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INFRASTRUCTURE 

UPDATE 

  An Occasional Newsletter from the National Infrastructure Unit Issue #20 March 2015 

 

Welcome to the latest issue of Infrastructure Update.  It is a week later than usual, giving us the opportunity to provide a brief report on 

the New Zealand Infrastructure Forum held last week in Wellington.  With over 250 individuals registered across the two days, 

feedback suggests that it was a very successful event that tested the thinking and generated good ideas for the fast developing 2015 

New Zealand Infrastructure Plan. 

The Forum followed the release of the 2015 National Infrastructure Evidence Base and we summarise the results of the Evidence Base 

refresh in this Infrastructure Update.  One of the components of the Evidence Base is the Ten-Year Capital Intentions Plan.  The 

second (2015) iteration includes a total of 3,659 infrastructure related projects across the central and local Government and private 

sectors worth a total of $110 billion. 

Elsewhere in this edition of Infrastructure Update, we highlight three recent publications: Treasury’s new draft Cost Benefit Analysis 

Guide; NZCID’s International Best Practice in Mega-Project Delivery: Lessons learned from Australia & the UK; and the PWC 2014 

Annual Review – Building New Zealand’s Future.  We also have a guest article from Barney Irvine of the AA on Time for Plan C in the 

Auckland Transport Debate and in our continuing series to profile NIU and National Infrastructure Advisory Board members, we 

introduce Peter Mawson, NIU’s newest Team member. 

As always, we appreciate your feedback and welcome any articles or suggestions for future editions of Infrastructure Update. 

 
National Infrastructure Unit 

Regional Workshops – Whangarei to Invercargill 

Following on from the New Zealand Infrastructure Forum held last week, the NIU Team 

are holding a series of nine open invitation workshops over the next month.  The first 

three workshops are next week – Hamilton (Monday), Tauranga (Tuesday) and 

Wellington (Friday). 

The workshops are an opportunity to further test the results of the Forum.  A particular 

focus of the workshops is to ensure the regional perspectives are captured and the 

next plan works for New Zealand Inc.  The workshops will be particularly relevant to 

authorities and organisations that plan for and provide infrastructure, including local 

and regional authorities, infrastructure consultancies, large private sector users of 

infrastructure and capital intensive central government agencies. 

 

To register for the workshop, please complete the online form available here. 

There is no cost to attend but we do need to know numbers for catering purposes.   

The workshops will be interactive and a pre-workshop pack will be posted on the NIU 

website on Friday 10 April.  In the meantime, interested people are welcome to review 

the pre-Forum papers posted on the NIU website, especially Forum Session 2 – 2015 

Plan Infrastructure Plan Story. 

 

NIU website and mailing list 

Keep an eye on the NIU website for our 

latest papers, presentations or reports: 

www.infrastructure.govt.nz 

 

To provide feedback or be added to the 

mailing list for this newsletter and other 

publications, please send us an e-mail at: 

info@infrastructure.govt.nz 

 

Collaboration is a key principle of the Plan 

and we are regularly around the country 

working with and talking to the 

infrastructure sector.  Please contact us if 

you would like to share your thoughts and 

ideas.  

https://docs.google.com/forms/d/1ymjdiI7D7wv-LnwyKu6ewd-wGdmhauW9A51Sj0_LlSw/viewform?c=0&w=1
http://www.infrastructure.govt.nz/plan/2015development/pdfs/niu-infrastructureforum2015-forum-2.pdf
http://www.infrastructure.govt.nz/plan/2015development/pdfs/niu-infrastructureforum2015-forum-2.pdf
http://www.infrastructure.govt.nz/plan/2015development/pdfs/niu-infrastructureforum2015-forum-2.pdf
http://www.infrastructure.govt.nz/
mailto:info@infrastructure.govt.nz
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New Zealand Infrastructure Forum 

With over 250 registrations across the two days and large crowds at most sessions, 

the feedback from participants at the first New Zealand Infrastructure Forum run by the 

NIU was overwhelmingly positive.  People appreciated the process and the opportunity 

to engage with other stakeholders to debate and discuss the key issues facing New 

Zealand Infrastructure. 

