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Executive summary

Greater Wellington Regional Council (GWRC) is deyg@hg a Regional Parks
Network. To inform the development of the strateggws from a range of agencies
with an interest in open space were gathered tihrauguestionnaire.

There were 17 responses by three Central Governmagencies, eight territorial
authorities and six other agencies. The low respamate from Central Government
means that national policies and perspectives mayigkerrepresented in the overall
results.

Of these organisations’ aims or policies in coniegctith parks, half provide park
services and half support park services. The ntgjof these organisations (87.5%)
offer complementary services with the GWRC park&WRC offers a different
‘outdoors’ experience which is typically more ‘baockintry’ when compared with
territorial authorities parks and reserves. Thmai@der of the respondents (12.5%)
considered that we competed with their servicespdrticular, an overlap with front
country facilities such as picnicking, or small W&lcould be offered elsewhere by
territorial authorities.

Key demand and pressure issues identified withmn tlext 20 years are: health,
urbanisation and adaptation. With health, themrigern over increasing obesity levels
and the need to make parks accessible to an imtgeageing population as well as
younger people and to the disabled. Increasingnishtion could mean a decrease in
open/green space. A change in population demomgsn increased demand for non-
traditional use/diversified use and any new spait ,require adaptation within our
parks.

The focus and priorities over the next 20 year®imaintain parks with their current

services and for various uses such as for recredtienvironmental, cultural or heritage
purposes. The parks should also be free for emlyagcessible. This would mean that
GWRC needs to keep its current services and be topamange for future generations.

In respect to development, the feedback from osgdinins is to maintain current
activities in the parks, but provide additional kgain the Wairarapa and Kapiti, and
develop a regional linear open space network. heuamore, the majority of

organisations seek an emphasis on conservatioalsa@llow for development in parks
or higher levels of commercial activity in the regal parks.

The following activities are considered (in ordef)acceptability:

* Information centregvery acceptable)
» Education facilities

* Small commercial operations

* Wind farms

* Working farms/forests

* Motorised recreation v

» Facilities for leisure activitie§ust acceptable)
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The organisations are divided on whether facilite@sorganised sport and museums are
appropriate within Regional Parks.

Many organisations have their own services or ptsj¢hat would support GWRC'’s
work within parks. A lot of these projects focua @sues like health and open
space/parks within the Wellington Region. A numloérterritorial authorities are

calling for more collaboration to have partnershigharing projects with GWRC.

Overall, the questionnaire results have proved thatregional parks are a valuable
asset within our Region. As one organisation hastpthe regional parks work

Others have stated that it is important to retaegiBnal Parks for all user groups and to
keep them free. This research concludes thatmilyr&WRC is doing a good job and
highlights the need to maintain such parks’ ses/exed facilities.

I #664261



1. Background

Greater Wellington Regional Council (GWRC) is wiok towards a strategy

for our regional parks network. With increasinggsure to develop parks in a
different direction from their original framework 1976, GWRC wants to

articulate the fundamental purpose for holding paakd develop a vision for

their future. We need to be asking ourselves, doaffirm the purposes for

which the parks were first created and, if not, ifbaus is needed? We want
to ensure that the way we manage parks will make kst possible

contribution to our community and wellbeing ovee tiext 20 years.

Over the first half of 2009 GWRC Parks sent outarail survey to territorial
authorities, Government agencies and other agenciHse purpose of the
questionnaire is to understand how regional padkddccontribute to their
policies or programmes as well as how GWRC parkslavbenefit from their
policies or programmes. It is important that we rhehese different
perspectives prior to developing a draft strategy.

To assess the current situation, and communitgpeetives, GWRC has
undertaken a large body of research through variounss of data collection.
This information will be collated and used for tBeuncillors’ workshop in
August 2009 and the subsequent development ofasegyr for our regional
parks’ network.

WGN_DOCS-#664261-V1 1



Methodology

In April 2009, 46 questionnaires were emailed ostpd to all of the Region’s
territorial authorities (with the exception of Tewa District Council), relevant
Central Government agencies and non-Government nisig#ons. Al
responses were required by 22 May 2009, althoutghriEsponses were also
included.

In all, 19 responses were received. However, dMywere valid for the
purposes of this report analysis. Eight of theitwial authorities within the
Greater Wellington Region provided a response,ethasing Kapiti Coast
District Council, Porirua City Council, Wellingto@ity Council, Hutt City
Council, Upper Hutt City Council, South Wairarapestfict Council, Carterton
District Council and Masterton District Council. é¥ote that Tararua District
Council was not consulted on the basis of contgi@nvery small portion of
land within the GWRC Region.

The Ministry of Health, Regional Public Health amide Department of
Conservation were the Central Government agenlase¢sponded. With only
three responses, Central Government is well unplessented and may mean
that national policies and perspectives may be mepeesented in the overall
results. The non-Government agencies that respowaee Film Wellington,
New Zealand Recreation Association (NZRA), Poslyiw&ellington Tourism,
Sport Wellington, Victoria University (School of @ogical Sciences) and
Weltec. Victoria University provided an individusdsponse which has been
incorporated into this analysis.

