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President’s Annual Report for 1998-9

W

RPS has had a very active year in 1998.  The year began with our president, Colleen Pilcher standing down after 25 years on our committee.  At last year’s AGM, I was elected president in my absence while in Europe.  I returned to find a rather dauntingly large responsibility to carry on the work.  After only two years on the committee I felt like a novice, and have been grateful for Colleen’s advice and assistance over the past twelve months.

1998 saw us preparing to make appeals on eight of the 106 decisions of the WCC Proposed District Plan.  That we had so few appeals was evidence of the tremendous efforts from the various committee members, and from Aristos Consultants who represented us at the hearings.  The DP committee of Council commended the society for its professional presentation of evidence through the hearings. 

In September, our society celebrated our 25th anniversary.  We had a birthday party at the Waitakere hall, where 25 years earlier our foundation members had fought the proposed rubbish dump at Te Henga.  Ours was a very happy occasion, and it was good to meet together and hear stories from 25 years of conservation actions.

Tourism issues arose with the proposed Aman Resort at Piha.  The prospect of commercial development and visitor impact, together with the exclusive nature of the proposed hotel, polarised the local community. When the debate was up and running the owners of the hotel chain withdrew their interest, owing largely to the Asian economic crisis.  At least this prepared us for what will certainly reappear in another form in the future.  As the population of the Auckland Region grows rapidly, and the Ranges become better known, visitors are going to create greater pressures on the environment and the few facilities.  We see this as a matter of great concern, and are working towards solutions with the various stakeholders.

We have been working with many groups on coastal protection issues. The coastline of New Zealand is under siege from people who would take as much as they want, regardless of bans or limits, and our society sees marine protection as extremely important.  In 1998 Karekare beach received a permanent closure under the Fisheries Act (1996) which forbids the taking of all marine life excepting finfish from the beach and rocks. The fine for doing so is a maximum of $5000.  However, this is only a beginning, and we continue to work for extensive permanent protection between the Manukau and Kaipara.

After years of negotiations between many agencies, the 1000 m2 property adjacent to the pohutukawa grove at Karekare was sold by the Gribble family to the ARC, and has been amalgamated into the Centennial Memorial Park.  The Karekare community was given a loan by the WCC of $20,000, which must be repaid in three years.  WRPS played a small part in negotiations and are very pleased with the outcome, seeing this small but important heritage area go into public ownership. The Gribbles are to be commended for their patience, which resulted in such a satisfactory outcome. 

We continue to play a key role in exploring solutions to issues at Lake Wainamu.  We have monitored progress with Operation Forest Save from its inception and are very pleased with the results.  All areas covered have now possum counts below the set maximum level.  The Rain Forest Express has also been of concern to us;  opening up the Nihotupu Dam maintenance railway as a tourist operation will increase visitor impact.  John Carlson continues to represent us on the Te Henga Quarry committee, where progress has been made to establish a native reserve buffer zone which will extend the life of the quarry and minimise impact on the environment.  And we have contributed to the WCC West Coast Plan which, after two years of public consultation, has identified long-term visions and set targets and indicators for monitoring progress towards the goals.

We continue to make submissions on Park Management Plans, Growth Strategies, Tourism Plans, Annual Plans, District Plans, Shellfish Bag Limits, Weed and Pest Control, and others matters as they arise.

The society worked hard in 1998 to find satisfactory solutions to the five large properties in the Ranges.  We were reasonably happy with the outcomes arrived at before the local-body elections last year, but now the change of Council has precipitated a new round of appeals from some of the large-property owners.

Of course, all these were overshadowed when Go Waitakere started to issue their propaganda newsletters leading up to the local body elections last year. Our society was targeted as eco-fanatics, and the great conservation advances that had been achieved under the enlightened attitude of the Eco City were suddenly under threat.  Our worst fears were realised with the election of seven GW candidates to council, and the loss of some very important councillors who had worked hard to find long-term solutions for the protection of the Ranges.  Things have gone from bad to worse, and in the past month WCC Planning Committee have moved to strike out Sensitive Ridges and Colour and Reflectance from the Proposed District Plan. It is alarming to see Council’s willingness to allow, and indeed encourage, further extensive subdivision in the Ranges. 

Some of the proposed changes to Resource Management Act are of grave concern. The Society has followed the discourse throughout. We made a submission, which endorsed that of the Northern Regional Forum NGO and added some specific local clauses.  We await the decision of the minister with some trepidation, as we see the free-market and commercial-interest groups standing to gain by the proposed changes.  This will be a terrible blow for the environment.  Many local resource consents are on hold now until the decision is made and the law amended.

