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Executive Summary

Over 42 groups and individuals provided a respdosequestionnaire sent out in April.
Their responses, along with comments made in thetings, form the basis of this
report. While the response rate was low, theidlf@ek paints a clear vision for the
future of regional parks and forests.

Respondents enjoy using regional parks and fdréstsa wide variety of recreational
and community based activities but especially falkimg/tramping, picnicking and

volunteering (and capturing this on camera). Ragiparks offer a “buffet” of outdoor

experiences which caters for different interesi$erihg levels of fithess, where users
can choose to das much or as little as suits me at the time

The appeal of regional parks for respondents isthiey offer an alternative to what you
see, hear and feel in the city. Parks are greacespwhich energise the body and relax
the mind. Because of the location of regional padl of this is available without
having to travel too far from home.

According to respondents, the most important béeméfparks is that they are places
which protect and conserve the natural environm&scondly, they help build healthy
communities.

The key elements that make regional parks is tet are:

* Diverse and contain a variety of natural landforms

* Close to, but yet removed from city life (with mmal man-made structures and
associated features: shops, paving and buildings).

* Large areas, with a feeling of expanse and assacia¢ws
» Conveniently located near the city, with publiaisport options

* Places with forest and bush, flora and fauna.

These elements are interlinked together make upigue “package” that is different
from other types of open space.

In the future the conservation, environmental inproent, education and community
interest roles should be developed. Parks themseatould be extended at the edges
where it provides linkages between regional pank®tber open space areas. New
parks will be needed to provide for a growing papioh. These parks should have the
same key elements as identified above. Refergurdi 3.9 for further detail on the
vision for regional parks in the future.

Community groups have expertise, as well as voamtene to offer regional parks.
However, many groups are struggling with aging mersibip and other demands on
people’s time and attention. They would like torkvavith Greater Wellington Regional
Council in maintaining and enhancing the environtakmaspects of the parks and
increasing people’s awareness of the parks thraeyncation, events and friends
groups.

" Where this document refers to Regional Parks, this includes the regional parks in the Wellington region and also Wainuiomata Recreation Area
and the Pakuratahi and Akatarawa Forest s which are managed for recreation.
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1. Background

Greater Wellington Regional Council (GWRC) is waritowards 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 pakd 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, tMfoaus is needed? We want
to ensure that the way we manage parks will make ltbst possible

contribution to our community and well-being oviee hext 20 years.

To assess the current situation and community ppetves, GWRC has
undertaken a large body of research through varfiouss of data collection.
This information will be collated and used to inforcouncillors (though
workshops) and the subsequent development of gegyrdor our regional
parks’ network. It is important that we hear thegéerent perspectives prior
to developing a draft strategy.

Over the first half of 2009, GWRC Parks Departnieat completed a number
of surveys and met with organisations and iwi, &l as reviewing literature.
Alongside the research described in this repoerethhave been two other
surveys:

(1) A telephone survey of 1,000 residents regionaliyn(ao determine
what residents of the Greater Wellington Region twamm regional
parks and forests over the next 20 years)

(2)  An emalil survey of territorial authorities, Goveremt agencies and iwi
(aim: to understand how regional parks complemeniicips and
programmes or could contribute in the future.)

This questionnaire targets a different audienoenfthe telephone survey. It
was assumed that the telephone survey would gstatistically representative
response from the community. The role of the doesaire is to hear
specifically from people who:

* Have an interest in community development
* Hold specific knowledge of the parks and a pasiothem
* May have specialist technical knowledge

The questionnaire (refer to appendix 1) seeks limt eanainly qualitative
information on people’s perceptions of the beneditparks and what aspects
they value. It asks people to consider how parkdawok and be in the future,
and specific questions on the preferred directibrdevelopment. Finally,
recognising that working with community groups tohi@ve outcomes is
important, there are also questions about the camtyngroup’s own future
and how regional parks fit alongside this.

WGN_DOCS-#653255-V1 1



Methodology

In April 2009 the GWRC Parks Department sent ogfuastionnaire to over

300 groups that are actively engaged in GWRC’soregjiparks and forests or
community and interest groups that may have arrasteabove the general
public. The following types of groups were congacttramping clubs, care

groups and other environmental societies, 4WD ake froups, community

boards and associations, walking and harrier clabenteering groups, pony
clubs, those with leases or concession operatotiseirparks. These contacts
are held in a database by GWRC and effort was nmadgdate and broaden
the database through other sources provided bfotéal authorities.

The questionnaire (appendix 1) had a cover lettech gave a brief outline of
the history behind the strategy and the currentecdrdriving the development
of a strategy for parks. Recipients were alsot@uvito attend one of four
meetings in various locations around the WellingRegion during late April
to hear more about the context and purpose oftthgegy and have questions
answered. Meeting minutes were taken in theseingseand are referred to in
the findings of this report. Questionnaire respaorid could complete the
survey by mail or email according to their prefen All responses were
required by 22 May 2009, although late responses @aiso included.