The role of the questionnaire (attached in apperi is to hear from
organisations that have specialist knowledge andlicipp and

projects/programmes which directly or indirectlyate to parks. Section A
covers parks generally, while section B relate$SWRC parks specifically.
Finally, section C focuses on community collabanmatin relation to parks.
The questionnaire was designed around certain themth closed ended
questions. It also covers open-ended questiogstiver technical knowledge
from the various organisations and learn what mebe& currently being
undertaken.

The responses covered all aspects of the queatiennell, with the exception
of question 1. Question 1 was broken down intoedes of “themes”.

Question 1 asked respondents to break up theiromegpinto a series of
themes. Most responses provided only a generalansw this case, all the
responses were factored into the analysis.

WGN_DOCS-#664261-V1



3.1

Report findings from questionnaire

Question 1 - Describing your organisation’s aim and/or policies in
connection with parks

Sixteen of the 18 respondents described thgjanisations aims or policies in
connection to parksA summary of their aims or policies are detaletbw.

Government Departments

Territorial authorities

Ministry of Health states local parks and amenities will supportrthei

communities to be healthy and help attain the goitke Healthy Eating -
Healthy Action (HEHA) Strategy 2003.

The Department of Conversationfosters recreation opportunities on
public lands, i.e., walking tracks, huts, camps#ed visitor centres.

Regional Public Health promotes the positive health impacts of acces
that of open/green space on physical activity anida living. We promote

the benefits of mental health and social cohesiomfinvesting in green

space and parks.

Hutt City Council promotes affordable access to community facilitiest
includes cultural, sporting and recreational opgion

its

S to

Masterton District Council provides a range of parks and park facilities to

meet expectations of community groups.

Upper Hutt City Council offers outstanding leisure opportunities an
green and attractive living environment. Encouragese people to b
more active and to provide more outstanding leisyigortunities.

Wellington City Council provides 34 m2 of reserve land with multig
recreational facilities.

South Wairarapa District Council — Works in partnership with Activ,
Wairarapa and Wairarapa Moana project (Lake Waiagra

Carterton District Council provides general reserve policy.

Kapiti Coast District Council owns and manages a network of parks

reserves that provide for a range of recreation ftndss communities.

The parks/reserves provide social interaction,uitkel areas of significar
ecological/landscape/amenity values and are aacttin to visitors anc
businesses/residents. Kapiti Coast District Cdunemploys 4
cycleways/walkways/bridleways co-ordinator.

d a

(1}

hie

D

and

nt
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Other agencies

* Sport Wellington leads sport or physical activity in the Wellingt@gion.

* WelTec — teaches a recreation and exercise science sontsgeh focus or
recreation and fitness, which also promotes heatith well-being. The
outdoor recreation module focuses on the naturat@ment.

174

» Positively Wellington Tourism — Gives support to the Wellington Regipn
as a key and desirable visitor destination.

e NZRA - Promotes recreation and provide professionalices to the
recreation sector.

* Film Wellington promotes and supports screen production in|the
Wellington Region.

Overall, all the organisations have an overlap wiité aims and policies to
GWRC regional parks. Figure 1 below demonstratiss t

Figure 1
Eight organisations provide The other eight organisations
park and/or park facilities/open has services that benefits from
space and; or supports open space/parks

or park facilities

WGN_DOCS-#664261-V1



3.2

Question 2 - Do Greater Wellington regional par ks compete or
complement with services offered by your organisati on?

Out of the 16 respondents, the majority of them) @tdted that the regional
parks complement services offered by their orgdioiss. The remainder state
that their services overlap with GWRC parks andeafoee both compete and
complement with their own services.

GWRC parks complement GWRC parks compete and/or complement

87.5% 12.5%

2(b) — How do the regional parks compete or comple  ment with
your services?

Government Departments

* Ministry of Health — Parks provide a setting for being active.

» Department of Conservation — There is an overlap in front country
facilities, i.e., campgrounds, picnics, short walkéh regional parks
services. There might also be competing events.

* Regional Public Health— The regional parks are a vital part of community
infrastructure in relation to low cost opporturstiéor physical activity
They improve mental health and give a sense of aamityncohesion.

Territorial authorities

e Masterton District Council —Because of distance of regional parks to
Masterton, there is no competition.

* Upper Hutt City Council — The parks offer different experiences and|are
unique in their own right.

» Kapiti Coast District Council — The parks provide regional-scale facilities
that serve the regional population.

e Porirua City Council — The parks offer large areas of open space|and
farmland and provide complementary recreationabadppities.

¢ Carterton District Council — Provide for environments/events mnot
provided locally.

* Upper Hutt City Council — The parks provide a platform and environment
for people to be active regularly. The Regionaltddors Programme
encourages locals to get more active.

*  Wellington City Council — The parks both compete and complement
services that Wellington City Council offers. Thparks offer rural farm
experiences, camping, hunting and 4WD opportunittegch Wellington
City Council does not.

WGN_DOCS-#664261-V1 5



3.3

Other agencies

Sport Wellington — Parks provide active and passive recreatiomdltias
for public enjoyment and well-being.

