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President’s Annual Report for 1999-2000 



�The past year has been a full and exciting one for the Society.  Since we were here a year ago, many things have happened to make me confident in the future of the Society and the long-term protection and conservation of the Ranges.

A year ago I was here predicting a rather dismal future with the Go Waitakere faction taking control of all committees in Waitakere City Council.  After 25 years of WRPS action we were facing our biggest challenge yet, and I reported that the threat to the ranges had never been greater.

A year further on and GW still have control of council, and as most of you will know, they have passed some resolutions in the last year that seriously threaten the ranges by attempting to change the subdivision rules to allow smaller lot sizes.  This brought an immediate and vigorous response from the Society and from a number of communities, especially Laingholm, Huia, Piha and Karekare.  It is wonderful to have the support of these communities, and to know that the Society is not alone in our fight to save the ranges.  It gives me great hope that if the actions of GW are so strenuously opposed we can succeed in thwarting their resolutions and ultimately see them out of office in 18 months.  You can be sure that our Society will be doing everything that it can to see that GW do not have control of the next council.

In 1999 the Society made an official complaint to Dr. Williams, Parliamentary Commissioner for the Environmental, about various procedural matters relating to GW and their anti-environmental actions.  Dr Williams has recently been in Waitakere City to make a preliminary investigation of our complaints, and we await his decision.  Various other groups and individuals in the city have also brought similar matters to his attention.

And so to more positive matters.

This year has seen an expansion of the Society’s involvement in its two core activities; planning and ecology

The first involves us in strategic planning policy at a local, regional and national level. WCC District Plan hearings continue with the city operating on a transitional plan which is a complex combination of the old and the proposed plan.  A decision from the Environment Court on the Oratia Structure plan is now available, and the Society is pleased that the original structure plan has been upheld and the increased subdivision rights sought by various appellants were not allowed.  The Society’s submission based on less subdivision in the upper catchment to create an urban buffer zone was dismissed on the grounds that the evidence for protection of landscape values in the upper catchment was unnecessarily restrictive and subjective.  This failure of the RMA to adequately protect landscape values is an area of concern.  

We have also made submissions on various management plans.  We had an input into the West Coast Plan over the past two years, and are pleased with the  draft recently released by WCC. We were also party to many resource consents applications in the Ranges and made submissions to council on consent conditions. At a national level, the proposed amendments to the RMA last year were of considerable concern and the Society was well-represented to the minister by the Northern Region NGO.  These amendments are now consigned to history, and we look forward to working with the Labour government on strengthening the RMA to ensure better protection of the environment.  

Our other main activity is ecology.  The Society has always been an initiator of research projects into the flora and fauna of the Ranges.  This past year has been no exception, and we have achieved some great progress.  Coastline protection is high on our agenda, and this past summer has seen two master students from biological sciences at Auckland University work on a survey of the coastline, funded by all stakeholders.  This new information will be compared with existing data bases and will form the basis of a more extensive survey.  Thanks to committee member Susan Turner for her work on Coastline Protection. 

 The idea of a mainland island in the Ranges was focussed in an excellent day at Arataki Centre in August.  Organised by the Society in conjunction with F&B this meeting of experts from around the country was both stimulating and productive, resulting in a much clearer vision of the Ark in the Park, which is now an idea owned by all the stakeholders in the Ranges, with the Friends of Arataki taking the role of coordinators.  Special thanks to Keith Strode-Penny and  Graeme Ramsay for their continued work on this project.

Our Vice-President Kevin Gould has continued to edit our newsletter together with his other responsibilities for research projects.  He was responsible for organising the Society’s wasp research and this project has moved along very successfully.  We have just finished conducting a wasp survey with the help of Dr. Jacqueline Beggs from Landcare Research and the results should allow us to initiate an eradication program next summer. This project well demonstrates the Society’s method:  we identify a problem, we initiate a pilot study, we find the funding, we get the data, and then we find the responsible agency to implement and fund the continued program. 

Last year at the AGM we presented our proposed logo for the 21st century.  And we are pleased tonight to be able to present the final logo that Keith Strode-Penny has designed. I am sure you will all agree that this is an exciting new look for the Society.  In due course we will hopefully be printing some T-shirts with the logo and I hope you will all support us by buying one when the time comes.

Thanks to John Carlson who continues to represent the Society on the Te Henga quarry committee. 

