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Pauatahanui Residents Association 
Minutes of the Management Committee Meeting held at 325 Gray’s Road at 7.30 pm on Thursday 16 October  2008.
1. Present.  John Malsher [Chair], Ken McAdam, Alan Gray [Secretary], Mike Conroy, Mary Dighton [Treasurer], Nicky Chapman, and Roy Kingswood. Also attending were Peter Matich from PCC and Julia Williams and Clive Anstey, Landscape Consultants  for PCC to discuss recent the council publication “Landscape Management Technical Review”.
2. Apologies:  Kay Middleton , Janet Mazenier, Lynette Wharfe. 
3. Minutes of the previous meeting: The minutes of the previous meeting of Thursday 21 August  2008 were approved-moved: Ken; seconded: Mike.
4. Matters arising from the Minutes:  
4.1. Pauatahanui Village Strategy - 4 public workshops run by PCC on developing a Village Strategy for Pauatahanui Village were completed on 15/10/2008. These have been well attended with good discussions with the final meeting evaluating and grading in order of priority the results of the previous workshops. PCC will now prepare a draft “Action Plan”; which will take about a month following which there will be a final meeting to present the draft and for the community to have a final comment before the findings are published and go to Council and other organisations as recommendations for action. 

4.2. The Draft Porirua Development Framework- This is a continuation of a process that PCC began in 2007 to develop a guiding document that is intended to influence how and where the city will develop over time. A summary of the proposals was circulated with the PRA newsletter of 19/09/2008 and full details are available from PCC, libraries, and the Councils website www.pcc.govt.nz   The report recommends for the rural area- landscape protection; smaller rural subdivisions in specific areas called Rural Residential [essentially cluster housing]; and long term proposals if /when transmission Gully Motorway is built  for possible industrial /business growth areas around Pauatahanui Village and in the Judgeford area. Public submissions close at 4 pm on Wednesday 28 October 2008.John will, coordinate a PRA submission 

4.3. Transmission Gully Motorway-  Wellington City Council was reported in the Dominion Post of 11/10/2008 threatening to withdraw backing for Transmission Gully Motorway [TGM]  over PCC’s plans [in the Porirua Development Framework ] for an industrial/business area in the Pauatahanui/ Judgeford area which they said would compete with Wellington businesses.  Verbally however it is understood that WCC has since retracted the statement and says it will continue to support TGM. 
4.4. A History of the Pauatahanui Area– A meeting of the Pauatahanui History Group was held on Thursday 9 October to work on a proposal for a book on the history of the Pauatahanui area, probably up till about 1980.  This is currently is in its second draft. The group agreed to continue its development together with a funding proposal before meeting to discuss with PRA, probably for our November meeting.   

4.5. Proposed Plan Change 7 to the Porirua City District Plan “Windfarms.” – Diane Strugnell of Preserve Pauatahanui Inc. has invited PRA to a coordinating meeting between organisations on the Puketiro Windfarm at 7.30 pm on Monday 20 October at St Mary’s Church, Whitby. There has been no further information on the Puketiro Windfarm at this time, and no consent application has yet been made. PCC hopes to hold hearings on Plan Change 7 which will regulate local conditions for windfarm development by April 2009.
4.6. Update on the bus shelter at Flighty’s Road. -The Flighty’s Road residents made a presentation to Council about the serious safety issues at the junction of Flighty’s and Murphy’s road with State Highway 58. This particularly involved the safety of schoolchildren coming and going on the school buses that stop here. Subsequent to this presentation a report was prepared for Council and now PCC have advised that their City Services Committee resolved:
 1. That the Committee note the report and that officers will continue negotiations with NZ Transport Agency, Regional Council and property owners to improve the safety at this site.
2. That the Council implement the replacement of road name signs with the larger signs, bus stop signage, and reinstatement of the footpath around Flighty’s Road as an interim measure, noting that these can be completed within existing transport budgets.

3.  That the Committee thank the residents for their comprehensive letter and advise them of Council's action.

4.  That the Council write to the Chairperson of Regional Council urging that the intersection move up the priority list for funding from the NZ Transport Agency.
5.  That the Council write to the New Zealand Transport Agency asking that urgency be given to the widening shoulder at the bus stop and around the corner into Murphys road to improve safety.

         This was accepted by the full Council. Brian Hassell is working on implementation of these issues for PCC.  The physical work on the footpath commenced on Monday 13/10/2008 and Brian Hassell is liaising with NZ Transport Agency to address the issues that fall in their area. A letter of appreciation to be sent from PRA thanking Council for their prompt response.  