Weltec— Parks value to our recreation courses.

Positively Wellington Tourism — Could compliment if they wer
developed to encourage light commercial/recreationurism
activities/operations.

NZRA — NZRA works with GWRC to ensure best practiceivdey of
recreation and recreation facilities.

[¢)

Film Wellington — The parks are a huge asset for screen production

because of their variety and ease of access. Ampbe of this is having
access to that of “farm scenes” close to Wellingt@BD.

From the above, the emerging themes are in Figdrbdlow:

Figure 1.1
Complement Compete
Offers different recreational Overlaps in front country facilities
experiences
Provides a variety of GWRC parks compete with services
experiences offered elsewhere

Offers an outdoor programme

Versus

Asset for filming

Offers farm experiences,
camping, hunting and 4WD
opportunities

Question 3 - From your organisation’s perspecti  ve what demands
and pressures do your see for Wellington’s regional parks in the
next 20 years?

The Central Government agencies standpoint of demais and pressures

In the “Health” sector:

Gaining access to GWRC parks for the lower inconoeigs.

Access for Wellingtonians to GWRC parks. 11.3% ofINdgtonians do
not have a car, which is the highest for non-camenship for any region in
New Zealand. Public transport access to parksoiswell promoted or
always available regionally.

Facilities to address increasing rates of obesity.

WGN_DOCS-#664261-V1



* Finding ways to engage with young people to apptedhe parks.

* The increasing pressure to reduce expenditure ks ppecause of difficult
economic times. There may be increased need taiexjpe benefits of
green and open space to our policy makers, paiitg;i developers and
communities. Need to spread resources so thakes dot lead to demise
of precious large tracts of land and prioritiseeistiment in areas for access
to our priority populations.

e Managing the green/open space infrastructure tourenghat its
development responds to existing needs and toeypatterns of urban
development, e.g., increasing density within kaytiess.

* Need to ensure that GWRC parks are relevant tgeasé population.

* Ensure that our regional parlde not just service those who are healthy,
wealthy and well.

In the “Conservation” sector:
» Easy access sites for an ageing population.

« The change in public space use with immigrants Wawe different
demands to our “traditional use”.

* Adaptation to new sports. Need to anticipate wapadrt will develop in
next 20 years, e.g., the take-off of mountain lgkatcurred in the last 15
years.

The other agencies’ standpoint of demands and praeses:
* Indications are that trends for physical activignids are changing.

* The potential for biodiversity, conservation, reatmn or enhancement
could be diminished as a consequence of attemptingeet social and
financial objectives of the land.

« Demand for diversified use of regional park landd atemand for
concessions.

* For the parks not to be rezoned for purposes o&rursprawl or for
industrial pressure. Balancing the biodiversiguiss with community use.
Encourage co-management of services.

* As land becomes more developed, the parks become mmportant to
film makers as potential locations. In the nexty2@rs there will be less
open spaces for film and screen production.

Wellington Region territorial authorities’ standpoint of demands and
pressures:

» Urbanisation puts pressure on natural and operespdew Zealanders are
increasingly disconnected from farms and food petida. Increasing
demand for non-traditional uses of regional padspecially on flat land.
Flat land in Wellington is at a premium, so compgtidemands for
alternative uses of flat regional park land mayaiep.
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Demands on the parks are likely to come from Wglbn's growing
population, changing population demographics, matemand for
recreation options closer to the Wellington Cityg.ecamping/tramping,
greater public expectations on service levels amggsals for exclusive
use of land for commercial interests like wind farrGWRC may need to
“defend” their role as providers of open space egweation etc against
housing and energy requirements for the Wellindgregion.

The biggest pressure on regional parks is to balamanflicting and

competing demands, especially with neighbouringsuses., a noisy
activity versus being within an ecological siteheldemands may conflict
in terms of physical space as there is not enolagiaind in regional parks
to meet all of the requests for new activities. Thallenge is to identify
which activities do not belong in regional parksl amhere they can be
accommodated.

To avoid activities that may overwhelm the existpagks systems ability
to absorb change without negative spill over toeiijg areas.

Development and promotion of wilderness walkways.

Provision of suitable areas for motorised recr@atio

Site specific demands and pressures for territoriahuthorities:

The allocation of sports grounds is well accommedait Upper Hutt and
the clubs do not appear to be growing at a grdat r&here are sufficient
amount of parks in Upper Hutt to cope with increiasgdemand.

A key pressure is continued growth in the northpant of the district
being Waikanae north and Otaki, as there is inargaslemand for
regional park facilities in the northern part o€ ttistrict, in particular in
Otaki. Recommend a park around Otaki River.

With regard to Kapiti, suggest expansion of thaaegl parks network in
northern part of the Kapiti Coast District.

Recommend a linear network in Kapiti (include cyegs, walkways and
bridleways — CWB) connecting the regional parks amder open space
network. To create a north-south network from #hasting Queen

Elizabeth park north to any new regional park atiteosignificant open

spaces in the CWB network. This should be conedlén the regional

parks network strategy so that existing and futiarge regional parks
constitute a true physical network. The existinmgedr open space and
CWB networks along the Otaki and Waikanae Rivers am important

regional scale asset that could be enhanced andgleomented with

network expansion.