Jenny Taylor our new database manager has stream-lined access to the database, which is searchable and more accessible.  Our questionnaire that has been sent out asking for membership details will greatly increase out ability to respond to the needs of our members, and our new invoicing system whereby a tax invoice for subscriptions is sent out to everyone at the beginning of the financial year in March is an improvement.

Perhaps our weakest effort has been in the area of fundraising.  After putting considerable amount of work into this area only to find we were turned down by various funding agencies has been rather depressing, and a new drive is required to ensure we remain able to carry out all our activities.  It was really only through the generosity of our members’ subscriptions and donations throughout the year that we have finished the year in such a good financial position.  However, all these funds will soon be absorbed as we go into another year of litigation, and I would like to appeal to our members for help with fundraising.  Perhaps there is a WRPS member who can help us with this difficult but essential matter?

The Society’s archives which have been kept in various attics and basements are now all together in one place, my office. With another concerted effort we should be able to get these well filed and therefore readily accessible for the first time for quite awhile. After 26 years you can image they fill many boxes and filing systems, and we are searching for an ultimately safer place to store them. Any suggestions of a suitable place where they could be safe but accessible would be appreciated.

Thanks to all our committee members. Graeme Ramsay, our senior committee member has been a guiding influence in many of the Society’s projects, especially the Mainland Islands and the flora and fauna research projects.  Denise Yates is chair of the Waitakere Community Board and continues to play an important role in the Society. Our secretary Linda Godfrey has provided us with an efficient office and committee meeting room and kept excellent minutes throughout the year. Treasurer Darryl Short has kept us fiscally responsible in a year of high costs and through his careful management we remain solvent.

Thanks also to our consultants, counsel Douglas Allan, Gary Taylor, Denis Nugent, Stephen Brown, Andrea Julian and others, who have all made generous pro bono  contributions to the Society over the past year.  Without their help, we could not meet the very high standards of representation required at hearings. The fact that the Society is regularly congratulated for its considered and intelligent submissions, and for its ability to find solutions to extremely contentious issues is in large part due to our consultants.

During the year Ted Scott stood down from the committee owing to pressures with his many photographic projects.  Some of you might have seen his book of historic photographs “Through the Lens” which compared historic photos of the Ranges with modern views taken from the same location.  A photo of our current committee at Arataki lookout was shown along side a picnic of members of the first Auckland Scenic Conservation Society in 1900.

We were lucky to be able to coopt two new committee members during the year, Simon Chapman and Jane Alexander, who are both completing MSc degrees in ecology at Lincoln University.  They are studying bats in the WR, and we welcome them to the committee knowing that they are already making a valuable contribution to our research program.  Also new to the committee was Kathryn King who graduated last year with an honours degree in planning from AU.  We are all impressed by Kathryn’s enthusiasm and willingness to get involved with the Society’s planning programme.  Kathryn’s generous offer to work for the Society one day a week this year as a volunteer has been very gratefully accepted. 

At a city ceremony last December Waitakere City Council presented 100 millennium medals to honour community contributions by people in our city.  I am pleased to report that eight of these medals went to members of the Society which goes to show that we still have friends of the environment in council. 

So I am pleased to conclude this Annual Report with the observation that your Society is stronger than ever, with a membership of over 600 people, and an enormous support base of Aucklanders who see the Waitakere Ranges as a highly valuable area of regional and national significance.  You can be sure that in the year 2000 your committee will work to its maximum ability to protect and conserve this great treasure.



John Edgar.  President�

The following are transcripts of the talks given by invited speakers at WRPS annual general meeting on 27 March 2000.  Apart from correcting a few minor typographical errors, these transcripts are reproduced here exactly as they were submitted to us.  The opinions expressed are not necessarily those of the WRPS committee.
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Gary Taylor, Director of Aristos Consultants Limited



�This Society has been in existence now for nearly 30 years. That is a long time. There have been many changes in the Waitakere Ranges.  There is today a heightened awareness of the conservation values of the area and a better understanding of ecology.

Councils have come and gone but the consistent trend has been improved protection for the Ranges and its forest and fauna. That is, until now.

For the first time in the Society’s history we are witnessing the conservation clock being turned back by Go Waitakere, a council faction that seems determined to reduce conservation controls and open the Ranges up to unprecedented subdivision and development. 

Not only has Go Waitakere attempted to open the floodgates of development in the Ranges – they have demonstrated real hostility and arrogance towards this Society. Their pre-election propaganda used extreme and vituperative language that made their antipathy towards environmentalists quite clear. 