The questionnaire asked some closed ended questiarategorise the type of
respondents but also a number of questions thatiregja short written
response. It was hoped that the nature of thesstigns would encourage
groups to spend time together discussing and triongrticulate their views
and aspirations.  Acknowledging that this is nowaals possible, the
guestionnaire required respondents to state ifr theiponses represented a
group or their own individual view. Note that thedings of this questionnaire
are meant to complement other research being wkagrtconcurrently (as
described in section 2). In early June the 42 tijpmsaire responses were
collated an entered into a database to assist@salyOther comments were
also provided and where applicable these have laésm included in the
analysis.

WGN_DOCS-#653255-V1



3.1

3.1.1

3.1.2

Findings/results
The demographic of respondents

Introduction

Forty-two responses were received from througtibat Wellington Region,
with the majority being from Lower Hutt. Figurel3shows the distribution of
responses by district. The number of responsesrgiy reflects the
population spread, although Wellington City is undgpresented.
Interestingly, Wellington City is the only distrithat does not have a regional
park (Wairarapa is in the early stages of the agraent of Lake Wairarapa as
a regional park). This result is perhaps indi@tf the attitude that people
care more about what is happening in their locality

4 ™

Kapiti Coast

Not specified, 2 46,200 popn, 7

Wellington
179,466 popn, 8

Waiarapa
38, 610 popn, 4 Low er Hutt
95,704 popn, 12
Upper Hutt

38, 915 popn, 4

Porirua
46,200 popn, 5

Origin of Respondents
(Total number of respondents 42)

- /
Figure 3.1 - Origin of respondents

What respondents do in regional parks

People in our parks enjoy a wide variety of retosal pursuits and
community activities. Respondents were asked thicate which activities
they undertake in the parks and were given 22 oaegyto choose from. The
results show that park users, whether they areviohaikls or groups, tend to
engage in multiple activities. Twenty-nine of #h2 respondents enjoy using
the parks for five or more recreation pursuits.e80% go for bush walks, an
activity more popular than any other carried outtle park. A smaller
percentage of people tramp (48%). Around half efpondents partake in
activities with a group or with their families. iEhmay mean a casual walk but
also activities such as picnic’'s and barbeques abunteer events (such as
planting and restoration work).

Parks provide a way for people to be engagedegét an activity. This is an
important element in developing social cohesioriwita community (Buchan,
2007). Interestingly the results also show a nunolbeespondents partake in
photography (43%) and research (40%), a differemd kf active engagement
from volunteering events. When compared to otlesearch of people’s
activities in the parks (Glenn, 2008), trampingtdead comparatively high
while mountain biking and cycling is surprisingby.

WGN_DOCS-#653255-V1 3



3.1.3

3.2

3.21

Figure 3.2 - The top five activities people engage in our regional parks and
forests: walking, picnics, volunteering, taking photos and tramping

Frequency of visitations to regional parks

Respondents were asked to categorise their infedaein regional parks, from
having no direct involvement to being a frequergrugr having some other
kind of involvement (such as through planting ostoeation). Within the
42 responses there was a wide range of level @ivement in the parks. All
individuals noted that they got out and used thd paleast occasionally and
the majority at least on a regular basis. It ishpps their vested interest as
park users that motivated them to complete the topumesire. By contrast,
respondents who submitted on behalf of a groupawarage, visited the park
less frequently. However, a number of these graspsinvolved in projects
and volunteering in the parks.

What is it that people value about GW regional parks?

The questionnaire asks people to explain what vafiye about regional parks,
(as unique from other park types such as sportsngisy city reserves or
National Parks) in terms of the setting, the atiggiand the experience that the
parks provide. Their responses illustrate the tp@siattributes of regional
parks; what the parks exist to provide and whaaet$ people to spend time in
them.

The activities available

As figure 3.3 illustrates, 30% of respondents gatighly that regional parks
provide a range of activitiedo be engaged in. Where sports grounds may
provide for only a few sports codes, regional papkevide for a whole
spectrum from passive recreation (painting, phatplyy) to active (mountain
biking, horse riding and walking the dog). Regioparks are also unique in
that they offer a range of focuses for people: laggioal (restoration and
planting days); social (barbecue and picnics); ohisal; or recreational
(running, tramping).

As already highlighted in section 4.1.2, walkingdatramping activities are
particularly important for respondents (30% of wsents mentioned this
specifically). The regional parks track networknede up of three track
classes “walk”, “tramp” and “route” (refer ®Regional Parks Report 2006-07
p.5); catering for a range of visitors and physatailities. These opportunities
are promoted in our parks’ brochures, which dettad different tracks and
walking times. Where respondents said that théyedagood facilities, these

were generally references to tracks and bridges.

WGN_DOCS-#653255-V1



3.2.2

What do people value about the activities?

