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CCC Estuary Green Edge Recommendations 2005

Prepared by outside consultants with somewhat minimal consultation this is to set the plans for the estuary edge. The cost of the sewage outfall line project is blamed for taking the funding away from implementing the $2.8 million of basic projects offered. With a bit more community input and vision we would now be enjoying world class cycle ways around the estuary and into the town, the Port Hills and through to Taylor’s Mistake. Recreation and commuting would both be enhanced. 
Bolding added.

P 4 “As the task proceeded the scope was narrowed to exclude the Bexley Reserve at the northern end of the area. Its plans were more advanced and relatively set, having already been through community consultation, and having budget provision. Hence the task was adjusted to consider three subproject areas: the Linwood Paddocks, the wastewater ponds, and the western Estuary foreshore.”
P 6-7 “ 2.1 Concept and objectives

The Estuary Green Edge concept was articulated in a Council document in mid 20012 as being:

(A) vision…to create an attractive, ecologically healthy and sustainable margin to the western edge of the Estuary, that represents and enhances the outstanding natural, cultural and recreational values of the area 

Further details of objectives were listed as:

• To integrate the landscape, ecology, recreation and heritage values with the western margin of the Estuary known as the ‘Green Edge’, …
• To satisfy existing and potential recreation needs and users and provide for public enjoyment,…

• To provide interpretation information and associated activities for ecotourism and education,”
The bulk of the objectives are eco oriented, excerpted above are those which pertain to recreation.

“Geographically, the scope of the Estuary Green Edge plan is part of a larger ‘Green Corridor’ that extends from the Heathcote Valley in the south, along the western margins of the Estuary through the Charlesworth Reserve, the Linwood Paddocks, wastewater treatment ponds and Bexley Reserve, then continuing further north to Travis Swamp and along the coast to Brooklands Lagoon3. This created, potentially, a 25 km long corridor of ecological and recreational interest. There are also linkages to reserves and parks on the eastern shore of the Estuary. However the Green Edge itself is more usually understood as being the area along the western edge of the Estuary from Charlesworth Street Reserve to Bexley Reserve, covering a length of 5 km and an area of nearly 500 ha. A further focus comes from the fact that activities for the northern end of the Bexley Reserve have been largely committed so the area under review in this report is mainly the area from Charlesworth Street Reserve to the southern end of Bexley Reserve.”
P 10 Estuary Green Edge Values 
Eco, Maori, aesthetic and education are all listed. Recreation is second: “Recreationally the Estuary and its margins have attracted a wide range of recreational activities. On or from the western edge activities include walking, windsurfing, kitesurfing, cycling, jogging and sight seeing.”
P 11 another listing of the above “ • A network of parks, picnic areas, walkways and cycleways could be built to improve public access and provide for both passive and active recreation,”
P 12  “This report presents ideas only in brief outline, both because they are reported more fully in the HcHugh team report of 2001 (and to some extent in the URS proposal of 2000), and because any ideas to date are indicative only and are subject to change or development through  consultation and detailed planning.”
From a list of activities for Linwood Paddocks: “• Improving public access facilities, including picnic and active recreation areas and trails,”
P 13 From a list of activities for the wastewater ponds: “• Encouraging public access through selected routes for recreation and viewing wildlife.”
A very short list is given for the estuary edge mainly reporting on what has been done, rubbish removal, bank improvement, embayments for birds on the waste water ponds and: “• Allowing improved public access,”
P 14 Covers the limited consultation done. Minimal pre consultation written material, tight agenda, invited attendees, evening meeting. Apparently participants added significantly to CCC staff’s suggestions and ranked these new items over the presented ones. Appendix B provides detail. See notes for P 26. 
P 15 Eco values and public access were the big items identified. The need to consider the whole estuary, geographically and ecologically to preserve eco health and human enjoyment were also strongly stated.
“Regarding public access, all groups recognised this was an important and legitimate consideration, and one that should be kept in balance with ecological needs. Access should not be by vehicle, except, presumably to parking areas on the fringes of areas of interest, but rather be by walkways. There was ambiguity over cycle access, with some groups clearly regarding this as an appropriate option, but some discussion also expressing concern. Dogs should be prohibited. The purpose of access could be for recreation, enjoyment and viewing of nature, and more purposeful education. Improved access for kitesurfers was accepted by all groups as appropriate.

The visual appeal of the Estuary and environs was another value favoured by all groups.”
That cycling was even mentioned is of note as no cycling group representatives were invited. It is unfortunate that the concerns raised are not detailed. 
P 16 begins a detailed listing of activities recommended. Some are in conflict and there is not agreement as to priority. Most are eco, a few call for trails. 
P 18 Item 6 lists a $434K cost for a walkway from Sandy Point to the surf park.
P 19 Item 14 lists a $95K cost for recreation trails and other facilities
P 20 deals with details of costs of Items: “8. For item 6, the sum assumes 7.5 km of walkway, of various types, around the margin. Item 14 has a further 2.5 km of walkway in the Linwood Paddocks.”
P 22 Discussions and conclusions: “5. Access walkways, estimated to cost $434,000 in the estuary margins, plus $187,000 in the Linwood Paddocks, were highly favoured by all groups at the Key Stakeholders meeting. This item has been fundamental to the long term interest and support from many parties in advancing the Green Edge project and must be accepted as a high priority item. The Council could confirm a budget, develop detailed designs in consultation with user groups, and implement this item. But note that improved access is contingent on also ensuring there is an attractive and healthy natural environment for people to enjoy, so it needs to be implemented in conjunction with other items.
8. The need for site security was raised as a separate need. This should be basic to all activities and should be regarded as essential to any expanded community use of the area.”
Access is a priority. This point needs to be emphasized and built upon. Cycling groups were not part of the consultation. 
CCC’s Open Space Strategy 2010 calls for: 

· better access to rural areas for walking and cycling

· Preparing for open space areas to better meet the needs of intensified population density as cited in the Urban Development Strategy

· Safe cycleway routes to facilitate increased active transport
And from the Open Space Strategy:
 “Pedestrian and cycle paths are an integral part of the reserve design, as they connect access points and activity areas within and across the reserve. They must be accessible, convenient and safe, in accordance with CPTED. They must also comply with the Parks and Waterways Access Policy and the Equity and Access for People with Disabilities Policy.

P 24 Lists items by priority. Listed third of five in the high priority bracket: 
“3. Improve public access, especially walkways, along the whole foreshore and through and around the Linwood Paddocks including to Sandy Point and connecting the windsurfing area with the ponds, plus picnic and passive recreation areas”
P 26 Appendix A lists attendees. Of 20 Community Groups and Board were well represented. There was a single rep from Mt. Pleasant Yacht Club and 2 from Canty Windsports Assoc

P 27 Appendix B lists each consultation group’s suggestions. 