Not only has the council resolved to remove minimum site sizes throughout the Ranges – it has also resolved to do so without consulting people. This is unlawful. Such far-reaching changes to the rules in the district plan must be properly justified and must be the subject of proper consultation with affected individuals and interest groups such as this Society. 

By adopting a pure effects basis for evaluating subdivision proposals, and looking at development on a site by site basis, council is ignoring the real value of district plan provisions which provide an opportunity to assess the cumulative effects of development across the whole area. If we look at every subdivision proposal without regard for the wider picture, we will lose sight of cumulative effects and see the values that make the Ranges so important rapidly eroded. An ad hoc, piecemeal approach will be a disaster.

Fortunately there is a statutory process that council has to go through. It cannot simply change the rules over night. The Society can object to the proposed changes and take the matter to the Environment Court for determination. But environmental litigation is an expensive and fraught process. To take on the might of a large city with all its resources and unlimited ability to fund litigation from rates is a real David versus Goliath exercise. 

The Society needs access to unprecedented funds and support from its members if it is to succeed.

There is an insidious effect of simply signalling its intentions to allow more development, even if council is finally thwarted from realising them. Individual developers are encouraged to make applications for non-complying resource consents – and they are doing so in large numbers. They know that they will have a sympathetic hearing from the council. 

That places your Society in the position where it has to take the even more daunting step of taking resource consent decisions to the Environment Court. That opens the Society up to the potential of an award of costs if unsuccessful. One such award could potentially wipe out the Society.

The Rimutaka Place appeal is a case in point. This is an instance of a developer seeking a 14-lot subdivision on 7 hectares of puriri-composite forest. I have never seen such an intensive subdivision in all my years of involvement in the Ranges. There are likely to be many more instances of such developments being approved by council with the added burdens of risk and costs on your Society.

How can we avoid all of these slings and arrows of the electoral process? We may well be able to elect a new council next time that is dominated by greenies and consign Go Waitakere to oblivion. But the Ranges will always be vulnerable to a disastrous result and the thing about conservation, as many of you are well aware, is that the victories are always temporary while the losses are permanent. A lot of damage can be done in a three year term.

In my opinion we need to create a new way of administering the Ranges, one that affords certainty as to the future. It is telling that in New Zealand we administer all private land under the same rules. We need a new framework for our special places, one that can guarantee long-term safety for them. 

The Waitakere Ranges is the last significant remnant of coastal forest left in the North Island that is still partly in private ownership and not fully protected. We have to develop an approach that turns landowners into conservation managers, that creates the climate in which they are incentivised and encouraged to manage their land in a sustainable way. 

In other countries they have such an approach. Protected landscapes, as they are called, are clearly identified. They are invariably living, working environments that are nonetheless very highly valued for their outstanding landscape and natural values. They are tightly regulated but also have access to special funds to encourage conservation. 

Regulation can stop people doing things – and we need that. But what it can’t do is make them do things – and that’s what is needed. Conservation management requires weed and pest control and in some areas forest restoration. These activities should be supported by the public at large because they create public benefits.

There is something to this formula. It works in other countries and will need careful tailoring to the New Zealand context. We are working the concept up into a real proposal and will be taking to Government soon.

I look forward to working with the new Labour / Alliance Government which has some sympathy towards these ideas. David Cunliffe has been very supportive and has offered to assist the Society to identify the best way forward. The idea of finding a new formula for the administration of the Ranges, one that the community that lives here can buy into rather than have it forced on them, is an extremely attractive and enticing prospect. Meantime, we have to keep on doing what we can to hold the line.

Finally, can I say that I see the Ranges as a place that has high value for its ecosystems and its beauty. It is important that places like this are protected for their own sake and also for their value to people. We have a duty, here tonight, to think about the generations yet to come as well. We owe them an inheritance that is not debased and ruined because of short-term thinking.

�

*******************************************************************



David Cunliffe,  M.P. for Titirangi.



Policy Options for Ranges and Coastal Protection.



�Summary

In his first environmental address as M.P. for Titirangi, David Cunliffe reaffirmed his commitment to Waitakere Ranges and West Coast inshore marine protection, presented several policy options and sought feedback.  He noted the new Government’s environmental priorities and challenged WRPS to participate in a new partnership. 



Remarks

Respects were paid to Te Kawerau a Maki, Ngati Whatua, and Te Whanau O Waipareira. Greetings were presented from the Minister of the Environment, Hon. Marian Hobbs, and the Speaker, the Rt. Hon. Jonathan Hunt (a founder member of WRPS). 