WGN_DOCS-#664261-V1



A summation of the above is provided in figure heow:

ADAPTION
An aging society, demand for
new sports and demand for non-
traditional use

DEMANDS AND PRESSURES IN NEXT
20 YFARS

URBANISATION
Managing green/open space in
response to urban development

HEALTH
Increasing obesity levels, access
for low income groups/disabled

Figure 1.2

3.4 Question 4 - What focus and priorities do you b elieve the regional
parks should adopt over the next 20 years?

From a “Health” standpoint:

e Maintain existing parks and look for opportunitiess work with other
community groups on new ideas, i.e., bike trackatto@, community
gardens, promotional events in parks involvingadreih and young people.

» Consider where parks may be best located to pravidemost potential
health gains.

e Promote and improve access for priority groups,., etgose with
disabilities, children and young people.

* Advocate for improved access and marketing of pubknsport to the
regional parks.

 Promote the importance of parks and open spacdédalth, social and
cultural well-being, the economy and the environimen

« Find innovative ways to draw people into parks &mdpeople to feel a
connection to regional parks.

From a “Conservation” standpoint:

* Work with other providers/agencies to accommodegads. Cater for a
range of outdoor activities and user groups.

From the standpoint of Wellington Region territorial authorities:

* Prioritise natural and cultural heritage of regioparks. Activities that
compromise these values should only be considerelimited, tightly
controlled circumstances where no other viable omsti exist. There
should be a strong focus on biodiversity and soatality in the parks.

WGN_DOCS-#664261-V1 9



Focus on balancing competing uses, consider the quani
context/characteristics of each regional park.

Keep regional parks free and accessible. The pslrksld be protected
from inappropriate development that underminesctive values for users.
More focus is to be placed on supporting restonafitanting, recreation
programmes and volunteer groups. Involve the conitywu

Focus on recreation that requires extensive opeacesp Need to
accommodate the changing recreational needs. d&raomplementary
provision of recreational opportunities for Welling residents.

Focus on access, whereby parks and reserves aecacuessible by means
other than by the car. Linkages to remote reseamdgownships.

Demonstrate best practice land and catchment mareage

Make opportunities with open space to bring commiesmitogether, i.e.,
youth rehabilitation.

Green the areas surrounding our cities to impregdience of the effects
of climate change.

Provide for landscape protection/conservation,ga&oon opportunities and
habitation protection/conservation.

Other agencies’ comments:

Keep regional parks mostly undeveloped.

Advocate and support local projects/initiativesttisrengthen regional
developments.

Keep regional parks accessible and low cost fornsomties with more
activities utilising parks, i.e., buggy walks.

Provide more walking trails linking to parks.

Have biodiversity restoration and enhancement astagral part of park
management. Invite more community participation.

Widen the scope for use of the parks to includerisoudiversified
recreation.

In summary, respondents see that the key focus anutiorities for regional
parks are:

Maintain the regional parks and keep them freeaamessible
Promote/improve the regional parks access andriorty groups.

Maintain/provide for natural and cultural heritagend recreational
opportunities.

WGN_DOCS-#664261-V1



3.5 Question 5 - Are there any specific changes or developments that
you would like Greater Wellington to consider?

Recommended changes or developments

From a “Health” standpoint:

Consider access to the parks network for populatwith the most to gain
from wide open space and green infrastructure.

Maintain and/or enhance picnic areas and placesoimmunity groups.

Improve signage to access points to regional parksack times/loop
tracks of varying degrees of difficulty. Allow fenore achievable walks
for a range of abilities/family groups and destioas for families.

Recommended changes and developments by WellingtoiRegion
territorial authorities:

Establish and develop at least one regional patkegnVairarapa. Possible
development of a regional park on eastern side h&f Rimutaka.
Walk/bike link from Featherston to Rimutaka Rai&ilr

Develop the following activities: huts for overnigtrampers/hunters,
classrooms for education on ecology/environmentvoluld be difficult to
justify investment in leisure facilities. Motorgeecreation and camping
should be encouraged if impact on the environmemt park users is
minimised.

Demonstrate environmentally sustainable workingn&dforests. Move
away from exotic plantation forests in favour ofima vegetation.

Improve access to Belmont Regional Park from Pari@ity. Complete
track network at Whitireia. Links across TransnossGully (Belmont
Regional Park and Battle Hill).

There is demand for small and mid-sized trail kgkin Provide
opportunities for motorised vehicles.

Develop a park in the northern part of Kapiti Co&sstrict Council.
Develop a regional linear open space and Cyclewsyalkways and
Bridlepaths network. More linkages between Quebraketh Park and
Whareroa Farm from a public access and biodivepstgpective.

Queen Elizabeth Park - Allow for low impact, spler sports field use,
complementary activities to the existing Tramway S€um without
compromising the ecological and open space ameoitythe park.
Biodiversity of Queen Elizabeth Park to be protdctend enhanced
particularly with coastal dune restoration.