12

o N A O ®©

Range of Good facilities ~ Flexible, not walking/  variety of Being in Overnight
activities to unstructured overcrowded  tramping physical nature  opportunitities
engage in | serenity opportunities  challenge

Figure 3.3 - What do people value about the activities

Notably almost all of these activities are selftivated and unstructured (i.e.,
you determine the level that you want to engagevimen you start and stop).
This flexibility and variety of physical challenges very important for
respondents. As one respondent states [| valjdréelom to choose my own
activities on each visit because there is enougttepghat my usage need not
impact on othersand another [l valuethe ability to do as much or as little as
suits me at the time.

A few respondents referred to regional parks ascqd that provide

opportunities to stay overnight (i.e., camping).hisTunique feature is not
provided for in city parks and reserves. Givert tiegional parks are adjacent
to major towns and cities, camping opportunities arore accessible than
those provided for in the Department of Conservagstate. Currently, three
of the regional parks have camping facilities.

The experience

When asked about what they valued about the rabipark experience, the
feeling of being in nature and isolated from othevere both very important
features for respondents. Phrases such as [l]vgdtieng away from it aland
just being in the bush and alongere common. Regional parks provide
enough space that people can distance themselwasdither people and the
urban environment without spending a large amountravel time. This
sentiment also came through strongly when respdadeere asked what they
value about the setting.

Respondents make a strong association betweeqg beinature/isolated and
the positive effect it has on emotional and physimgEing. From the graph
(figure 3.4) you can see that respondents appee@atks are places for
relaxing, being restored and healed and feelingeaice (respite). As one
respondent puts ifThe experience of regional parks is uplifting, hegland
reassuring after the bustle of the cityThese statements align with an
increasing body of research on the health and eieijobenefits of parks. In a
United Kingdom study of people suffering mentaheés, over 90% had
benefited from exercise in green spaces (Mind, ROOAustralian and
New Zealand eco-therapy research also shows tearttount of “green” and
access to open green spaces tends to improve [sewom#-being (Regional
Public Health, 2008).

WGN_DOCS-#653255-V1 5



3.2.3

What do people value about the experience?

accessible  isolation  relaxing/  restoring / being safe  visual appeal amenities / conservation
feel good healing amongst facilities
nature

Figure 3.4

The importance of accessibility to regional parfksa common theme in
responses throughout the questionnaire. Our dumegional parks are
considered to be conveniently located with reaslenatoximity to urban areas
and some respondents also believe with sufficieflip transport available.
At least one respondent from every district (exdbpt Wairarapa) mentioned
the importance of having the parks accessible.

The following quotes from respondents illustrdatis.t
I/we value...

Large, natural areas reasonable close to towns aitids (Kapiti Coast
respondent)

Being close to urban areas, yet have the feelingpahg far away
(Lower Hutt respondent)

Rural/coast but easily accessib(@orirua respondent)

Public open space close to urban areas, usuallyessible by public
transport(Wellington respondent)

As these quotes show, respondents denote acdigdibi mean that these
places are close to the city but removed from &fgy (and its trappings).
Within a very short timeframe, people can remowntbelvedrom the city’s
influences, pressures and strains of day to daydiid enjoythe outdoors
without other users intruding minute by minute solitude and in a natural
state

The setting

Figure 3.5 shows the aspects about the settimggidnal parks mentioned by
respondents, from most frequently mentioned tatleas
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We value regional parks because they are:
1. diverse, with varied natural landforms
2. close to, yet removed from city life
3. available large areas, with
views

>

&.@

Figure 3.5

The most commonly stated aspect valued by resptsdsnthe variety of
natural (unmodified) landforms found in regionathza Sea, dunes, wetlands,
hills, lowland bush, streams, lakes and rivers ragntioned specifically by
respondents. By contrast human-made features @renentioned. These
natural landforms offer scenic views which is exgeced by both those using
the park and also those with vistas towards buskred hills or open pasture
tops seen from their homes. Another consequenceetining natural
landforms is that these are also locations for ystems for native flora and
fauna.

These values are in fact interconnected and camn@ntirely separated from
the other or exist in isolation. As figure 3.6 derstrates, parks provide a
package of interrelated values, illustrated byuke of a Venn diagram. The
overlaps show how the features are interlinkede f@sponse from a tramping
club sums up the unique “packagdProximity to urban areas but with natural
landscapes and extensive undeveloped areas. Mortégetention of natural
environments which are accessible

transport
nearby

Figure 3.6 - The package that regional parks provide

WGN_DOCS-#653255-V1 7



3.3

3.4

Benefits of regional parks

The benefits of parks are well documented withiierature and particularly
through the Parks Forunvélue of Parks2008). Those surveyed were asked
to rate how Wellington’s current regional parks éf@nthe community. Their
responses are recorded in figure 3.7, where thefibesonsidered the most
important is at the top. The findings show thadpandents clearly value
environment and social benefits over economic artum@l benefits. Some
respondents mentioned economic benefits while omlyfew submitters
recognised the importance of cultural heritage tarism (both locally and
attracting overseas visitors).

