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These comments are from an interested citizen, who was under-
impressed by the content. It didn’t really “cut through” and mostly 
just went on and on in “echo-chamber” groupspeak. Infrastructure is 
too important to be just "captured by the policy elites”. So they are 
made constructively; and I hope that they can be taken on board.
 
p.8. The scope of “infrastructure” is not clearly defined. Clearly your 
view seems to be that it is “engineering works” so it would be best 
to spell this out. You seem to be excluding “national infrastructure” 
like
- a nationwide postal service - delivery to remote places etc 

as in the former NZPO
- sound voting systems to make the democratic society real.

Continued reliance on postal voting seems anachronistic.
- civil defence and emergency response system geared for 

climate change contexts.
- location and staffing of the courts system to give a reliable 

justice infrastructure.
These, like national infrastructure for hospices, for maternity care, 
and for cancer treatment usually require ”engineering works” like 
buildings, but that is a lesser need than for numbers of and training 
for staff to run them. They are key bits of “national infrastructure” for 
a sustainable NZ.
 
p.19 “we can get better at working together”. The organisational 
reforms of the 1980s/90s deliberately set out to “silo-ise” NZ’s 
decision and action systems. Before then, infrastructure like the 
Kaimai and Remutaka tunnels, and Wellington Airport, were built 
because there was a real ”working together” environment. It was 
co-incidental, but ironic, that the day I received your email (22 Nov) 
also saw three media reports about fractured decision systems for 
infrastructure:
- The Riverlink flood control / state highway access / urban 
design project under way in Lower Hutt has now been dissolved 