The attendees were widespread, coming from 26 different towns and cities across New 

Zealand (and international) representing 147 different organisations - 56% private 

sector,  20% local and regional government/CCO, 15% central government/SOE, 5% 

tertiary/research and 4% international. 

Across the 14 sessions, there were 37 individuals presenting and facilitating and acting 

as MCs, all who donated their time and expertise to be involved and help inform and 

advance the discussions. 

Forum takeouts and messages 

The Forum validated the need for a long-term New Zealand Infrastructure Plan and the 

process that is being used to develop the 2015 version, especially the engagement 

with the stakeholders. 

The overriding message from participants was that to take infrastructure to the next 

level, then we need to think differently about governance arrangements.  This may be 

about clarifying roles and responsibilities or understanding how our systems and 

institutions operate and what are the incentives and behaviours they promote and 

reinforce. 

A number of the discussions on or around this point raised a number of large public 

policy issues, including finding the right balance between local decision making and 

input/representation versus national interest and centralisation.  The impact of the Plan 

and how to ensure it was effective and changed behaviour was also part of this. 

Our interpretation of the discussions is that it validated the nine systemic and long term 

issues that needed to be addressed, the feedback identified the following as priorities: 

 Leadership and decision making, skills, information, long-term focus and the need 

for infrastructure champions 

 Data and asset management, including the importance of national meta-data 

standards 

 Regional collaboration and integration, both planning and funding 

 Establishing strong value proposition before investing, the capability and tools for 

doing this 

The NIU will work with our partners to progress these priorities further and 

refine/develop the key actions that can be undertaken to address these.  The regional 

workshops starting next week will begin this process where we will tease out and test 

some of the thinking and proposals. 

The NIU and the National Infrastructure Advisory Board would like to thank all those 

who attended and made it a valuable and useful event, our presenters and facilitators 

and in particular, our key partners in the journey towards the 2015 New Zealand 

Infrastructure Plan – LGNZ, IPWEA(NZ), SOLGM, NZCID, BusinessNZ and Water 

New Zealand. Opus also came on board to help to help with Forum sponsorship. 

 

Monthly Round Up 

 

Local Government 

Infrastructure Management 

Forum 

Organised by IPWEA(NZ), the Forum was 

held on Monday 30 March. Attended by 

David Taylor and Sam Thomas from NIU, 

we appreciated the wide range of 

speakers and issues discussed.  A key 

message from our discussions reinforced 

the importance of asset management and 

ensuring a tight link-up between 

strategy/planning and funding. 

 

Plan development and 

engagement 

As well as the New Zealand Infrastructure 

Forum, the team has been busy working 

with key stakeholders to progress the 

ideas and actions for the Plan.  Meetings 

in the last 4 – 5 weeks have included the 

BusinessNZ Infrastructure Sub-group, the 

LGNZ Economic and Social Advisory 

Group, IPWEA (NZ), the 3-Waters project 

and the regular meeting with 

Infrastructure Ministers chaired by the 

Minister of Finance. 

There have also been many individual 

meetings and discussions with agencies, 

organisations and individuals as the Plan 

thinking is refined. 

The Team has spent time in Christchurch, 

Hamilton and Auckland, including the 

launch of the NZCID publication, 

International Best Practice in Mega-

Project Delivery: lessons learned from 

Australia & the UK, profiled on page 6. 