Ranges Protection: The Challenge

Our goal is to ensure due process and environmentally responsible outcomes in the management of both the core Waitakere Ranges (as gifted by Auckland as Centennial Park) and in sensitive foothill areas.

This challenge arises from:

(i)  The delegation of primary planning and resource management authority to local government under the Resource Management Act (RMA)

(ii) Moves within Waitakere City Council committees to undermine minimum sub-divisible land size protection

(iii) A broader need to develop long-term, nationwide protection to sensitive urban periphery and landscape issues, especially in view of the Environment Court reluctance to address landscape issues

	    (iv)  Cost and access problems for community groups having to rely on the Environment  Court.

A series of options need to be carefully considered to address this challenge.



  National Policy Statement under the RMA

This could provide needed (and binding) guidance to local authorities and the judiciary on the application of the RMA to sensitive forest areas like the Waitakeres, and on landscape issues generally



Advantages include:

(i) Feasible within the existing main legislative framework 

(ii) Can provide national standards to override anti-environmental local decisions

(iii) Minister of Environment could consider it within this term of Parliament



Disadvantages include

(i)  Broad coverage of NPS means Waitakere issues could be submerged within a national framework

(ii)  Extensive consultation requirements could result in delays

(iii)  Resource-intensive at national government level.  Would have to be MOE’s top priority

(iv)  May or may not have sharp enough ‘teeth’ 



Preliminary Judgment: worth investigating to next level of detail. Both Ministry for the Environment and the Auckland Regional Council may be supportive.  



  A Waitakere Ranges Heritage Park

This could integrate existing local, regional and national statutes to provide coherent (but variable) levels of protection across Centennial Park and adjacent private land holdings. If passed as either a Government or Members Bill, it could have binding application on local interpretation of the RMA.



Advantages include:  

(i)  Specific to Waitakere needs

(ii)  Could be modelled on the Hauraki Marine Park Bill to afford varying levels of protection as appropriate

(iii)  Local MPs could drive the initiative



Disadvantages include: 

(i)  Could be criticised for ‘moving outside’ or ‘overriding’ the RMA

(ii)  Could take years to develop and pass (the Hauraki Marine Park Bill took six years)

(iii)  Careful work required on enforcement mechanisms

(iv)  Local property rights/hardship cases would need to be considered

Preliminary judgment: Feedback sought on concept and potential content - worth developing idea to next level.



  West Coast Marine Protection

There is evidence of a clear degradation of inshore marine environments:

Heavy recreational take of shellfish (e.g. Piha)

Inshore commercial fishery 

Species under threat (Hector’s dolphin, little blue penguin)



The approach of the previous government was to insist that all west coastal communities should all agree on reserve protection before advancing legislation.  This approach was either naïve (ignoring the differing needs of local recreational and cultural use) or cynical (using disunity as an excuse to doing nothing).  At the same time the previous government appeared to prevent interest groups like Save Piha Shellfish from participating actively in the regulatory process.



The Labour-led Government is committed to setting aside 10% of our coastline as marine reserve by 2010.  We also recognise however the differing needs of different communities and the need to make progress as a series of effective steps.  



Accordingly I propose that steps be taken to incorporate the Whatipu-Bethels coastline into a Marine Park with variable levels of protection, as appropriate to the different coastal communities.  Such a Park could build on the rahui at Karekare and the voluntary shellfish ban at Piha.  I am keen to see commercial fishing pushed out from its current limit.



As a first step I would invite comment on the idea (and/or alternatives) from members of the community.  A strong consultative process is important to getting the best solution for the coast.



Labour Environmental Policy



Key planks of the Government’s environmental policies were discussed.  Although time prevented a full discussion, the following points were noted:



(i)  Resource Management Amendment Bill:  The Government is very supportive of the RMA and intends to “split” the amendment bill introduced by the previous government.  Amendments will be developed through the Local Government and Environment Select Committee.  We support the role of local authorities in the resource consent process.  We want to get better national guidance on key policies, to encourage better public participation and to focus on environmental  

outcomes.



(ii)  Priority policy areas include biodiversity, waste, climate change and the urban environment.  Auckland transport issues also feature on the list of top priorities.



[Mr Cunnliffe has invited WRPS members to discuss these options with him -- ed.]

�



*******************************************************************





Councillor Jenny Price, Waitakerre City Council



�The object of this speech is to correct some misconceptions and urge a degree of tolerance which has been sadly lacking in resource management debate.  Most issues seem to be addressed from the extremes from both sides and either Councils or the Environment Court have to steer a middle course.  The Act talks about people and communities so that its implementation needs to reflect the wider community.