I would like to thank many people who have assisted the society.  Our legal counsel at Ellis Gould , Douglas Allan and Rick Fisher continue to give us excellent advice and represent us at many hearings. Aristos Consultants have made submissions and presented environmental reports on numerous issues over the year. We are indebted to both these companies for their generous pro bono  contribution to our cause.  

I thank also our committee members, each of which has taken on specific areas of interest and progressed them constantly, so that over a year we achieved many significant advances.  I thank you all for your concern and your volunteer effort, for your vision and your support, and for your friendship. I can promise you that the coming year is going to be even more demanding, and certainly more exciting. 

And finally, to the members of our society who support us year after year, who give us your mandate to carry on: your support is essential and vital to our work.  We are thrilled to know that every time danger looms, your support is there, and without you the Ranges would be in a terrible plight.

I personally resolve to fight this battle for the Ranges, fully aware that we are on the back foot now, but knowing that opposition will bring out the best in us, and determined that I will not allow any of the great progress in the past 25 years to be eroded away by commercial interests. 

I have learned since joining this committee is that an individual can make a real difference, that we can be effective, and that the environment can win.
John Edgar

President


SUMMARY OF ANNUAL FINANCIAL REPORT

31 January 1998 - 31 January 1999
INCOME AND EXPENDITURE


1998 - 99
1997 - 98

Income
10035
7582

Expenditure
18620
7316

Income over expenditure
(8585)
266

BALANCE SHEET AS OF 31 JAN 1999


1998 - 99
1997 - 98

Current assets
7868
15570

Current liabilities
6979
11096

Net assets
889
4474

From the editor......

Our AGM this year proved to be a popular event.  We counted over 80 faces, and there was not a spare chair in sight!  The large turnout reflects a recent surge in subscriptions to WRPS - new members are signing up at an unprecedented rate, attributable to the growing concerns for the future of the Ranges.  The drawcard was the three speakers, who engaged in lively discussion about possible amendments to legislation that will ensure protection and conservation of our forests and coastline.  For those members who were unable to attend the talks, we have presented below highlights from the speakers’ transcripts.  The speakers and the WRPS committee would like to hear your views on the issues raised.
****************************************************

Land Management Agreements

By Philip Warren, Auckland Regional Council

R

ecreation access rights, whereby private landowners are paid to conserve and provide public access to their land, emerged as an option when ARC were developing a strategy to meet Auckland’s future regional recreation demands.  The Land and Recreation Access Strategy document published last year outlined the idea.

Public responses to the document indicated that 75% thought the idea had merit.  Some respondents thought, however, that access rights should not be used as an alternative to public acquisition where there was a need to secure conservation and recreation areas in perpetuity for the people of Auckland.

Recreation access rights are not a new idea. The English Countryside Commission has had this mechanism as the basis of its recreation access for many years.  QEII trust covenants are a form of conservation protection in line with this idea.  The Department of Conservation has also used a form of access right in establishing the NZ walkway network in various parts of New Zealand.  An example is the Te Henga walkway between Bethell’s Beach and Muriwai.

ARC sees them as an additional mechanism to allow the people of Auckland to enjoy parts of the region they would otherwise not have access to, at a far less cost than having to purchase the land.  We don’t have to own the landscape in order to enjoy it, and the burden of the full cost of land ownership is not always necessary in order to provide the basic regional parks service.

There are three important prerequisites:

    i)  The present landowner must be a willing partner to the arrangement.  ARC would not entertain the use of force or coercion to achieve this objective;

   ii)  The land in question must meet ARC’s criteria, and be deemed a priority in the

 acquisition and recreation access strategy;

    iii)  The relevant local authority must agree with the proposal.

There are potential benefits to the landowners.  In return for allowing the public to have access to all or part of their land, ARC would pay them a rental.  This could be used to supplement income, or to offset the cost of rates, for example.  It also creates an opportunity for the landowners to provide a service to the public, such as camping facilities or guided walks, for which they could charge.

ARC sees this as potentially a win-win proposal for all concerned.  We have already

been contacted by a small number of farmers wanting to explore the idea further.  They tended to be people farming marginal coastal farms who did not want to sell or to subdivide their land, and were willing to share their enjoyment of the land with the wider public.  None of these enquiries has progressed beyond the exploratory stage.  Indeed, it is not appropriate to do this until the strategy is complete, endorsed and Annual Plan provision made for it.

Details of any workable arrangement are far from being finalised.  We need to work out how public rights would be secured, the relative costs and benefits to ARC and to the landowner, and how ARC could recover the value of any improvements it made to the property at the end of the deal. ARC hopes to complete a land acquisition and recreation access strategy by June.