As part of the day to day work 

implementing the Plan’s principles, the 

Team has been busy working with 

agencies on plans and various proposals 

for Budget 2015, which the Minister of 

Finance will deliver on Thursday 21 May. 
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2015 Evidence Base – a “refresh” 

Earlier this month, the National Infrastructure Unit released an update to last year’s 

infrastructure Evidence Base, which was New Zealand’s very first cross-sector account 

of the nation’s infrastructure. The 2014 Evidence Base was a crucial first step to 

increasing our understanding of the state of infrastructure across sectors and the 

challenges they face. It came in response to the 2011 National Infrastructure Plan 

which noted that there are significant difficulties in finding quantitative evidence on our 

infrastructure assets and how well they are performing. 

This latest update captures developments over the last twelve months across all 

sectors and further refines the ten-year Capital Intentions Plan; a document which 

provides a pipeline view of forthcoming capital projects across central and local 

government and parts of the private sector. 

 

Some sectors have seen significant changes over the last year, both in terms of the 

precise challenges they face and also the evidence available. The urban water sector, 

for example, has seen a number of important processes conclude which have opened 

up new data and further clarified the issues we need to tackle. 

Broadly, the 2015 Evidence Base reinforces the messages of last year’s publication; 

New Zealand has the right infrastructure, in the right place, providing the right quality of 

service. Nevertheless, there are a number of challenges on the horizon and traditional 

systems will not be sufficient to meet these; a more sophisticated approach to 

infrastructure management will be necessary. 

Population and demographic shifts are starting to change the demands placed on our 

assets, technological developments create uncertainties as well as opportunities, and 

we face longer-term adaptation and resilience challenges. Underpinning all of this is a 

real need to better understand future levels-of-service requirements, especially given 

that future services may need a different asset mix with different funding requirements. 

Tackling these challenges will demand innovative ways of thinking, including better use 

of data in decision-making, closer alignment with financial planning, new approaches 

like ‘demand management,’ regional and inter-agency collaboration, more integrated 

planning regulation, and a greater focus on resilience. 

NIU’s key area of focus for 2015 will now be the publication of the 2015 New Zealand 

Infrastructure Plan and building consensus around the proposed solutions and the 

roles of stakeholders in delivering them. Having the most up-to-date evidence base is 

crucial to informing this. 

 

PWC Report – Building 

New Zealand’s Future 

In their annual review, PWC discuss the 

ongoing effects of five global megatrends 

and how these are playing out across 

Asia Pacific and in New Zealand, noting 

“the collisions between these trends 

continue to reshape and disrupt the 

global economic and commercial 

landscape.” 

 Demographic and social change – 

that in 2050, the average age in New 

Zealand is set to reach 46 years old 

with 25 per cent of the population 

aged 65 or older by 2051. 

 Shift in global economic power - By 

the end of 2015, Asia Pacific will 

have a larger middle class population 

than Europe and North America 

combined. 

 Rapid urbanization - Cities occupy 

0.5 per cent of the world’s surface, 

but consume 75 per cent of its 

resources. 

 Climate change and resource 

scarcity – noting the level of our 

agricultural emissions and the 

linkage between climate change and 

resource scarcity. 

 Technological breakthroughs and the 

disruptive impacts, noting the 

opportunities that it enables. 

The report is available on the PWC 

website here. 

http://www.pwc.co.nz/annual-review/
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Sector  Summary assessment  - 2015 National Infrastructure Evidence Base 

Transport  The challenge now is to consolidate gains from completed and planned investment and to maximise existing 

network performance through demand management and better allocation of investment. 

Energy  Overall, asset condition is considered to be good and capacity adequate for the short to medium term. 

Technology changes and a shifting focus to customer control and demand management loom on the horizon. 

Telecommunications  The market appears to be providing good outcomes in terms of quality, reliability and coverage. Effective and 

efficient delivery of the next generation mobile and internet networks will be a key enabler of productivity 

gains in NZ. 

Urban Water  The dramatic improvement in the quantity of information available over the past year has enabled a more 

informed conversation to occur but it has also highlighted the challenges parts of the sector face and the 

need for an overall step change in capability, asset management maturity and alternative governance and 

service provision arrangements. 