Recommended other agencies changes and developments

Open parks to enable the introduction of light camoral
tourism/recreational operations/attractions.

Ensure park promotions and signage is effective.

WGN_DOCS-#664261-V1 11



3.6

* Provide for filming in the parks as it is a goodyta promote and let the
public appreciate the beautiful areas in the Wglbn Region.

In summary, respondents see that the key specifahhanges or development
for regional parks should be:

 Develop an additional regional park in the KapitoaSt and in the
Wairarapa.

* Develop a regional linear network of cycle ways,lkmeays and bridle
paths. To include connecting the GWRC regional parkd the wider open
space network within the Region.

e Develop Queen Elizabeth Park to allow for low-imismll over sports
field and to include complementary activities te tbxisting Tramway
Museum.

* Maintain activities within the parks that are cuntig provided.
* Improve signage.
Question 6 - How acceptable or unacceptable wou |d each of the

following development options be from your organisa tion’s
perspective?

A large majority of 63% of respondents believedtti is “more appropriate”
to retain the regional parks in their present form.

Only 31% believed it is not very “appropriate tetain the parks in their
present form.

Retain their present form

W Unsure
6%

@ Appropriate

O NAAC 13%

0%

O NVA
31%
\I Quite
Appropriate
Figure 1.3 - Retain their present form 50%

Legend (for figures 1.3 to 1.7)

NAAC - Not at all acceptable
NVA - Not very acceptable
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More emphasis on conservation etc

O NVA W Unsure
0% 6%
O NAAC
0%
m Quite
Approp.
24%
O Approp.
70%

Figure 1.4 - More emphasis on conservation

The vast majority (94%) of respondents believed ths “more appropriate”

to have more emphasis on conservation within tgenal parks. Out of this
94%, 70% of respondents state that it is “defigiggbpropriate” to have more
emphasis on conservation.

Some Commercial Activity

B Unsure
0,
O NAAC 6%
[0)
0% O Appropriate
27%
O NVA
6%
] Quite
Appropriate

61%

Figure 1.5 - Some commercial activity

A large majority (88%) believed it was “appropriate “quite appropriate” to
have commercial activity at the regional parks.

An overall minority at (6%) felt it was deemed iagpropriate” to have some
commercial activity at the regional parks.

WGN_DOCS-#664261-V1 13



Reg parks to be developed
3 Approp.
0%
B Unsure
20% = Q.
Approp.
20%
0O NAAC
20%
O NVA
40%
Figure 1.6 - GWRC parks to be developed

Interestingly, a small minority of 20% believedtlitas “quite appropriate” for
the regional parks to be developed. A majority66f6 of the respondents
believe that it is “not very appropriate” or “not all very appropriate” to
develop the parks. None of the respondents belieaethe regional parks
should be developed, e.g., for built accommodatiofor wind farms.

To retain present form and to be developed

B Unsure
6%

O Appropriate

20%

0O NAAA
20%

O NVA
14%

Appropriate

40%

Figure 1.7 - To retain present form and to be developed

The majority (60%) believed that the regional patks used for other
operations to include developments (e.g., builtoawnodation wind farms)
and at the same time place more emphasis on catieryeducation and
community interest. The other 34% believed thatatld be “inappropriate”.

WGN_DOCS-#664261-V1



3.7

Question 7A - What following developments do yo
appropriate for regional parks?

u consider to be

In relation to these questions, respondents wevengia list of possible
developments to gauge their comfort levels on wthy thought were

appropriate or inappropriate in GWRC regional parks

100 7

90 |
80 -

70
60 -

50 -
40 -
30 -
20 -
10 |

W Appropriate

M Inappropriate

Information
Centres

Education Facilities for Facilities for

Small

Working

Facilities

leisure

Organised Commercial Farms and

Motorised
Recreation

Museums

Wind farms

activities

Sport

Operations

Forests

Figure 2.1 - Government Departments

With three responses there were misled opinionsalloother developments.
However, all three of the Central Government agescbelieved that
information centres, education facilities, leisueetivities, facilities for
organised sport, small commercial operations, aimdl iarms are appropriate
within GWRC regional parks.

100 7
90 -
80
70 -
60 -
50
40 | M Appropriate

30 M Inappropriate

20
10 7

Information Education Facilities for Facilities for Small Working Motorised
Centres Facilities leisure Organised Commercial Farms and Recreation
activities Sport Operations Forests

Museums ~ Wind farms

Figure 2.2 - Territorial authorities

One hundred percent of territorial authorities é@adid that information centres
and small commercial operations are “appropriatigfiiw the regional parks.

The majority of respondents believe that educatidacilities, facilities for
leisure activities, facilities for organised spowiprking farms and forests,
motorised recreation and wind farms are “approptiaevelopments in the
regional parks.
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100 7
90 -

80 7
70 -

60 |
50 |
40 |
30 |
20
10 -

M Appropriate

M Inappropriate

Information  Education Facilities for Facilities for Small Working Motorised Museums  Wind farms
Centres Facilities leisure Organised Commercial Farmsand Recreation
activities Sport Operations Forests

Figure 2.3 - Other agencies

All non-Government organisations view that inforroat centres are
“appropriate” within regional parks. Between 66%da83% of respondents
believe that working farms and forests, motorisedreation and education
facilities are also “appropriate”.