ARC has never seen land management agreements as an alternative to land acquisition, but rather, as an interesting and relatively inexpensive opportunity to provide for recreation in the region.  We believe that the idea has potential.  I would be interested to know what WRPS members think.

The Waitakere Ranges at a Turning Point

By David R. Cunliffe, Labour Candidate for Titirangi

Y

ou know much better than I the natural challenges facing the Ranges:

· Weeds.  There are over 200 species, of which the noxious ginger is the best known.  I want to congratulate June Henderson and the Weed-free Trust for their hard work in this regard.

· Pests:  possums, stoats, and rats - to name a few.  I want to recognise ARC’s work in Operation Forest-Save, which has achieved great results in dealing with the possum scourge.  Long may it continue!

· Human Pressures resulting from the Ranges’ proximity to a major urban area have important consequences: a marine environment caught between commercial fishing and high-use recreation; pressure on water quality and the need to ensure adequate protection for streams; inevitable pressure of visitor numbers, and all the management challenges that brings; pressure on land use and subdivision, which has been the source of so much passion on all sides.

Much of this latter issue is currently sub judicae before the Environment Court, so it would be inappropriate for me to comment on individual cases.  But I recognise the process is not in itself a level playing field.  Not only are the legal costs high and the funds for them raised by voluntary donations, but the threat of court costs can act as a deterrent to due process being exercised.  My overall perspective is on the side of responsible conservation, recognising both the intrinsic value of nature and the need to maintain a viable and sustainable human environment.

· Policy Pressure:  What makes 1999 a turning point for the Ranges is policy pressure at both local and national government levels.  At the local level, I share your concerns that our Go Waitakere Council appears to be rolling back many of the things that have made us so proud of our Eco-City.  I am concerned that funding for the Oratia Structure Plan has been suspended, and reference to sensitive ridges removed.  I will be watching very closely to see how Go Waitakere policy evolves.

At the national level, we are all concerned about the reform of the RMA.  Labour’s position is very clear:  having a strong and effective resource management act is NOT negotiable.  The RMA is not perfect: progress on development of national air and water quality standards has been too slow; state of the environment reporting and environmental monitoring need to be further developed;  and the procedures employed by local authorities for implementing the Act have been somewhat uneven.  But these issues can all be addressed without weakening the intent of the Act. The RMA is a pioneering and valuable piece of legislation.  The next Labour government will ensure that the RMA works.

I have some general concerns with the reliance on market-based tools to address environmental problems.  I simply do not believe environmental protection can be left to the market - the temptations for a quick buck are just too great.  Markets routinely fail to internalise the full costs of pollution and environmental degradation; they cannot deal with intrinsic environmental values which cannot be priced; they are short-term biased, and cannot be expected to take account of the needs of those yet unborn; and they are not consultative - instead of bringing a community together to focus on common goods, markets favour the interests of the strong over the weak.

So, let’s talk solutions.  At the heart of the Ranges is the Centennial Memorial Park.  It is a treasure that must be protected.  In addition to this existing protection, WRPS has sponsored an important proposal to create a new category of protected land, called New Zealand Heritage Areas, to assist private owners in areas with exceptional environmental values to better protect them.  

Labour is willing to investigate creating a Heritage Area for the Waitakere Ranges.  Labour recognises, however, that this needs to be a consultative process rather than being imposed from on high. I personally wish to see a full exploration of options, such as assistance with environmental management costs and possible rate relief in exchange for voluntary protection.

Likewise, I have a strong wish to see our coastal areas protected.  Our coasts face intense, close-in commercial fishing pressure.  I personally support John Edgar’s call for “extensive, permanent protection”.  Although in the past, many have thought of this as 100% protection for all coastal areas and ecosystems, I believe that for areas like the West Coast we need to think more creatively about the mix.

I am here to help.  I hope you will use me well.  

(Abridged — Ed.)
Speech notes to the Waitakere Ranges Protection Society

By Hon. Marie Hasler, MP for Waitakere, Associate Minister for the Environment

T

he Auckland region has done much to support and achieve the permanent protection and restoration of these forested hills.  The Government has also played its part, and I believe a future National government will continue to establish policy helpful to this goal.

Government has produced the first comprehensive and integrated policy on conservation - the draft New Zealand Biodiversity Strategy.  This document reflects the fundamental environmental issue, the continuing decline of our indigenous biological assets.  When Government has considered public submissions on the strategy, a series of policies will be adapted which will support the turning of the tide on both public and private land throughout New Zealand.