Productive Water  Existing and future schemes (and the associated land use) face increasing liability, changing management 

structures, higher environmental standards and greater investor scrutiny. This raises affordability and 

intergenerational issues, and a need to better understand where the costs and benefits sit – requiring 

transparent and robust investment analysis. 

Social Assets  The social sectors need to continue to improve asset management practices and the use of data to effectively 

address future challenges. 

The 2015 Evidence Base can be found here on the National Infrastructure Unit’s website. 

 

 

The 2015 Ten-Year Capital Intentions Plan - $110 billion of spend 

As part of the Evidence Base, the NIU has worked with key Government agencies to publish the second iteration of the Ten-Year 

Capital Intentions Plan – a longer term view of government spending on infrastructure. The first version of the Ten-Year Capital 

Intentions Plan was published in February 2014.  The first report was very much about testing the waters and a first step. This second 

report focuses on refining the data we had collected as part of the 2014 report, and supplementing it with new data on projects looking 

through to 2025.  A total of 3,659 projects are captured worth a total of $110 billion. 

Overall, the primary focus of both the first and second reports has been on Central and Local Government projects, and in particular 

those from the large capital intensive Government agencies.  Some information has also been included from the private sector to 

provide a more comprehensive picture. 

The first report had the project costs and dates banded to reflect the uncertainty of long term spending. This time around we have 

published the raw project costs and dates. However, reflecting the uncertainty of longer-term intentions, the data has a number 

caveats. 

The second report also includes a new set of analysis where using ‘bubble diagrams’ the projects are broken out into the different 

sectors, sub-sectors and regions to show the relative size of each. 

The Ten-Year Capital Intentions Plan; Project data (in Excel format); and Summary and Regional Diagrams (‘Bubble diagrams’) are 

available on the NIU website at: http://www.infrastructure.govt.nz/plan/evidencebase  

http://www.infrastructure.govt.nz/plan/evidencebase
http://www.infrastructure.govt.nz/plan/evidencebase
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Cost Benefit Analysis Guide 

The Treasury has just published a new Cost Benefit Analysis guide.  It is still in draft as we are hoping to get some more feedback 

before finalising it in June.  We have also revamped the Treasury’s website on cost benefit analysis and updated our advice on 

discount rates.  In particular, the discount rate for infrastructure projects has been reduced to 7% (real, pre-tax), to reflect changing 

economic circumstances.  

The main purpose for rewriting the guide was to make it much more practical.  In particular, it tries 

to convey the message that even a rough CBA is better than no CBA.  A CBA is first and foremost 

a systematic, structured way of thinking about the pros and cons of a project.  CBAs are 

sometimes criticised on the grounds that the information is poor, or inaccurate:  but how can that 

be worse than making a decision on no information, or on prejudice only?  

The guide therefore includes a chapter that describes how to do a structured CBA when not much 

empirical information is available. An appendix provides a worked example.   

The guide also includes the recommendation that ranges be used rather than point estimates.  

Few benefits or costs are unquantifiable:  all have a range of uncertainty around them and they 

only differ in how large that range is.  Even a large range provides useful information to a 

decision-maker; if nothing else it conveys the degree of uncertainty that there is around a benefit 

or cost estimate. 

Another message that the guide tries to convey is that when considering “value for money”, it is 

important to be clear as to “value for whom?”  A CBA measures, or describes, the costs and 

benefits as they impact on users and the public in general.  Decision-makers also want to know whether a project is consistent with 

their objectives or with government policy.  This is valid, but the two should be kept separate.  CBA should be reserved for informing 

decision-makers what the community welfare impact is. 

Click here for the treasury website and to access the draft Cost Benefit Analysis Guide.  The website includes a Discussion Board.  