The respondents were split 50:50 on whether snmatincercial operations,
museums and wind farms were appropriate develogmenh contrast to
Government Departments and territorial authoritiég, majority are against
having facilities for leisure facilities and orgaed sport within the regional
parks.

100 7
90
80
70
60
50
40 -
30
20
10 7

M Appropriate

M Inappropriate

Information Education Facilities for Facilities for Small Working Motorised  Museums  Wind farms
Centres Facilities leisure Organised Commercial Farms and Recreation
activities Sport Operations Forests

Figure 2.4- Average of all territorial authorities, Central Government organisations and other
agencies

With all responses considered, it is clear thatorimiation centres are
considered an “appropriate” development withinrégional parks.

An overall majority between 70% and 90%, of thepmslents believe that
education facilities and small commercial operaioare “appropriate”
developments.

A large proportion of around 50% to 65% believet tihas “appropriate” to

have facilities for leisure activities, working fas and forests, motorised
recreation and wind farms.
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Respondents are divided over the possibility ofitawymuseums and facilities
for organised sports in regional parks.

3.8 Question 7B - Why would you consider these deve

appropriate?

lopments

A table below details the organisations’ standpaintvarious developments
within the regional parks:

View of organisation

Activity

For

Against

Information centres

Information centres would give
public appreciation for the parks

Allow for nature with less man-made
structures in the parks

Education facilities
(e.g., classrooms)

Allow for built accommodation for
schools or community groups.

Supports use of regional parks as
educational settings for schools and
early childhood centres.

Allow for nature with less man-made
structures in the parks

Education facilities are already
available throughout the Region and
there is no need to duplicate these
facilities.

Facilities for leisure
activities (e.g.,
playgrounds, skate
bowls)

Facilities for leisure activities (e.g.,
toilets, picnic areas and water).

Only use natural environment for
leisure activities.

Facilities for
organised sport
(e.g., sports fields)

If territorial authorities cannot
provide this, the regional parks
could be used for these purposes.

Should only provide organised sport
that cannot be provided at city or
district level.

Are sport fields, museums and
motorised recreation more of a city
council responsibility?

Facilities for leisure activities/
organised sport — more of a
territorial authority role?

Sports fields are already available
throughout the Region and there is
no need to duplicate these facilities.

Working farms and
forests

Working farms/forests - Okay if
demonstrates environmental
sustainable practices and could be
useful to build on recreation
opportunities. The farming activities
provide an important link between
urban dwellers and our agricultural
economy.

Motorised recreation

Motorised recreation is okay with
appropriate conflicts managed

Motorised recreation is not
compatible with other uses of
regional parks because of noise.

Is motorised recreation more of a
city council responsibility?

The other use of motorised
recreation is already available
throughout the Region and there is
no need to duplicate these facilities.

Museums

Are museums more of a city council
responsibility?

WGN_DOCS-#664261-V1
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3.9

View of organisation

Activity For Against
Wind farms Supports wind farms as long as Wind turbines would drastically alter
operation and scale do not deter the parks.

people from using the parks or

reduce amenity of the parks. Wind farms have a high impact on

amenity and landscape values.
In favour of wind farms, as can work
with working farms.

Small commercial Small commercial operations, with Allow for interaction with nature and
operations (e.g., appropriate limitations in place less man-made structures in the
ref:;shment_s, ¢ Seeks light commercial parks.

outdoor equipmen tourism/recreational ventures. If commercial activities can be

hire) established, then allow them to be

Provide refreshment opportunities. established with open space use.

Respondents state that, in light of the above deve lopments, the
following should be considered:

* Open space and nature should be the focus.

« Activities in the regional parks should be focusedpeople that you want
to use the parks and have more activities that wwage higher visitor
numbers.

* Retain/enhance recreational opportunities and éiducaervices but never
at the expense of the heritage/environmental/natargerience that
GWRC regional parks has to offer.

Question 8 - Are there any projects or initiati ves in your own
organisation that Wellington’s regional parks might support?

From Central Government Departments:
e Department of Conservation - Outcomes of the Wellington Regional

Strategy open space working group will be infornaddut projects, land
use and/or initiatives that we can work on.

* Regional Public Health - There are potential links to Regional Public

Health physical activity focused projects, and mle in providing public
health information and advice to local and regianghorities.

From Wellington Region territorial authorities:

Hutt City Council

* To provide consistent methods of monitoring aci®@¥$RC and territorial
parks, e.g., bird counting, and to provide fred fassage at Pencarrow
Lakes/Fitzroy Bay interface.

 The process of reviewing reserve public lands. Thesy lead to the
gradual increase of Belmont and East Harbour Redji@arks.
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4.1

Upper Hutt City Council

» Territorial authority/ GWRC partnerships with sharpdojects need to
continue.

* The regional outdoors programmes needs to be erpgaadd partnered
with other agencies to get better participatiothe parks activities.