The first misconception to be addressed is about me personally.  The very description “accountant” leads to descriptions as a bean counter who knows the cost of everything and the value of nothing and similar nonsense.  My first degree is in history, the foreign language component was Russian, and I included chemistry and maths in that degree.  I have been a member of the Forest and Bird Society for more years than I care to remember, the Historic Places Trust, Amnesty International, a Friend of the Royal New Zealand Ballet, Lopdell House, a subscriber to the Auckland Philharmonic Orchestra, the Auckland Chamber Music Society Concerts, the Auckland Theatre Trust Productions, Titirangi Drama and the Opera New Zealand Productions.  My family has owned an orchard and forestry unit for 20 years.  I have personally planted literally hundreds of trees.  I have watched and been part of the collapse of the apple industry around Auckland.  I have watched and been part of the rise of the avocado industry.

I am not a member of a central government political party.  I am not a paid up member of the business round table.  I am well qualified to Chair the policy, property and finance committee of the Waitakere City Council.

There is no question that both I and Go Waitakere candidates campaigned on the basis that the Proposed District Plan had been captured by extreme elements and some of the restrictions in that would need to be changed.  When the Oratia Structure Plan (OSP) was debated in the first meeting of the current Council I requested a copy of the section 32 analysis completed by Council prior to the introduction either of Plan Change 70 or the OSP itself.  In my view, while reference was made to the provision with the allegation that the appropriate analysis had been completed, that was simply not so.  In particular, the disappearance of about $80 million in land values has still not been explained.  Section 32 is expressed in the imperative - Council must do it, not may do it.  Before adopting any objective policy rule, Council shall have regard to:

(a) The extent to which the rule is necessary in achieving the purpose of the RMA;

(b) Other means in addition or in place of such a rule which may be used in achieving the purpose, including provision of information services incentives and the levying of charges including rates; and

(c) The reasons for and against adopting the proposed rule and the principal alternative means available compared with taking no action at all.  

Council shall carry out an evaluation of the likely benefits and costs of the principal alternative means and be satisfied that the proposal is necessary in achieving the purpose of the RMA and is the most appropriate means of exercising its powers in that particular way having regard to its efficiency and effectiveness relative to other means.

I find it difficult to fit into the requirements of that section the type of rigid control advocated by the Society [WRPS].  By rigid control I mean a prohibition on any further subdivision in the foothills environment, a prohibition on vegetation removal without Council consent, controls on building on ridges, controls on the colours which people can use to paint their homes.

It is no secret that I do not regard 4ha blocks as being sacrosanct.  The effects of the adoption of that subdivisonal standard to the North has been the creation of “pony palaces” for the financially well off and a reduction in the productive capacity of the land.  The last dairy farmer in Taupaki sold his herd last year and completed a rural lifestyle subdivision.  People that can afford that lifestyle are often in occupations which require long hours and intensive application.  They have neither the time nor the inclination to look after the land they have which deteriorates as a consequence.  There is evidence from Mr Hunt’s 1995 PhD thesis on this subject that sites of no more than one hectare, and preferably less, are most effective in meeting the requirements of Section 5 of the RMA.  Namely by promoting the following:

(i) conserving natural resources for future generations by tree planting and conserving soils;

(ii) safeguarding life supporting systems (maintaining wildlife habitats); and

(iii) avoiding, remedying, or mitigating adverse effects on the environment.

At the building site, driveways, garaging, provision for water supply and sewage treatment would require a somewhat bigger site size, but would potentially promote a garden suburb.  Titirangi is an example of what can be done with relatively small site sizes, but educated people promoting their own environment.  I have lived there for 32 years.  Roughly half the section is in bush, as is the case with all the immediate neighbours.  The sections are about 1,300 square metres to 8,000 sq metres.  It is instructive to look at photographs of Titirangi in the 1920s and 1030s where it effectively was open farmland, compared with the situation that prevails now.

Which is not to suggest that Titirangi simply be replicated anywhere else.  The whole purpose of the RMA is to look at the effects of particular proposals in the particular environment.  That is exactly the approach adopted by our PDP in relation to the working environment.  There are no particular defined activities as permitted activities such as you find in many other plans.  There are simply a series of criteria that must be satisfied, and if an activity can be conducted within those it is deemed to be permitted.  There is no reason why similar discretions cannot apply in other areas.