More important

Parks protect and conserve our natural environment
Parks help build healthy communities

Parks help build an informed and educated community
Parks bring people together

Parks contribute to our economy

Parks conserve and protect cultural heritage

SN =

Less important

Figure 3.7 - The perceived benefits of regional parks as ranked by respondents
What the future looks like - development options

The value that parks are places to protect andeswa our natural environment
is also reflected in respondents’ preferences farkgp development in the
future. Respondents were asked to state how adidepta range of
development options with different emphases. bristhese options were:

(1) To maintain the parks in their present form;

(2) To develop the conservation, environmental imprometneducation
and community interest roles;

3) In addition to option 2, include some commerciativaty with a
recreational focus;

(4)  To diversify into alternative types of land use; or

(5) In addition to option 4, place more emphasis orseoration, education
and community roles.

The responses are shown in figure 3.8, whereefihefl the x-axis “acceptable”
and the right is ‘not “acceptable”. An option wehhigh level of acceptability
in the community will be clustered to the left dfetx-axis. If views are
polarised, there will be clusters on both the &&ftl right ends. If the option is
unacceptable, the responses will be clusteredeaight. Figure 3.8 shows
that options three, four and five did not gain macheptance and some people
who strongly disagreed. By contrast, options omel &avo were both
considered acceptable, where very few people disalgr The results show that
it is reasonably acceptable for regional parkseartanaged into the future as

WGN_DOCS-#653255-V1




they are today. However, option two - to develop tonservation, encourage
environmental improvement, education and communigrest roles - is even
more popular than maintaining parks in their prederm. While this survey
is not representative of the whole community, thiera preference towards
option two. Further research and consideratiomlshibbe given in light of this
preference when developing a strategy for regipagis.

1. Retain present form 4. Diversify to other land uses
30 30
25 25
20 20 1
15 | 15
— 10 4
10 ] 5 Di |
5 0 L= ‘
0 ; ; ; — very quite unsure not very not
very quite unsure not very not acceptable acceptable  acceptable acceptable acceptable at
acceptable acceptable acceptable atall all
2. More emphasis on conservation 5. Diversify and increase conservation, education etc
30 30
25 4 25
20 4 20
15 15
10 4 10
‘] [ ; [ ]
0 ‘ ‘ ‘ o 0 — I:l e i
very quite unsure not very not very quite unsure not very not
acceptable  acceptable acceptable acceptable at acceptable  acceptable acceptable acceptable at
all all
3. Include some commerical activity
30
25
20
15 4 —
10 1
2 [ ]
0 o e L i
very quite unsure not very not
acceptable acceptable acceptable acceptable at
all

Figure 3.8 - Acceptability of posed options for the future

3.5 What the future looks like -a vision of regional parks by
respondents

3.5.1 Introduction

Respondents were asked to imagine the futuregodmal parks (over a 20 year
period) and complete these statements:

* Regional parks will be ...
* Regional parks will provide ...
* Regional parks will not be ....
* Enhancement means ...

* Development will not be/should not include ...

WGN_DOCS-#653255-V1 9



3.5.2

3.5.3

What respondents do not want to see

By far, the strongest image of the future pf
regional parks, are places that are not “ovgrRegional Parks should not
developed” or “commercialised”. Over ong-include activities which detract
third of respondents stated that developmerffom the outdoor natural
should not include commercial activities, €Xperience. Roads, vehicle
Examples of such activities might be vend r4sage, ’”d“S’f’a’ ?Ct"”t'es or
selling food or refreshments, shops or “the SIS Wh’Cr.' IMpose upon
park” type activities. Others are mo etandscglzlpe, kay.””es O]
amenable to small scale economic activiti ranqw./ty of sites.

g S jframpmg club)
(such as guiding or concessionaires) but agree
it must be managed carefu_lly so that it d ©Pevelopment of landscape
not degrade the surroundings in the pa| kareasandParkinfrastructure,
Respondents maintain that private developerg,g tracks, will be in sympathy
whether housing, industry or other enterprisesyit the jandscape and in a
must remain outside of park boundari@Smanner that facilitates minimum
“Urban features” or “activities that emulat impact recreation and shared
urban development” are discouraged
respondents. Eight respondents agreed thgiends group)
development should not extend to concrete
footpaths or roads. Eleven respondents also aghe¢duildings or human-
made structures (other than visitor centres andc bgilities) are not
appropriate. This sentiment is summarised by thaes in the textbox. Wind
farms were specifically mentioned by a few respaosiealthough their views
are polarised for and against such infrastructesrelbpments.

A large number of respondents do not want motdrisereation or other
activities that cause noise and disturb users. @aoap hopes thategional

parks will not be used for motor sports, or othetidties that impact on other
users of the park and the neighbaurdoisy activities are shunned, while
peaceful surroundings for recreation endorseds iBhiliscussed further below.

A few respondents displayed wariness towards eKkeEs signage.
Interpretation panels are considered useful buteptent of signage needs to
be sensitive to the surroundings.

With regard to development and maintenance op#r&s network, a number
of respondents emphasise that regional parksgramianum, should be retained
as they areRespondents advocate that in 20 years time regparks will:

[.. have been}etained and enhanced (by restoration/revegetatigmoviding
free and open access to natural open spa¢&samping club)

[not be] overcrowded with competing users, compromisedtbgrdand uses,
owned privately, degradedEnvironmental group)

What respondents do want to see

One-third of respondents agreed that enhancemerggibnal parks means,
most importantly, finding ways to preserve and aest the natural
environment.