Comments, feedback and questions (whether for the Discussion Board or otherwise) can be sent to CBAPrimer@treasury.govt.nz or 

directly to dieter.katz@treasury.govt.nz   

http://www.treasury.govt.nz/publications/guidance/planning/costbenefitanalysis
mailto:CBAPrimer@treasury.govt.nz
mailto:dieter.katz@treasury.govt.nz


INFRASTRUCTURE  

UPDATE  

Treasury:3147991v1  

6 For more information visit:  www.infrastructure.govt.nz 

From the delegations and the work of the programmes, the report has identified several key qualities that stand out as constituting 

international best practice - outcome focused, integration, collaboration, independent governance, capital and scale. 

International Best Practice in Mega-Project Delivery: Lessons learned from 

Australia & the UK 

As part of a programme to investigate international best practice in megaproject planning, 

funding and delivery, NZCID have released a report on two senior delegations in 2014 to 

Australia and the UK, co-hosted by the Australian Trade Commission (Austrade) and UK Trade 

and Investment.  The objective of this programme is to investigate how other developed 

countries with long and unbroken experience in major projects have evolved their thinking and 

approach to maximise the value of public investment and minimise risk of failure. Both Australia 

and the UK are international leaders in infrastructure procurement, funding and delivery and 

have extensive, ongoing experience in the implementation of mega-project policy.   

The report concludes that “New Zealand has made commendable progress on infrastructure 

issues over the past decade. However, two decades of lost expertise across planning, funding, 

procurement and delivery of megaprojects is yet to be recovered. We are approaching 

expensive, transformational and inherently risky initiatives in much the same way we approach 

standard delivery. This is out of step with international best practice. Mega-projects are more 

than just big roads, railways and housing developments. They transform the activities of 

residents, communities and businesses impacting social, economic and cultural well-being – on 

a grand scale. For this reason, they require the commitment and input of all of society, bringing together all levels of government and 

the private sector. They demand a different approach to planning, funding, procurement and delivery, one that we in New Zealand must 

seek to understand as we move forward.” 

 

 

 

The report identifies four key barriers to New Zealand evidencing international best practice project delivery: 

 The planning framework - New Zealand’s planning framework is incompatible with an outcomes approach to public policy. 

 National planning leadership - a near total absence of government planning direction where it is not clear what the Government’s 

planning priorities are or what the expectation is of local government to promote national direction. 

 Transport funding – the strength of the New Zealand approach is that transport funding remains by and large a user pays system 

with direct charges supplemented by property taxes, which in turn reflect levels of access.  However, this strength is also a 

weakness, investment prioritisation has traditionally employed sophisticated cost-benefit appraisal, which values benefits to 

transport users to independently ascertain where investment is best directed.  This approach elevates transport inputs, including 

time travel savings and safety benefits, above public outcomes, such as national productivity and economic growth.  

Consequently, the benefits of transport as an economic and social development tool have historically been underrepresented in 

project evaluation. 

 Value capture - New Zealand does not have an established approach to capturing the value associated with new investment or 

development rights.  Urban investment, particularly in transport, results in property value change proportionate to the level of 

amenity conferred upon an affected parcel of land. The potential for land value increase is significant, as much as doubling the 

value of land proximate to quality public services. As land value in a market environment reflects demand, increasing values also 

create opportunities for redevelopment. Subsequent rezoning of land to make allowance for new demand creates a further value 

improvement. 

To address these barriers and for New Zealand to advance global best practice in nation building infrastructure and attract the worlds 

best and brightest, the NZCID make the following recommendations: 

 The existing effects-based approach to urban development planning be replaced with an outcomes-based approach emphasising 

the opportunity to promote sustainable development; 

 Integrated development at scale be promoted as a means to achieve transformation of regions and communities and attract global 

private capital and expertise; 
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 The Government lead national urban development policy and investment with a revised planning framework guided by national 

and regional spatial planning; 

 All national and regional urban development initiatives be assessed on their capacity to deliver positive economic, social and 

sustainability outcomes and be prioritised according to opportunities to leverage property value uplift to offset public spending; 

 Master planning of major urban developments becomes a statutory requirement and a commitment is made to local and central 

government and private sector collaboration on site planning, funding and delivery; 

 Attracting private investment becomes a key objective of development initiatives; and 

 Independently governed specialist procurement agencies be established and existing agencies developed to ensure best practice 

in project delivery and implementation. 