And it is that approach which has been endorsed by the Environment Court in the OSP decision.  I note the publicity that Mr Taylor as spokesman for the Society regarded the decision as endorsing the Society approach.  That does not square with paragraph 72 of the decision:

“In our view the Society has not established the basis on which the more restrictive approach could be said to better achieve the purpose of the Act.  While there is obviously a planning argument for such an option, the clear weight of the technical evidence did not point to such an extreme position being taken”.

The Structure Plan process was endorsed, but the version adopted by the previous Council is unnecessarily prescriptive to achieve the purposes of the Act and we all now have to work together to adopt a more flexible approach in terms of that decision.  If the society continues to endorse and promote an extreme view than it will promote animosity.  If it works with Council within the directions provided by that judgement not only in Oratia, but in the foothills generally, there will be a better result all round.

I know that comments like that promptly result in letters to the editor accusing me and other Go Waitakere councillors of predetermination, caucus decisions, and a failure to observe the quasi-judicial requirements of the Act.  As I am not on the hearings committee most of the criticism personally is untrue.  But the criticism itself is wrong.  Every councillor arrives at the table with personal views, prejudices, experiences, intelligence, education standards - they are all individuals.  There may well be situations in the future where I regard a subdivision with minimum 4ha lots as being the only appropriate subdivision in the area.  There may well be others where it is a lot less.

A major concern that I had in relation to the OSP was the effect of section 85 of the RMA.  That provision was not in the old Town & Country Planning Act and to this point few claims seem to have been argued under that particular provision.  While it starts by providing that no person shall be deemed to be injuriously affected by any provision in a plan, if an owner considers that an interest in land is incapable of reasonable use they may challenge the provision and the Environment court can order the rule to be modified, deleted or replaced.  That arises if the burden is deemed to be unfair and unreasonable.  

I certainly had concerns that the approach to many of the orchardists in the Oratia Valley was that they were required to continue to run an orchard for the good of the community regardless of the economic consequences.  Those orchardists could not continue growing apples because it was not economic to do so.  To change crops would require the capital for replanting and also to sustain the orchard while the crops came up to fruit.  The soil type and contour was such that there was no obvious crop, which could compete with growers in say the Waikato or Hawkes Bay.  The effect of the OSP and indeed the Proposed District Plan generally was to reduce the number of lots available by way of subdivision compared with that that had been available under the old Town & Country Planning Act.  Clearly, that had resulted in a reduction in value of the land that they held.  The community was requiring them to make a sacrifice for the alleged benefit of the rest of the community.

The combined effect of section 32 and 85 in my view requires Councils and Central Government to look at the financial burden that they are imposing on individual land owners for the alleged betterment of the community as a whole.  If an owner is to be required to maintain a private park on our behalf, then we as a community must expect to compensate him or her for that privilege.  whether that compensation takes the form of direct grants, rates reduction, or the provision of services will have to be addressed in individual cases.  Both in the rates relief policies, and the Proposed District Plan, I do not believe that the past council was adequately addressing these issues.  Central Government also needs to play a part.  DoC appears to be underfunded.  It has a responsibility to conserve what we have, and if bush areas are to be frozen then DoC should be funded to buy and maintain those areas.  Hopefully Mr Cunliffe will address this problem.  Dr Morgan referred the Planning & Regulatory Committee to a recent publication from Waikato University called I think Biowhat, which discusses this proposition.

Our City has suffered from a lack of industrial and business development.  The unemployment problems for the youth of the City are obvious to all.  The transport problems created by residents leaving the City in droves to obtain employment are also obvious.  Why is it that even before the Albany basin was rezoned from orchards to industry the industrial area round the Concourse and Central Park Drive hardly moved, and the Sturges industrial area never got off the ground and has been rezoned to residential?  As soon as Albany was opened it boomed, and only now is Central Park taking up the slack.  I believe that the perception of the City actively promoted by your Society, and reflected in particular by the Herald, is anti-business and anti-development.  The perception is wrong.  In many respects the provision of the Proposed District Plan in the working environment are more flexible than in the adjoining cities.  But we need to get that message across.

The horticultural development, much of it in intensive glasshouses with the employment that that provides, has gone to Rodney District to the North.  We restricted site coverage and the growth of glass and plastic houses accordingly.

The captains of industry apparently chose to live in the Eastern suburbs or on the Shore.  Why is it that the same house in the foothills of Titirangi is worth so much less than its equivalent in those areas?  Again, perceptions may be important.

I am happy to debate policy and principles with the Society.  I would urge you to do that without the personal attacks that have distinguished the Society since the 1998 elections, I would urge you to take a more moderate approach for the sake of the City.