WGN_DOCS-#653255-V1



People want more: more trees and vegetation;
birds and wildlife; more ecosystems and habitatsnhancement means
restored. Similarly, they want less plant and ahir restoration of indigenous
pests. Pest control is recognised as an importagfosystems to a

aspect of enhancement (refer to text box). sustainable state, free of
pest animals, wandering

Respondents believe that regional parks in thedut Stock, pest plants and
should be places that offer permanent protectior) @fher weeds, and
landscapes and ecosystems. Increased biodivefditgiorised recreational
is considered an important indicator of success. | Vehicles. (individual)

Three other aspects that make up enhancementks aee: involvement with
the community; track development and improving lites. With regard to
community involvement, respondents maintain thafiomal parks need to
reach a wider audience than those currently aatitee parks. Encouraging
involvement may be through schools and univers{gelsication and research)
or initiatives which partner with community groupsGWRC could run
programmes or facilitate projects which raise awess and provide
opportunities for people to proactively care fagitrenvironment. As stated by
an environmental group:

Allied to the wide ranging environmental featuodsthe parks is the ongoing
opportunity they offer to educate the communityudlooir natural environment
(eg summer walk programmes) and how we can go apmiecting and
improving the environment (involving the commuimitypest species control,
restoration planting etc) ....

.... Such education will empower the community ke t&ction to improve the
ecosystems of the parks. Strong community supptuding that of Tangata
Whenua will be vital in achieving any vision foetRarks.

With reference to track development, respondemterr specifically to
designing tracks of varying difficulty and challendboth for bikers and
walkers). To maximise these opportunities, infaroraon the suitability of
the terrain needs to be easily accessible. Asmta fracks, basic recreational
facilities are also considered appropriate enhaeogsnto the parks such as
camping, car parking, shelters and toilets.

Respondents feel that, within a natural envirorimiiere can be provision for
a limited range ofcompatible recreational experiences. One environment
group believes that the balance should be as fellow

Where such high environmental values are preséein tenvironmental
protection must take precedence over recreatiorsgsuof the Parks and in
these areas consideration must be given to restgctecreational activities
which are not compatible.

There should be policies which assist decisionarakbout the location and
intensity of development of recreation assets wirilaimising impact on the
natural landscape and ecosystems which provide gheounding for
recreational activities.

WGN_DOCS-#653255-V1 1"



However, the requirement famompatiblerecreational experiences for some
respondents does not imply that only passive ré&oreais desired.
Respondents think that within the parks network GWshould provide a
range of experiences and activities and, as mesdiabove, cater for a range
of fitness levels. It is the variety of recreatbopportunities available within
our parks that particularly appeals to users. rifteoto cater for the variety of
recreational uses within the park, there needstedace or “buffer zones” so
that one recreational group can operate withoutrigipg on the experience of
another.

Both at the meetings and comments from respondamishasised the point

that regional parks will become increasingly impatt places as people
become busier and the communities more urbanigeginst a backdrop of a

protected and restored natural environment, paakse places that people can
go for enjoyment and relaxation. As discussedeictisn 4.1, regional parks

provide a refuge from urban life - respite from wpaople experience in the
cities (i.e., concrete structures, noise, traffieople). This idea that parks
should provide a natural, peaceful setting for pedp recreate and relax is
affirmed by the quotes in the text box.

Regional parks and other green spaces are needmxptot of the balance of
green areas to continued urban growthlhey provide a green counter to
urbanisation, providing environmental services Wwhimaprove our resilience to
the effects of climate change and so on.

‘Regional parks are....
.... places for conservation and ... of the soul.”

. more places for relaxation and experiencing a relatively unspoiled natural
environment to recreate in.

.... highly valued as protected natural landscapes/ecosystems and as sanctuaries for
people with busy lives.

.... a haven of beauty and peace for people to share with each other and to unwind.

... space]s] to chill out and catch some fresh air and exercise.

In an increasingly urbanised society, visitors to the Regional Parks find solace and
solitude to the benefit of their mental well being as their bodies benefit from the exercise

the Parks afford. [Friends group]

Quotes from respondents

WGN_DOCS-#653255-V1
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Summary of the key elements in sections 4.6.1 and 4.6.2

Development in regional parks should not
include ...

commercial activities

buildings or other manmade structures
(including accommodation)

concrete footpaths or roads
vehicles (including motorised activities)

private enterprises or other developments
that exclude the public in favour of
money.

Regional parks will be....

- avariety of protected landscapes and
ecosystems

- places of increased biodiversity and pest
free

- available for enjoyment and relaxation

accessible (information and transport)

- retained and increasingly important in an
urbanised society

Regional parks will provide...

a peaceful natural place for recreation

a range of experiences (from wilderness
to farm)

a range of activities (from 4WD to
walking)

ecosystem services

Enhancement of regional parks means ...