Wellington City Council

* Notes only one regional park on Wellington’s bouyda

* Wellington City Council is working with GWRC on aumber of joint
projects being; Regional open space strategy, &htdart physical activity
plan, ecological restoration training for volunteer

* To improve the links to the Belmont Regional Parkthe draft Northern
Reserves Management Plan.

* More joint projects to include programmes and atds to extend the
regional outdoor programme to include more parkgrove ecological
connectivity, research and monitoring of ecologicad recreation
benefits.

Kapiti Coast District Council

« From the Wellington Regional Strategy open spacekiwg group, a
number of areas for collaboration have been identif They include:

= Control of pest flora and fauna
» Biodiversity enhancement
= Public access, including cycleway, walkway and lendy (CWB)
connections
Carterton District Council
* Wairarapa Moana should be a regional park.
From other agencies:
=  Sport Wellington — To support the planned initiative with the Whadfion
Urban Physical Activity Strategy.

= Positively Wellington Tourism — To promote tourism activities within
the regional parks.

=  Film Wellington — GWRC may support the promotion and facilitatedn
filming in the Region.

Conclusion

Organisations’ aims and policies with parks

Half of the organisations that responded providek pand/or park facilities/
open space. The other half benefit from or sugpopen space/parks or parks
facilities.
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4.2

4.3

4.4

4.5

20

GWRC parks complement with the services that naggnisations offer. In
particular, GWRC offers a different “outdoors” exigace, which is typically
more “backcountry” when compared with territorialtizorities’ parks and
reserves. Where we compete is limited to an opewiéth front country
facilities such as picnicking, or small walks tlecauld be offered elsewhere by
territorial authorities for instance.

Organisational perspectives on demands and pres  sures

Health, urbanisation and adaptation are identiiedhe main issues over the
next 20 years. GWRC parks have health benefitheyg offer an array of
physical challenges for fitness. However, theyvite poorly for access
because of limited or, in a lot of cases, no putshasport to the parks. This is
particularly important given car ownership in Witjton is the lowest for any
region in New Zealand. As GWRC parks are on threyrban fringe, they do
provide well for the trend of increasing urbanisatiwithin the Region. In
respect to adaptation to societal trends such ageimg society, providing for
the changing youth demands and demand for newsspBM/RC parks are
currently inflexible because of legislative reginos and policy processes.

Focus and priorities over the next 20 years

Respondents assert that GWRC should maintain uherd services within

parks for various uses for example for recreatioeavironmental, cultural or

heritage purposes. The parks should also be dreentry and accessible. This
would mean that GWRC needs to keep its currenticesv Regarding

accessibility, the challenge for GWRC is to providere access to the more
marginalised (i.e. elderly or from low income greypgiven that there is
limited public transport to the parks.

Changes and developments for consideration

In general, respondents believe GWRC needs to aaicurrent activities in

the parks, provide an additional park in the Waipar and Kapiti, and to
develop an open space regional linear strategyerdstingly, Hutt City and

Upper Hutt City Councils claim they have surpluglgpace and parks, while
Kapiti Coast District Council stated that it has @rerall deficiency of open

space and parks. With the Kapiti Coast Distrigieziencing one of the highest
population growth rates in the Region, new opencepawill need to be

provided. A challenge for GWRC would be to devedmpopen space regional
linear network connecting the GWRC regional park whe wider open space
network. The Wellington Regional Strategy open cspatrategy would

provide a forum for this.

Future developments within GWRC parks

A large majority of 63% of respondents believe thé “more appropriate” to
retain parks in their present form. Furthermohe vast majority (94%) of
respondents believe it is more appropriate to hemphasis on conservation
within the regional parks. Out of the 94%, 70%esdathat it is “definitely
appropriate”.
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4.6

The majority of respondents find it acceptablééve some built development
and commercial activity in parks. This includesh\aties such as information
centres, education facilities, small commercial rapens, working
farms/forests, motorised recreation and wind far®&spondents are divided
over the possible development of facilities foramiged sport and museums.
Some state that sport fields, museums and orgamigeds are a territorial
authority responsibility.

In relation to these various developments, evasugh the majority may
support this, it is noted that some activities wdonbt be able to legitimately
operate within the parks under current managemkmspand Reserves Act
limitations. Therefore, these operations may neémhning approval to
establish such activities.

Organisations’ projects or initiatives

The organisations that responded identified tbemn services and projects that
could support GWRC in achieving its goals. Forregke, the Ministry of
Health has a healthy eating/healthy action prdatcrease physical exercise.
The Wellington Regional Strategy open space styaie@ joint project with
territorial authorities and other agencies. Waellan City Council has a
number of joint projects with th&t the heart physical activity planA number
of territorial authorities are calling for more [aoration to be in partnership
with shared projects with GWRC.
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Appendix 1

Questionnaire sent to territorial authorities,
Central Government Departments and other agencies

WGN_DOCS-#664261-V1






greater WELLINGTON

REGIONAL COUNCIL

Questionnaire: Greater Wellington Parks Network Strategy

Contact details for this response

Organisation / Department:
Contact Name: Phone number:
Address:

Email:

Focus for Section A:
The values of open green spaces, such as our regional parks, are well documented
internationally and becoming more widely researched and recognised in New Zealand.
Our Regional Parks Network Strategy will help us to maximise the benefits of our
parks for the Wellington region. It may be that your organisation can utilise regional
parks to fulfil your own goals and policies.