 

4.7. The PCC Rural Review Reference Group.- Mike reported that meetings are now being held about every 6 weeks and that there is more discussion on specific issues. The last one was a review of primary production in the area. 
4.8. Pauatahanui Burial ground. – A letter has been received from  Peter Rutledge, Peoples Warden, Anglican Parish of Pauatahanui, informing PRA that they want to remove some of the macrocarpa trees around St Albans Church as they are becoming a hazard and damaging the asphalt path, and asking for a meeting to discuss under the terms of the MOU agreed with PRA in 2002. The macrocarpa trees are   well over 100 years old [identified as growing young trees in a 1908 photograph] and the life expectancy macrocarpas is generally regarded as from 75 to 100 years. Agreed that a letter be sent to the Warden from PRA recommending-
4.8.1. That the large oak tree which is in good order and of historic significance, and the younger macrocarpa tree behind it which shelters the oak from the northerly wind be preserved.

4.8.2. As well as the damage caused by the macrocarpas at the southern end of the boundary disturbing the pathway,  there are also macrocarpas at the northern end whose roots are disturbing the headstones and could now warrant removal.

4.8.3. In terms of the MOU dated 29/04/2002 item 3.5; “In the event of any removal of the existing trees, the applicant agrees that replanting to preserve the ambience of the site should be undertaken.” We recommend that the Parish consults with an expert on local flora and fauna for advice on an appropriate native species to replant. 

4.8.4. Under item 3.3 (a) of the MOU the Parish was to clarify the heritage status of the macrocarpa trees and we presume this has been done? 

5. General Business

5.1. Accounts and debits- The current account stands at $4,612 at 30/09/2008. The Committee agreed to refund $321 to Alan for expenses incurred for newsletters and their distribution for the Village Strategy Workshops; and to bill PCC $434 for refund of workshop expenses. 
5.2. Presentation by Peter Matich, Clive Anstey and Julia Williams on the PCC document –Landscape Management: Technical review. Council would like to develop a robust management regime for its rural landscapes as part of the District Plan Review. PCC has previously completed landscape assessment work in 1992 and 1994 which mainly dealt with “risks” such as the effects of buildings, roads etc. on ridges and skylines. The current work is to identify “character areas” and to identify goals and ways to realise them. They are trying for an integrated citywide approach that assesses landscapes, ecology, and heritage values, across suburban, rural, public and private open space; and natural and built landscapes. In the rural area there is debate about what this means in terms of farm management and the economic consequences. Pastoral farming is declining in the area. Valued landscapes previously considered stable as they were uneconomic to develop are now vulnerable to Windfarm development. [The speakers were unclear whether the Landscape Review would impact on the Puketiro windfarm development].  The trend for rural lifestyle development will impact on the wider landscapes. The practical need is for land stabilisation, revegetation and riparian planting to preserve landscape values. Forward planning could produce a co-ordinated system of reserves, public access ways and recreational opportunities in the rural area. Council is looking for a comprehensive and co-operative approach rather than a regulatory one. There is criteria accepted by the Environment Court for assessing landscape values. Currently the review is consulting with the community and with rural landowners, and will produce a final Landscape Management Strategy document. This will go out for submissions followed by hearings in 2009
The process of evaluating landscapes would seem to pose a challenge and Clive Anstey has submitted the following-

 Individuals and communities value landscapes that are visually attractive and provide environments that afford pleasant experiences; they are landscapes people like to be in. For the most part people don't have to be analytical- they 'know' what they like and what they like is a 'summary expression' of what they see and experience. The 'management' of the view or the experience requires that the parts or components of the view or experience are identified and their ‘significance’ assessed. Each attribute or component will have significance both in itself as well as in relation to the other attributes and components, and the landscape as a whole. Native trees are valued but their value is increased when they are seen in relation to wetlands and streams for example. The legislation and courts have provided some guidance on the 'attributes' of significance to which value is generally attributed (ecological, cultural heritage, amenity etc)

 

For the purpose of 'evaluation' we have to identify areas with which communities have some form of relationship, preferably more than visual and superficial. ( "Its not a beauty contest!", or beauty is only skin deep.)  We have chosen catchments as our main 'landscape units' because they are visually and physically contained, are generally subject to clear patterns of management, and have definable communities.(who live, work, and relate to their immediate landscape on a day to day basis.)  The immediate communities and land managers are also the custodians.