One key initiative from the strategy is the intention to prepare a National Policy Statement (NPS) on the protection of significant natural areas.  This policy will provide guidance for local authorities on how best to accomplish sensible protection and identify the outcomes to be achieved.  Here in Waitakere, I think we can take pride in our Council’s RMA policies on protection, but the NPS will provide a timely audit and wider context for Council’s work.

National will continue to pursue its support for landowners who voluntarily protect natural areas on private land.  Government prefers the use of non-regulatory methods to achieve protection, such as covenants and land management agreements. However, I acknowledge the importance of back-stop regulation through District Plans to protect natural features of significance.  To assist private landowners in the conservation of forest areas, the Government established the Forest Heritage Fund in 1993.  Last year, the Minister of Conservation announced the extension of this fund to cover all ecosystems.

In the Waitakere Ranges, the fund has been instrumental in the purchase and incorporation into parkland of over 100 ha. at Big Muddy Creek, and 325 ha. at Pae O Te Rangi. Through this fund I would expect Government to continue to work cooperatively with local councils and landowners to protect their land. National would continue to fund the QE II National Trust to covenant private land for protection.  This means securing places like Lake Wainamu so that these areas can be kept in their natural condition.

I understand that WRPS has expressed concerns with regard to the RMA, and has made a submission through Action for Community and the Environment.  At present, the submissions are being analysed. I do not think it appropriate for me to comment at this stage.

I know many people are interested in the granting of World Heritage status. Sites on the World Heritage list must meet UNESCO’s strict criteria to show that they are outstanding examples of natural or cultural features of the world.  Applications must be approved and lodged by Government.  Three New Zealand applications have been successful so far:  Te Wahipounamu, Tongariro National Park, and NZ’s sub-antarctic islands.  Realistically, I consider that we should search for some other mechanism to appropriately recognise the value and ecological importance of the Waitakere Ranges.

Government has introduced Biosecurity Legislation, under which the Regional Council has prepared its Regional Pest Management strategy.  This legislation has opened a new era of pest and weed control where natural treasures like the Waitakeres are now seen as important target areas.  A lot of good work has taken place in the area of weeds, particularly so in the Waitakeres - but there is a long way to go.  An overall strategic plan will tie the work of the Department of Conservation, regional Councils, landowners and iwi together. Government is committed to support this work.

It is in coastal areas where I believe more work needs to be done.  Local people have achieved some good gains in protecting and restoring dunes and shellfish beds, but we have got to make bolder moves for marine protection along the Waitakere coast.  I realise fishers are jealous of their favourite spots, but we have seen ongoing depletion of our coastal fisheries over many years, and there is a need and a scope for a marine reserve in the area.  Government supports the concept of a network of representative marine reserves.  I would like to see WRPS advance a well-researched and consulted proposal in this regard.

I am happy to discuss any questions you may have about the Waitakere Ranges and its future.

(Big Muddy Creek, Pae O Te Rangi, and Lake Wainamu were land acquisition projects all initiated and coordinated by WRPS — Ed.)

 NEW MEMBERSHIP CATEGORIES
Following on from suggestions by our members, two new membership categories were approved at the AGM.


Lifetime Membership
Subscription:  $150 (one-off) + 1 new member

Details:  Subscription cost for Lifetime membership is a one-off charge of $150 and covers a permanent single membership. Lifetime members are also asked to enlist one or more additional new members (in any subscription category).  Please enclose the new member’s subscription form and payment when sending in your Lifetime membership.

Corporate Membership
Subscription:  $500 (“Kauri”) or $250 (“Rimu”)

Details:  Annual subscription for businesses is $250 for Rimu membership or $500 for Kauri membership.  Upon request, WRPS will publish the names of Kauri corporate members in the newsletter.

Name....................................................... Telephone no.................................
Address......................................................................................................

Family / Group ($25) ............
$ ______   
Senior ($15) ................    $ ______

Single ($20)........................ 
$ ______    
Unwaged  ($15)............... $ ______

Lifetime ($150 + new member)... 
$ ______
Corporate ($250 or $500).... $ ______

Donation .............................. 
$ ______    
 TOTAL ........................  $ ______

 (NB.  Receipts not supplied unless requested)

I can help with: Fund raising/Display/Newspaper watchdog/Newsletter folding/Other

Note: if you do not want to cut into this newsletter, please write appropriate details on a separate sheet and include with your contribution
Send to:  Waitakere Ranges Protection Society, PO Box 15668, New Lynn 

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Postage Paid

Auckland

Permit Number 6162

Sender: 

WRPS
PO Box 15668
New Lynn
The Society thanks chartered accountant Niven Todd for auditing this year’s annual financial report. 





Full copies of the report are available to WRPS members by contacting the Treasurer.
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