- preserving and restoring the natural
environment

- doing weed and pest control
- developing tracks of varied difficulty

- getting the community involved and
educated

3.5.5

- basic facilities and amenities - better facilities and signage /

interpretation.

They will not be over-developed,
commercialised, or degraded from their
current state.

Figure 3.9

Size and location of regional parks

Respondents were also asked to consider the nuandesize of regional parks

and how this might look in the future. Right thgbuthe Region, people

believe that parks should at least be retainedzm and number. Figure 3.10
shows that the majority of respondents (93%) bebethat regional parks

should be expanded to include more parks and/ok. |&espondents recognise
that large areas are important for viable, rediliecosystems. Further, that
with population increases parks will come undespuee. Increases in number
and size may be required to maintain the same exer without expense to

the ecosystems and habitats that parks protect.

A number of respondents indicated appropriatetiocs for new parks such as
coastal areas (Baring Head and South Coast), nge(e.g., Mount Kau Kau
skyline), and rivers (Waikanae River). A few resg@ents specifically
mentioned the development of a park at Lake Waarand Whitireia was
mentioned at the meetings - both are proposed mabiparks. Others
mentioned expansion of existing parks where adjalegrd becomes available
(such as the farmed area south of Eastbourne armtéida). Respondents see
benefits in creating recreation and ecosystem ¢jaka
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3.6

Respondents affirm that regional parks differ biotHunction and form from
other open spaces. One respondent reflects thmctisee nature of what
regional parks provides:

Much of the value of the existing Regional Parksves from their size and
variety. Smaller local parks catering for specifictivities that are more
closely managed play a different social role froegi®nal Parks and Forests.
(individual).

Again, the idea that regional parks are places$ phnatect landscapes and
associated ecosystems while being relatively atddess the urban dweller
remains important. Indeed the locations identifieave the potential to
encompass the key elements of regional parks, exgtifiéd by respondents
(discussed in section 4.5.3).

/
Responses about the size/number of regional parks
Don't know / unsure,
2%
Not Answered, 5%
Stay the same, 31%
Be expanded, 62%

o

Figure 3.10

Working with groups in the future

Within each of our parks there are a number of momty groups actively
working. These groups are playing an increasimgiyortant role of helping
the public to engage in parks, facilitating restiora as well as promoting
specific activities (e.g., horse riding, trampinglhe questionnaire seeks to
find out what the issues for these groups are ahnat whe areas that we can
work together in the future.

In general, these groups are facing an ageing reship, where it is
increasing hard to get younger generations involv@doups are also noticing
it is difficult to encourage people into the outdno Increasing demands on
people’s time and competing activities are seecoasributors to decreasing or
stagnant membership levels. Another issue is wearrfatigue where ongoing
maintenance of projects absorbs the group’s enemgking it difficult to
embark on new initiatives. Conservation and reston opportunities are
plentiful but require long term efforts in planniagd weed/pest control.
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Groups were asked how GWRC can work together ti#m in the future.
Those who responded had the following to say:

* We can provide expert advice to offer about a rasfgesues (from plant
identification, how to introduce species, to safatthe outdoors).

* We can help planting, do monitoring and weed/pestrol as well as track
and facility development.

* GWRC can get involved in education, taking groump® ithe parks and
running events such as the regional outdoors pnogie

* GWRC can promote events and work alongside othbrsivave the same
focus (e.g., outdoor recreation, restoration day)

*  GWRC can promote more Friends’ groups within thekga
4. Conclusion

Perhaps the most important message is that rdgianks are a “package” of
interlinked features. This report helps to idgntiie unique qualifiers of this
package as appreciated by people today and whatdshe available to future
generations.

The subtitle for the Parks Forum docum¥atue of Parkgs inspire, refresh,
conserve, protect, play These five words provide a useful summationhef t
messages from questionnaire respondents and hameapplied below.

Inspire Respondents believe that regional parksige a practical
learning space about the outdoors and the envirohme
Interpretation, community involvement and promotiare
important tools to facilitate this.

Refresh People appreciate being able to removestiges from the
pressures of work and city life. They recognisat thuiet
green spaces lower stress and improve mental aysicgh
well-being.

Conserve These are areas where land is manageehdore that
biodiversity values are conserved and enhancedt déetrol,
restoration plantings and monitoring occurs.

Protect Regional parks are effective ways to ptothabitats,
landscapes (whether natural landforms or farmingl an
forestry) against urbanisation and other commercial
developments. There are multiple community besdfitm
visual appeal to educational opportunities to buogd
environmental resilience.

