reality.

Council also took a significant step, and created a great opportunity, by reactivating
Nelson 2060, to keep Nelson vibrant and our economy buoyant, while also addressing
environmental threats.

However history is littered with the corpses of civilisations that wanted to do exactly
that, but didn’t adapt in time. Our great challenge 1s to find a better approach. Right now

we're at r1sk of repeating history.

I once worked for a man who flew transport planes during World War II. Lloyd had
great stories: he piloted one of the first planes into Hiroshima after the bomb, delivered
oversized corsets to Queen Salote of Tonga, and mutinied approaching the Syrian capital,
Damascus.

The Syrian flight was challenging: Damascus is perched on the flanks of a 2000 metre
mountain range, and they were flying at night without radar.

Lloyd and his captain are peering into the darkness when Lloyd spots lights ahead.
Damascus, but, terrifyingly. higher than they are. They’re flying straight at the mountainside.

“Quick. climb!™ Lloyd cries. “We’re too low.”

His captain checks the altimeter. “Don’t panic. We're at the right altitude.”

Lloyd looks again. “Lights, sir. Above us!™

The captain holds course.

Lloyd knocks out his captain and lands safely.

Fast forward to a team piloting a wonderful city. You're hearing submissions on the
Long Term Plan. It's a long flight. yet you grant everyone unfailing attention. I'm struck by

your diligence.
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I’'m also struck by the volume of submissions, including wamings about grave
environmental and energy risks. And I'm struck by the parallel between these warnings of
mmpending disaster. and that of the lights of Damascus: change course or we're in the crap.

For example energy scientist Andrew Smith outlined economic and logistic

nightmares if we delay preparing for a low-carbon economy.

Kate Malcolm asked if vou really had decided to do norhing about abating fossil fuels.

Psychologist Marg O’ Brien warned against complacency. since we humans haven'’t
evolved to cope with slow crises like climate-change.

While awaiting the final plan, I wondered how justice could be done to such weighty
matters in so short a time.

The answer? It couldn’t.

Regardless of your worthy intentions, the process set you up to fail. In the brief time
left to consider submissions. draft and adopt a final plan, how could you do more than toy
with huge matters like climate change and a low carbon economy?

The irony is alarming, isn’t it? The greater the matters raised in submissions. the less
the final plan can accommodate them. Is #haf how the process should work?

One accommodation you did make was breathing fresh life into Nelson 2060. That’s

truly a great hope. as well as a great challenge.

I know vou worked hard on the LTP — I saw you at it. I've read the documents. and
your worship highlighted it to me in person.

I've also worked hard. On the environmental side I consulted scientists and engineers.
researched countless websites, and read over 10,000 pages.

And such is the gulf between our perceptions of scale and urgency that it seems I'm

staring at the lights of Damascus while you're fixed on the altimeter.

For example, the cry to slash emissions reverberates around the globe. is prominent in
Nelson 2060 and in LTP submissions. and was urged by Nelsonians crowding the MfE
emissions consultation.

Yet the LTP was silent on fossil fuels. Not even “we ought to check it out.” In the
same week Dutch courts slammed their government's 17% reductions target, Nelson adopted

a Long Term Plan ignoring the whole 1ssue.
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Alarmed, | investigated why a diligent council would ignore current science and its
own citizens to take such an inexplicable stance on a matter of such moment.

I dealt with the Auditor General. and Nick Smith, and Nick’s chief science adviser.,
and two energy specialists. Each reinforced my concerns.

Emission reductions tick every box in council’s “Significance and Engagement
Policy”. so we might expect deliberation to — and I quote — “be in proportion to the matter
being considered”. However. I find no record at all of you discussing the future of fossil
fuels, let alone how quitting them might impact on transport or industry.

I can find info on cracks in footpaths. and retaining wall aesthetics, and even when
you each go to the toilet. But next to nothing on one of the greatest issues facing humanity -

unless going to the loo counts for that.

So where does that leave us?

With gaps big enough to swallow a fine city.

We must review our processes to better capture critical issues. without deluding
ourselves the flawed submission system is a safety net.

We must better apply the precautionary principle.

And we must thank our stars you backed Nelson 2060, thus helping keep these

monumental issues in sight. and identifying promising ways forward.

So. a final challenge:

Scientific opinion is overwhelming on the reality and urgency of climate change.
Nelson 2060 is currently our best tool for addressing that. But the job is only partially done
when Nelson 2060 is updated. It’s fully done when you have us actually doing what's needed
to protect our wonderful city into the future.

And please, don’'t get fixed on the altimeter. Look out the goddam window too!

Thank you.
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APPENDICES TO ILLUSTRATE FACETS OF THE ABOVE REPORT (my emphases)
A. EG OF INCOMPLETE, AMBIGUOUS OR UNDULY SLELECTIVE INFORMATION:

1. The LTP consultation document was ambiguous and inconsistent in identifying MIE guidelines
that were the source of climate change and fossil fuel data for the LTP. The only firm
clarification NCC could give was limited o sea level rise. (Email correspondence LW/NCC
April 2015).

2. The adopted LTP is even more vague ("MfE predictions”, “MfE guidelines”; “current
predictions (2014)" etc.). Clarification awaited.

3. Appendix E below illustrates readily available info on the MfE website re GG emissions that
has found no response in the LTP.

4. The LTP highlights some Nelson 2060 goals yet totally ignores others.

5 The LTP constantly advocates protecting our environment yel ignores its greatest threal.

B. UNDUE RELIANCE ON AUDITOR-GENERAL’S OPINION

Councillors and citizens relying on the Audit Opinion in the LTP consultation document (1
below) would reasonably take that as endorsing that the LTP consultation document had
taken account of all strategic planning issues that might bear on a well-considered LTP.

The MfE (for example) is clear that should encompass “the effects of climate change”. (3)

Yet it transpires the Office of the Auditor-General limits itself to “regulatory requirements” to
act within ten years (2) which is entirely inappropriate (particularly so for a 30 year
infrastructure strategy) and is hugely different to the implications of their own Audit Opinicn.

1. Extract from Audit Opinion in the LTP consultation document:

In my opinion:

* The consultation document provides an effective basis for public participation in
the Council's decision about the proposed content of its 2015/25 long-term plan,
because it:

* fairly represents the matters proposed for inclusion in the long-term plan;
* identifies and explains the main issues and choices facing the Council and the
district, and the consequences of those choices, and

« The information and assumptions underlying the information in the consultation
document are reasonable.

2. Extract from email Office of the Auditor General to LW 17 07 2015

It is important to note that there is not currently a regulatory requirement for councils
to progress towards low carbon economies within the next 10 years, therefore this is
not an area where omission would impact our audit opinion.

3. Extract from http://www.mfe.govt.nz/climate~change/overview-climate-change/roles-and-
responsibilities:

Local government authorities (regional, district and unitary authorities)

Local government authorities are primary responsibility for regulating resource use in New Zealand
and for promoting the environmental, social, cultural and economic well-being of communities. They
are required to have regard to the effects of climate change. Many are active in promoting emissions-
reductions policies and measures and adaptation actions in their respective regions.
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