[WRPS has not issued personal attacks -- ed.]

�

�

   SUMMARY OF ANNUAL FINANCIAL REPORT

    31 January 1999 - 31 January 2000



�INCOME AND EXPENDITURE���1999 - 00�1998-99��Income�14865�10035��Expenditure�3745�18620��Income over expenditure�11120�(8585)��

BALANCE SHEET AS OF 31 JAN 2000���1999 - 00�1998-99��Current assets�19274�7868��Current liabilities�7265�6979��Net assets�12009�889��





WAITORU RESERVE - problems, solutions & working bee.�

This bush reserve owes its existence to WRPS and Forest & Bird and the pledges the two societies made to manage the reserve. It is surprisingly diverse, with a ridge of dense rimu/kahikatea, a nikau/pukatea basin, a small swamp and secondary growth manuka and kanuka. As the bush is dense there is little maintenance required except for the loop track. However, the entrance to the reserve attracts a lot of abusive attention – litter, household rubbish, car burning etc – even contractors dumping fill. The solution to the problem is to reform the car 





park to a size that will cater for normal park visitor requirements. Council will truck soil and some rocks, and we will plant – mostly flax and ferns (so as to retain the glorious podocarp panorama). 



SUNDAY JULY 2ND, 9.30 am 

Bring friends, spade, gloves, energy

Tea and a guided walk provided.

Waitoru Reserve is on Bethells Rd, just past Duffys Rd.

Contacts 810 9516, 810 9540

�

***********************************************************************************



WANT TO GET NOTICED? Not sure of the relevance?



�Come and plant a few trees to help restore Waitakere Valley. In time the trees will beautify the valley, provide a habitat for wildlife, and food for birds and insects. The vegetation will also shade the river in summer giving a better water temperature, and help to prevent pollutants in ground water from entering the river. Any one of these actions will improve the area – and together they make a convincing case to ask for your help.

The Waitakere Valley Restoration Group has grown up lots of plants from local seed and will have monthly working bees over the planting season. Work started two years ago and the successful plantings are just starting to be visible from the road. We recently won grants totalling $2300 from the WCC and ARC to purchase potting mix, fertiliser etc. to continue to fund the work 

Planting dates are the second Sunday of every month from June to September (June 11th, July 9th, August 13th, September 10th.

We start at 10 am. The planting site will be sign posted – look for the sign at the intersection of Bethells Rd & Te Henga Rd. Bring your favourite spade (narrow ones are best), plus gardening gloves & lunch. 

We will put a reminder in the Waitakere City News (Sights & Sounds page). We also need help in the nursery – potting up and weeding. No experience necessary! Phone 910 9056 or 810 9540 for further details. See you there!�

*****************************************************************************



A Botanical Gem - Spragg Bush

By Jessica Beever  (nee Spragg)



�Fifty descendants of Charles and Mary Spragg made a pilgrimage to Spragg Bush in the Waitakere Ranges on Easter Saturday, 2000. Charles and Mary had emigrated to New Zealand from Shropshire with their family on the iron barque ‘Ulcoats’ in 1864. Their 4th child, Wesley Spragg, became a prominent businessman and established the New Zealand Dairy Association, later the New Zealand Cooperative Dairy Company Limited.  He had a house in Mt Albert, called ‘Turanga’, and he also purchased land in the Waitakere Ranges.

At the top of Mountain Road, in the upper Henderson Valley, Wesley had a holiday home, ‘Whare-o-te-Rangi’. The property consisted of a fine stand of native bush, with several large kauri, surrounded by rough paddocks. My father, Bob Spragg, grandson of Wesley, visited his grandfather there during four summers while his own father was away at the 1st World War. These visits were made with his sister Kathleen, and their mother Hetty, Wesley’s third daughter.

In 1919, Wesley gave a property of over 700 acres at Kaitarakihi, on the north Manukau shore, to the City of Auckland. There he erected a monument to his only son who survived to adult-hood, Wesley Neal Spragg. ‘Young Wes’ had joined the Air Force, and been killed in Egypt in 1918. Wesley also decided to donate the bush at Whare-o-te-Rangi to the citizens of Auckland, so that it would never be destroyed, but remain as a reserve. The surrounding paddocks and some of the bush margins were subdivided for private sale, as the ‘Turanga Heights Estate’. The subdivided land included the sections which today line Turanga Road, named after his house in Mt Albert, and those on the Scenic Drive which back onto Spragg Bush, north of the Mountain Road intersection. After the bush was handed over to the Mayor of Auckland, James Gunson, on the 9th April 1924, a lunch was held at long tables on the front verandah of the house of Wesley’s friend, Sir George Fowlds.  This house, with its elegant long verandah, still stands at the top of Mountain Road. Wesley’s own house nearby was destroyed in several fires. Another, built in 1990, today stands on the site.