Play The parks contain a range of recreationalodppities,

catering for different abilities. They allow folekible,
unstructured recreation which can be communal dividual.
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The results should be read with the understanthagis not representative of
all the clubs, organisations and community group#en comparing the types
of activities respondents in this questionnaire antake with previous

community surveys (Peter Glen, 2008), there is unglgresentation from the
mountain biking community for example. Neverthelése results still present
a consistent picture of what regional parks are, givould be in the future, as
seen through the eyes of those who are regulas a$e¢he parks. This survey
complements the phone survey of public opinion stmoluld be read alongside
that report (Peter Glenn, 2009).
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greater WELLINGTON

REGIONAL COUNCIL

File No: PK/03/09/02
23 March 2009 PO Box 11646

Wellington 6142
142 Wakefield St
New Zealand

T 043845708
F 048020300

www.gw.govt.nz
Greetings from the Greater Wellington Parks team!

Towards a 20 year Strategy for Our Regional Parks: Have
your say

What do you think Wellington’s regional parks stbibok like in 2030? GW Parks department
would like to invite you to participate in develagia vision for our Parks and Forests for ourselves
and future generations.

We need a strategy for our Parks.It's been a long time (30 years) since our netwafrkegional
parks was first proposed. They were created teept@nd enhance open space, natural and cultural
features and be available for casual recreationceSthe 1970’s five regional parkBattle Hill,
Belmont, East Harbour, Kaitoke and Queen Elizabétip future water collection areaghe
Akatarawa and Pakuratahi Forestsxd other lands such #® Wainuiomata Recreation Areand

Hutt River Trailwere developed. These parks are large areas titlyubnwvned land that border
towns and cities as opposed to city gardens, sfieltis or playgrounds. Each area contains unique
gualities from expansive native forest, rollingnfidand, plantation forestry to beach and dune lands.
Together they form our network of open space ameatained by GW Regional Council.

Today'’s context is very different.We need to re-think the purpose of these operesgadight of:

* Changing leisure and recreation needs: with moogcehavailable and less free time — outdoor
activity now must compete with gyms and playstdtion

* The focus on “preventative” and rehabilitation ops to improve public health and wellbeing.
Stress, mental illness and low levels of physicéivdy are costing our society.

» Growing realisation and recognition of the benefifsopen space and bringing communities
together.

* Needing to green the areas surrounding our cibesnprove our resilience to the effects of
climate change, particularly with more urbanisation

* New demands for alternative uses of the Parks cedfyeon flat land. (e.g. a heritage precinct,
motorised recreation facilities, or a golf drivirgnges).

To address these issues, GWénds to develop a Regional Parks Network Stratyy (RPNS) We
want to clearly articulate a vision for the parksl@dhe fundamental purpose for holding them. This
will guide Park management and direct developmémgaoks for the next 20 years. We want to
have your input in the RPNS to ensure that thes&spwill remain relevant to the regional
community and make a valuable contribution to oalilveing.
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We want to hear your views.GW Parks is currently collecting the views of adairange of
individuals and groups prior to developing a sggteWe aim to have a draft RPNS in November
and will consult with the public on the draft primr Christmas 2009. At the moment we are doing a
telephone survey of around 1,000 residents redional

In addition, we want to hear from groups of peofulebs, resident associations, non-government
organisations), such as yours who may have a dpetaest in Parks either because of their
proximity or your involvement in the Parks. Altetivaly, you may be able to highlight gaps in our

service and provide insight of how we make our Pavkirk better for our community.

Questionnaire enclosedWe would like you and/or your organisation to céete and return it to
us by22 May 2009 Send your completed questionnaire to:

Regional Parks Network Strategy

PO Box 11646

Manners Street Email:parks@qgw.govt.nz
Wellington 6142 Fax: 04 802 0300

If you would like further information, we are hahdj 4 meetings in the Wellington region where we
will talk about the context and purpose of thetetgg and can answer any questions you may have
on its development. You are welcome to attencbir yarea or as convenient. These are as follows:

Greytown Town Hall (Corner Main & McMaster Street) 7.30pm Mondayth20 April
Belmont Hall (off Fairway Drive, adjacent to the school) 7.30pNednesday 2% April
Pukerua Bay School Hall(89 Rawhiti Road) 7.30pm Tuesday"28pril

Greater Wellington Regional Council Centre
Committee Room Level 5 (Wakefield Street) 7.30pm Thursda$/ 2ril

RSVP: If you can come, you can RSVP to our Parks segrétderisa Fa’aumu) 04 802 0327 or
email: nerisa.fa'aumu@gw.govt.nz. If there areetwho you think would also like to attend the
meetings then they can contact Nerisa as above.

Information and regular updates on the strategy dam found on our website:
www.gw.govt.nz/parks. We look forward to meetirguyor hearing from you soon.

Regards

The Regional Parks team, Greater Wellington
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greater WELLINGTON

REGIONAL COUNCIL

Questionnaire: Greater Wellington Parks Network Strategy

Contact details for this response

Mame: Phone number:

Address:

Email:

Please tick: o This questionnaire response is on behalf of a group (write nama)

= This is from an individual.

Greater Wellington regional parks currently include: Kaitoke, East Harbour {Pencarrow and behind Eastbourne),
Belment, Queen Elizabath and Battle Hill Farm Forest Park. We also manage recreation in the Akatarawa Forest,
Fakuratahi Forest (including Tunnel Gully and Rimutaka Rail Trail) and the Hutt River Trall.