 

A copy of the report and the presentation from the report launch is available on the NZCID website here. 

 

 

 

Time for Plan C in the Auckland Transport Debate  

A guest article contributed by Barney Irvine, Principal Adviser, AA 

The AA is calling on Auckland Council to re-think its approach to the transport infrastructure debate in Auckland, arguing that the 

current plan delivers poor transport benefits and will struggle to get meaningful public buy-in.  

The latest AA survey of its Auckland Members – which garnered more than 6000 responses – shows that neither of the transport 

budget options put forward under the Council’s Long-Term Plan achieves substantial levels of support.  Auckland AA Members will 

need to have far more confidence in the quality of the transport programme and the financial management and accountability around it 

before they’re willing to ‘pay more to get more’ for transport infrastructure.  

Survey results 

When asked to choose, Auckland AA Members prefer the more expensive Auckland Plan Network to the Basic Network (46% support 

vs 30% support), but not enough to build a consensus around.   

What’s more, support erodes when cost comes into play.  When asked how much they’d be prepared to pay to avoid an extra 10 

minutes of congestion each day, 23% said they wouldn’t pay anything at all, while only 18% would be willing to pay an amount 

equivalent to what’s required under the Auckland Plan Network ($30 a month, or more).  

 

 

 

http://www.nzcid.org.nz/Story?Action=View&Story_id=108
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Interestingly, though, 36% said they’d pay between $1 and $10 per month to ease congestion, and a further 24% said they’d pay 

between $11 and $30, indicating an openness to paying something extra, even if only a little.  

But it’s not just about cost.  Many Auckland AA Members see that the transport programme is too CBD-centric, and offers too little in 

the way of congestion relief.  

There’s a strong sense that Council needs to get its own house in order financially – including management of infrastructure projects – 

before asking the public to pay more.  It’s also clear that Auckland AA Members don’t feel listened to when it comes to transport 

decision-making – 54% of those surveyed rated the Council’s performance in consulting on its transport plan between one and three 

out of 10.  

Auckland AA Members are aware of a strategic and political divide between Council and central government on transport issues, and 

believe that it’s essential that Wellington is more actively involved.  

 

Recommendations 

For the AA, the concern is that the current approach risks alienating a large cross-section of the public and stalling momentum of the 

wider programme.   

The AA therefore recommends an alternative approach, based on: 

 Stronger alignment between local and central government – A number of parties have raised the possibility of a transport accord 

between Auckland and Wellington, and the AA believes this makes good sense.  It could be based around network objectives that 

are common to both the Auckland Plan and the Government Policy Statement, such as ‘access’ 

 A review of the programme – An independent strategic review of the transport programme, 

focusing on the congestion outcomes of the Auckland Plan Network and the extent to which 

these can realistically be improved  

 Better public engagement processes – Doing more to tune in to, and take on board, the views 

of Aucklanders who are not active participants in the transport debate, and to avoid being 

overly guided by “squeaky wheels” 

 More cautious steps on alternative funding – In principle, the AA would be comfortable if a 

reconfigured programme considered some form of road pricing, but there needs to be far 

more lead time than the two-three years envisaged by Council, to allow users to properly 

weigh up costs and benefits.  Also, the demand management benefits need to be more fully 

explored, rather than defaulting to revenue generation as the primary objective 

 

Issue 3 of Auckland Matters, the AA’s newsletter on Auckland transport infrastructure issues, is 

available at: http://www.aa.co.nz/about/newsroom/auckland-matters/ 

 

http://www.aa.co.nz/about/newsroom/auckland-matters/
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A day in the life of… Peter Mawson 

In this feature, we introduce members of NIU and NIAB, and show you what a typical day working in NIU 

entails.  This month we have Peter Mawson who joined the NIU as a Senior Analyst in January - providing a 

relative “newbie” perspective. 