82:3222 )1/(:)ur organisation’s aims and/or policies that currently connect with parks and. ...
l. ... recreation / fitness?

2. ... community wellbeing?

3. ...maintaining and enhancing our natural environment?

4. ...embracing our local history and cultural diversity?'

5. ...attracting visitors and promoting our region?

Question 2:

A) Do the regional parks including their management, marketing and public relations aspects
complement or compete with services offered by your organisation?

B) In what way?

WGN_DOCS-#622609-V1-SURVEY_FOR_GOVERNMENT_DEPARTMENTS_TERRITORIAL_AUTHORITIES AND_OTHERS.DOC
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Focus for Section B:
Our parks were proposed in the 1970’s in the context of the eariy environmental
movement, urbanisation and people becoming less connected to farms. The network
of parks sought to protect and enhance open space, natural and cultural features and
be available for passive recreation. Today’s context is different. We need to re-think
the purpose of these open spaces in light of:

« Changing leisure and recreation needs: with more choice available and less free
time — outdoor activity now must compete with gyms and playstation!

* The focus on “preventative” and rehabilitation options to improve public health and
wellbeing. Stress, mental iliness and low levels of physical activity are costlng our
society.

* Growing recognition of the benefits of open space to bring communities together
and give opportunity for education, youth rehabilitation and cultural expression.

s Needing to green the areas surrounding our cities to improve our resilience to the
effects of climate change and disappearing ecosystems, particularly with more
urbanisation.

*» New demands for alternative uses of regional parks, especially on flat land (e.g. a
heritage precinct, facilities for motorised recreation or organised sport).

In the light of the changing needs of our community and environment, we want to give
focus and direction for developing regional parks in the future.

Question 3:
From your organisation’s perspective what demands and pressures do you see for Wellington’s
regional parks in the next 20 years?

Question 4:
With the ‘Focus for Section B’ in mind, please describe what focus and priorities you believe the
regional parks should adopt over the next 20 years?

(Question 5:
Are there any specific changes or developments that you would like Greater Wellington to consider?
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Question 6:

How acceptable or unacceptable would each of the following development options be, from your
organisations perspective, for the regional parks in the future? (circle or highlight)

Option 1:
That the regional parks are maintained for

preservation, access and use, in their present
form

Option 2:

That the regional parks are developed, with
even more emphasis given to their
conservation, environmental improvement,

education and community interest roles

That the regional parks are developed as per
Option 2, plus they include a limited amount
of commercial activity that can enhance the
recreational park experience, e.g. refreshment
facilities, hirers of outdoor equipment such as
bikes, tents, or clothing.

That the regional parks are developed, with
some of the land use going to other operations
(e.g. built accommodation, wind farms), with
some change to the current park experience

That the regional parks assign some of their
land resource for other operations (as per
Option 4), but at the same time place more
emphasis on the conservation, education and

community interest roles {(as per Option 2)

Very Quite Not very | Not at all
acceptable | acceptable | acceptable | acceptable | (Unsure)
01 02 03 04 05
01 02 03 04 05
¥
01 02 03 04 05
01 02 03 04 05
01 02 03 04 03

Question 7: We have been asking the public what is the nature and extent of development they are

comfortable within in our regional parks.

A) Which of the following developments do you consider to be appropriate for regional parks?
e Working farms and forests

¢ Information centres

e Education facilities (e.g. classrooms)

» Facilities for leisure activities (e.g. playgrounds, skate bowls)

» Facilities for organised sport (e.g. sports fields)

e Motorised Recreation

s Museums

» Windfarms

» Small commercial operations (e.g. refreshments, outdoor equipment hire)

B) Why? [You may wish to consider the impacts on other users, keeping with natural character,
protection of environment and heritage, enhancing recreational opportunities etc]
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Focus for Section C:
Collaboration is essential for getting the best outcome for our communities. As a
result of the development of a Regional Open Space Strategy (a project under the
Wellington Regional Strategy) Greater Wellington is involved in a process of working
together with other open space providers to provide open space goods and services
for the Wellington Region. GW Parks are interested in opportunities for making
stronger connections between Greater Wellington and other organisations.

Question 8:
Are there particular projects or initiatives in your own organisation that Wellington’s regional parks
might support?

Question 9: Could you provide us with details of any research projects, plans or initiatives which may
be useful as we consider the future of our regional parks in Wellington? Detail below:

Project Initiative Relevant to regional parks Contact

Thanks for your comments.

They provide us with valuable perspectives and information to help us to develop a strategy
for our regional parks. If you have any other comments then please include them below. We
will endeavour to stay in touch with you throughout this process so your contact details are
important.

Please send your completed response to:
Sonia Chisholm, Policy advisor, Parks & Forests
04 381 7784

sonia.chisholm@gw.govt.nz

Remember, the closing date for your feedback is Friday 22 May 2009

Other comments:
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