Spragg Bush is a particularly valuable reserve because it is original Waitakere Ranges forest. The central part of it at least has never been milled, and there is no history of fire in the immediate area. Because it is at high altitude it is moister than much of the Waitakeres forest, frequently in the clouds, and with a rainfall approximately twice that of Auckland City. This all means that it is very rich botanically. Over 40 different kinds of fern are recorded here, including a particularly fine range of the moisture-loving filmy ferns.  The bryophytes, that is mosses and liverworts, are also diverse and luxuriant. In a 1984 study of mosses on the trunks of tree-ferns and the nikau palm in Spragg Bush, I recorded 38 species of moss. Ground mosses include 5 species of Umbrella moss, large and handsome species, mainly in the genus Hypnodendron, a name which means ‘tree moss’.

By the time of Wesley’s death in 1930, only a handful of sections in the Turanga Heights Estate had been sold, almost all to the Auckland University College and members of its staff. Section 87 was bought by C.R. Knight, Professor of Architecture, who built the first, and until the 1950’s the only, house on Turanga Road. Others were bought by the University Registrar, Rocke O’Shea, and the Professor of Economics, Horace Belshaw. 

Today, Turanga Road is a bustling suburban corner of Waitakere City, but it still retains its bush-like nature. The paddocks of the twenties have regenerated to a mature 2nd-growth kanuka forest, and many houses have been built amongst it.  Of the sections subdivided on the original bush margin, only one contiguous with Spragg Bush is still clothed in original forest, the others having all been at least partially cleared for houses at various times. This original forest section, at 14 Turanga Road, is currently for sale, the owners looking at offers on $100,000. With the help of the Waitakere Ranges Protection Society, the Spragg family descendants have established a fund, the Spragg Bush Conservation Fund, with the aim of purchasing this section, and adding it to the Auckland Regional Waitakeres Parkland.  Any surplus funds will be put to some conservation project in Spragg Bush, the most pressing being the building of a board-walk to protect the roots of the very large kauri in the centre of the forest. Under this tree a Spragg family photograph of over 50 descendants was taken last Easter Saturday, to go in the albums alongside that of Wesley and his relatives, taken in 1903, beneath the same tree. None of the human beings in the 1903 photo are still alive, but the kauri tree has scarcely aged.

Donations towards the land purchase can be sent to the Treasurer, Waitakere Ranges Protection Society, PO Box 15668, New Lynn, Auckland 7. Cheques should be payable to the “Waitakeres Reserves Fund” and clearly marked for the Spragg Bush Conservation Fund. We are aiming to raise $100,000.

�Farewell — Kevin Lynch

Kevin Lynch, conservationist, died last month and the West is poorer for his passing.

Kevin was a Waitemata County Councillor in the early 1970s when the proposal to establish a landfill in the headwaters of the Te Henga wetland was first proposed. I remember Kevin hearing submissions opposing the tip and seeing a remarkable awakening of his environmental interest and conscience.

After the battle was won, Kevin became very involved in conservation issues, both as a councillor then later as an active member of WRPS and many other environmental organisations. In the 1980s and 90s Kevin was one of those stalwarts who always turned up to meetings, who could always be relied upon to speak up eloquently and powerfully for the environment. His eloquence seemed to grow with time and the moral force of his advocacy often shamed the less scrupulous into silence.  Kevin Lynch was a person who held clear, firm views but who always maintained his dignity and composure. He felt passionately for the Ranges and was a kaumatua for the conservation movement.

Kevin spent many years on the committee of WRPS, and although he shunned taking an executive position, he was one of our most respected committee members. His was such a familiar face at so many meetings that any absence was treated with alarm. He was also a keen tramper and loved to get out into the bush, particularly if it meant he could speak first hand about an area which was threatened, or could plant trees to restore some corner. It was gratifying that his huge contribution to conservation was recognised last year with the presentation of a millennium medal. To honour Kevin’s dedication and deep commitment, the Waitakere Ranges Protection Society will plant a grove of trees - the next newsletter will advise the time and place.

Gary Taylor  and Colleen Pilcher

�--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------�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 
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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.