 

For each of the landscape units a description has been prepared.  The evaluation process will involve:

· Identifying what we see as the key attributes and their significance.  

· Preparing descriptive and visual material that represents the landscape. 

· Meeting with the community to affirm the character and qualities of their landscape and agree on the critical attributes or determinants of this character and quality. What makes it special? 

· Discussing the implications of changes in use and management- what would have positive effects and what would have negative effects? What sort of change could be accommodated and subject to what constraints? 

· Discussing land management issues- how much flexibility is there and what sort of management is sustainable? (economic, social, environmental.) We have already talked to a lot of people about this.

The landscape is a reflection of its use. (Obviously!)  So the question we have to address is "how can land management be aligned with the need to sustain the landscapes quality and character?" In practical terms this comes back to the need to focus on the critical attributes and develop planning provisions that accommodate the needs of land management while ensuring that critical landscape and amenity attributes (and their relationships) are recognised and provided for.

 

I think of the landscape as a 'summary expression' of a culture- nature relationship. So the 'landscape' is a summary expression of all of the matters in sections 6 and 7 of the RMA and how they are expressed. What does it all add up to and is the landscape sustaining of resources and sustaining of the people who live in it? Only the people who live in a landscape can ultimately decide.  Our role is to ask the questions and attempt to document the answers in a representative and inclusive way. 

 

Does that help or confuse?  At a personal level values are straightforward but try and explain them to someone else and it gets complicated. That’s the challenge- talking about shared values.  Clive Anstey. Landscape Consultant to PCC
6. Other business

6.1. Logging of Fernhill pine plantation.  Nicky reported that this large logging project had started. Logging trucks are limited in speed to 30 km/hour on Flighty’s road. The work will continue for 2 years, and is being carried out according to an agreed protocol with the residents.

6.2. Targa Rally.   This car rally will take place on Saturday 1 November and will  involve the temporary closure to traffic of parts of both Moonshine Road and Paekakariki Hill Road for part of the day. The rally organisers are to notify affected residents accordingly.  
6.3. City Forum Series. PCC is hosting 4 forums with guest  speakers on what they consider  important issues affecting Porirua over the next 10 years. All Forum presentations will be held in the Helen Smith Community Room, Pataka, Norrie St.  Tea, coffee and nibbles will be provided.The programme  is-

· Forum 1:   Points of Difference: Building on success, defining who we are as a City and how we look to the future (7-9pm, Thursday 23 October 2008)
· Forum 2:  Economic Vitality: Growing the economy and attracting visitors (7-9pm, Thursday 30 October 2008)
· Forum 3:   Family Friendly City: Nurturing our social and cultural well-being (7-9pm, Thursday 13 November 2008)
· Forum 4:  Our Environment and Resources: Navigating our way in a changing world (7-9pm, Thursday 19 November 2008) 
7.    Correspondence:

7.1. Inward   

7.1.1.  Various PCC committee & other papers, including-

· Draft Porirua Development Framework calling for submissions by 28 October 2008. Copies sent to MC members and summary sent out with the 3rd Newsletter to Pauatahanui residents. 

· Landscape Management :Technical Review. July 2008.  This is part of the landscape analysis of the “Landscape” component of PCC’s District Plan Review on the Rural Area. [Distributed to MC members].
· Letter from PCC about the release of the updated Draft Porirua Development Framework document and an invitation to a community workshop to discuss it. [09/09/2008]. Copies sent to members.

· Letter from PCC inviting members to the City Forum Series [26/09/2008] . Circulated to members

7.1.2. E-mail from Tim Sheppard commenting on rates increases and PCC preparing its new 10-year plan [21/08/2008] Distributed to members. 
7.1.3. GWRC Newsletter #5 discussing highlights and themes from submissions on the Regional Policy Statement for the region [August 2008]

7.1.4. Letter from Peter Rutledge, Peoples Warden, Anglican Parish of Pauatahanui, informing PRA that they want to remove the macrocarpa trees around St Albans Church as they are becoming a hazard and asking for a meeting to discuss under the terms of the MOU agreed with PRA in 2002. [14/09/2008].

7.1.5. Invitation to the Annual Awards Function of keep Porirua Beautiful [26/09/2008].

7.2. Outward

7.2.1. Various e-mail correspondence and distribution of 4 PRA Newsletters about the Forums on the Pauatahanui Village Strategy. 

8. Date of Next meeting – 20 November at  7.30 pm at 325 Grays Road. 

     John Malsher
Chair

Pauatahanui Residents Association

Website www.pauatahanui.com 

1