1. What activities do you or your group usually undertake in our regional parks? (circle the
relevant number(s)

CODE ACTIVITIES:

Walking/bush walking ... ... ... (H Driving for pleasure (e.g. 4WD, Trail biking) ... 12
Running/jogging .. soamn U Participated in organised %pnrt% event oo 13
Walking/running WIth d{ng ,,,,,, 03 Canoaingfka}rakmg,fmﬂmg e 14
Mountain biking/eyeling ... ... ... 04 Photography .. R R e S 15
SWHRMIRE o edwiia i 08 Pamt]ng,*ﬁrmﬂﬂ-. B b A B TS S e e
34 o) 1 06 Researching/nature study ... ... .o oo oo ven o 17
HOBEIE .\ 0iinn ven e owms e 0T Family outings/recreation ... oo voevvr viewvi won 18
TORMPIE oo e omcconm v s 08 Outings with organised groups ... ... ... ... ... 19
CRDINE v v aiwsinsanasaes 09 Farm visits .. s e 00
Hoarse iding . oo vimviavass 1 Volunteer v.ur[c [E £ piantmg reqmratmn) 21

Ficnies/barbeques ... ... ... ... ... 11 Other (specity) 22

2. What category would best fit you / your groups involvement in regional parks (circle the
number):

Nao direct involvement or use oo ... oo s ol
Orceasional park user (up to 6 times a year)... ... ... 02
Regular park user (go every month or two weeks) ... 03
Frequent park user (weekly or more ofien) ... ... ... 04
Other (please explain) 05
{for example involved in projects, volunteering ctc}
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3. Please explain what you value about our Greater Wellington regional parks (as different
from other park types such as sports grounds, city reserves or National Parks) in terms of;

.their setting

. the activities

.the

experience

4. {(a) How do you believe you (or your group} benefits from regional parks?
How about the community as a whole?
Rate on a scale of 1to 10 (1 — no benefit, 10 - extremely beneficial)

Personal Whole
{ Group Community
Rating Rating
(1 1o 10) (1to 10)
A, Parks protect and conserve our natural environment
W —
B. Parks help build healthy communities, by providing a place of ]
recreation and exercise, away from the pressures of urban living
C. Parks bring people together, as family groups and with [
cOmmunity activities -
D. Parks help build an informed and educated community, which 1=
is in touch with nature and our local history |

Ii. Parks contribute to our economy, through employment of
people, support of our recreational industry and through tourism

F. Parks conserve and protect the cultural heritage of early Maori
and European settlement sites

4. (b) Over all, which of the above categories is:

e The most important ) {enter letter)
o The 2" most imporiant

e Third most important
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5. As you [ your group imagine the future of our regional parks (say over the next 20 years),
please complete the following statements:

Regional parks wilibe ...

Regional parks will provide. ...

Regional parks will not be

Enhancement means

Development will not be / should not include

6. How acceptable or unacceptable would each of the following development options be to you, for
the regional parks of the future? {cirele the number)

Optiop 1:

That the regional parks are maintained for
preservalion, access and use, In their present
farm

Optiond:
That the regional parks are developed, with
everl.  more cmphasis  given  to their
conservalion, environmental improvement,
education and community inlerest roles

Option 3:

That the regional parks are developed as per
Option 2, plus they include a limited ameant of
commercial activity that can enhance the

recreational park experience, e.g. relieshment |
facilities, hirers of outdoor equipment such as |

bikes, tents, or clething,

Optiond:
That the regional parks are developed, with
gome of lhe land use poing to other aperations
ez built accommeodation, wind farms), with
some change to the current park experience

Option 5:
That the regional parks assign some of their
land rescurce for other opeorations (as per
Option 4}, but at the same time place more
emphasis on the conservation, education and
comumunity inlerest roles (as per Option 2)

Very
acceplable

Quife
acceptable

Mot very
acceptahle

Mot at all
acceptable

Unsure)

(1

i

0z

a3

{13

04

el

04

(5

03
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7. There are currently eight regional Parks and Forests in the greater Wellington region.
Thinking about the future, should regional parks...? (please circle a number)

.stay the same in size and number (and location) as they are today ... ... ... .. 01
..be smaller and/or fewer in number than they aretoday ... ... ... .. ... .. 02
..be expanded to include more parks and/or land, 0
[Please state where and why: 'J
Don’t know / unsure sre e coman DR

8. What issues does your group (or the sector that you are part of) face in the next 20
years?

9. From your (own/group's/association’s) perspective, what opportunities are there now and
in the future, for us to be involved together in our regional parks?

10. Do you have any other comments?

Thanks for your comments. .

They provide us with valuable perspectives and information to help us to develop a strategy
for our regional parks. Note that there is no public hearing at this stage. We will however,
add your contacts to our database and keep you updated with the Strategy.

Please send your completed guestionnaire to:

Regional Parks Network Strategy

PO Box 11646

Manners Street or-email: parks@gw.govt.nz

Wellington 6142 (soft copies of this survey are also available)

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