“I come from a Macroeconomic background and was involved in economic forecasting for the past decade - so 

working in NIU is a bit of a change.  When considering a role in the infrastructure unit my initial reaction was 

lots of pipes and roads – isn’t that a bit dull?  But when I thought about it, and was exposed to the work of the 

Unit, I was soon to appreciate that the work of the Unit, and infrastructure advisors and providers, was actually 

both interesting and fundamental to the lives of New Zealanders.  What very soon becomes apparent is the 

share number of people involved in the provision of the different types of infrastructure in New Zealand and the 

importance of getting our funding, maintenance and asset management decisions right.  In many cases the 

importance of infrastructure only comes to mind when something goes wrong. 

During my short time in the NIU I have been exposed to a number of different areas including the 3 waters, broadband, and transport.  

A question on many people’s mind is how good is New Zealand’s infrastructure?  The NIU has recently updated its Evidence Base .  

This compiles a large amount of information from many sources but also highlights that there are areas where better and more 

consistent data could help inform decisions. 

I have spent a bit of time looking into the infrastructure measures in the World Economic Forum’s global competitiveness index (GCI) 

and the Economist Intelligence Unit’s Liveability measures.  These measures are both considerable undertakings for their respective 

organisations and have a very comprehensive global coverage.  At times people lament New Zealand’s relative performance on the 

infrastructure pillar of the GCI, but a closer look at this measure, involving analysis that can replicate our New Zealand scores, 

highlights that measures such as the number of airline seat kilometres available tend to bias against countries with reasonably small 

populations (as smaller populations require fewer seats for their needs to be met).  This not to say that we cannot do better with our 

infrastructure, or that these types of aggregate competitiveness indexes do not have a place – they do but people should appreciate 

their summary nature and from a policy perspective we should not equate our success or failure solely on changes in these indicators. 

One of the great things about working in NIU and Treasury in general is the opportunity to delve into policy relevant issues at different 

levels of analysis.  While the understanding of measures such as GCI above is at the detailed level, we are also looking at things at the 

macro level – in this regard I’m also currently looking into the relationship between investment in infrastructure and overall economic 

growth.   

Another area that I am working on is the infrastructure chapter of the Government’s next Business Growth Agenda report.  This 

involves contributions from a number of public sector organisations, so I am getting to know a number of policy analysts that I 

previously have not worked with.  

A feature of New Zealand’s infrastructure is that its effective provision and operation is dependent on the interaction of local and central 

government, the private sector and various industry bodies.  I enjoyed meeting a wide range of representatives from these sectors at 

the New Zealand Infrastructure Forum last week and looking forward to meeting more at the workshops over the next month.” 

 

Forthcoming Events 

 National Infrastructure Advisory Board including meeting with Infrastructure Ministers, 29 April, Wellington 

 Water New Zealand’s Asia Pacific Stormwater Conference, Auckland, 20-22 May http://www.stormwaterconference.org.nz/  

 National Infrastructure Advisory Board, 5 June, Wellington 

 Combined IFME World Congress on Municipal Engineering and IPWEA International Public Works Conference, Rotorua, 7-10 

June http://www.ipwea.org/home  

 Local Government New Zealand annual conference, Rotorua, 19–21 July http://www.lgnz.co.nz/home/events/  

 NZCID, Building Nations Symposium, Christchurch, 20-21 August http://www.nzcid.org.nz  

 Water New Zealand annual conference and expo, Hamilton, 16-18 September http://www.waternz.org.nz/ 

http://www.stormwaterconference.org.nz/
http://www.ipwea.org/home
http://www.lgnz.co.nz/home/events/
http://www.nzcid.org.nz/
http://www.waternz.org.nz/

