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Community Outcomes – Capturing the Conversations
Following four community based meetings (Leeston, Darfield, Lincoln, Christchurch) in May, feedback was received from over 75 people.

These are the issues raised during the conversations with the community:

· Compensation (review rating system, raised lake levels v natural, land purchase)

· Weighting factors of values (local owners vs external interests)

· Wider range of values needed (wider interests to “pay”)

· Social impacts on those “affected”

· How high might the lake levels go and what time of year

· Current scenarios – are these based on average level at certain times of the year

· Future scenarios – the above may need to change due to natural lake fluctuations
· Is dredging an option as opposed to raising levels. Noted that all lakes have a finite life

· Lake bed contents used on land could act a source of ‘compost”
· There is a need to increase awareness of how the lake processes work

· Lake is definitely getting shallower and changing shape at the southern end see Bob   Kirks paper 1989, place on WET website

· There will be a cost to farmers has this been taken into account (e.g. water for stock, fencing out – who will pay?) Who should decide who pays?

· How do the values integrate with the national identity i.e. 100% Pure, and how do they relate to potential economic benefits e.g. tourism

· Noted that the current lake consent expires in 2011. There was no real science in the last consent process – this time there will be a science driven decision based on the need to manage for a wider range of values

· How are the related issues beyond the lake being integrated into this model e.g. CPW, irrigation development

· Need to note the role of the National Water Conservation Order

· How are the geese/swan etc impacts on pasture going to be managed as part of the values

· If there is going to be a rise in average lake levels this will affect: planting regimes, erosion, and access. These issues need to be addressed
· How are the effects of increased urbanization e.g. Lincoln developments going to be managed in relation to Lake values

· Why is eel fishing not allowed in the L2?

· Are the 2007 Symposium proceedings going to be on line – WET website?

· How are the reducing inflows into the lake going to be addressed as part of the values assessment?

· Need to address peoples understandings of increased rainfall and flows in the top of the catchment but not the bottom i.e. lake

· It is very difficult (maybe impossible) to effectively create a tap which can manage all values for all users

· Will a canal leading to Lake Forsyth be appropriate? If it is a permanent structure where would it be and would the freshwater inflows make any difference?

· Under Scenario 3 does it mean that certain parts of the lake could be closed off for recreational purposes

· Hard for people to understand the impacts of upstream climatic effects and any associated sediment flowing in

· If the lake is raised what will the effect of potential further siltation be and will lakeside erosion be increased

· Needs to be greater awareness of the actual current state of the lake

· What do core samples from the lake bed tell us

· Need to understand that debris and silt from both the sea and the rivers have an effect on pollution levels in lake

· General agreement that all at the Leeston meeting are there for the benefit of the Lake. Any improvements must be in stages not an absolute change 

· How will any future lake level actually be lifted and how will inflow improvements occur

· What will happen to recent plantings around the lake with any future rise? Need to know now otherwise future plantings will be at risk.

· Who is going to pay:

· Whole community i.e. Canterbury should pay not just “locals”

· If the Lake is managed for purposes other than drainage around the lake

· Why are improvements not yet seen in the Lake given the improvements already made

· Farmers are getting close to best practise but not seeing the changes you would expect. Why should they bother?

· Issue of stream depleters needs to be addressed

· Work done by individuals is inter-generational and ongoing

· Need to understand the relationships and changes that occur/ed between upper and lower catchment

· Increasing the inflows into the lake is critical – is inland storage the best way to go 

· Have the salinity levels have increased due to the opening regime

· Need more information on:

· expected lake levels under each scenario

· more about timing of the openings

· concerns about past attempts to open and what they were really trying to achieve

· openings and the process/rational

· Need to consult further in advance to make everyone aware and to enable informed decisions to be made

· If lake opened in Oct/Nov then this will result in large levels of evaporation. Low flows will then result in fish deaths

· How will fish migration be enhanced if the lake cannot be opened at the right time? If the lake can’t be opened for this what is the lakes value. Are ensuring eel and fish stock a priority, last two years have been shocking

· A permanent opening, controlling level and full access for fish might be a good option

· Noted that lake level openings used to be much less

· Noted that juvenile flounders come in during October openings, the lake must have a tidal opening (flush) for juvenile fish to access

· Current opening doesn’t cut a decent channel

· Shift the cut to north of the spit

· Current opening area is not the best spot, there are cheaper options

· Look at keeping the lake open for longer but noted that this would need a bigger head of water

· Those who live close to the Lake are concerned about increasing lake levels and effect on capital values. Purchasing properties under the changes suggested in the scenarios.

· If Agencies buy up most what happens to those who do not want to sell. What are their options?
· The long term plans of residents could be adversely affected

· Concern that too few people might actually be affected so there needs to be some weighting value put on local concerns 

· What are the effects on the two main settlements around the lake of increased lake levels

· What are the economic effects of increased lake level

· High lake levels are really on an issue in winter, in summer don’t usually get faced with a fast rise

· More research is needed on what would happen if the opening regime is changed and how to lower any potential impacts

· An increase in average lake levels could occur in summer with less impacts

· Need to understand how far any potential lake rise might affect drains and streams

· Someone needs to look at effects on permanent owners and value this

· Trout fishing has been seriously impacted due to low water flows in streams. Noted that the whole catchment has an effect on this i.e. integrated

· People need to understand it the catchment not just the areas adjacent to the Lake
· If want to re-establish weed beds then need to increase lake levels

· What research is there on relationship between photosynthesis and light levels

· Willows are they are help or a hindrance. More information needed cf to Lake Taupo where they are used extensively
· Salinity is a natural restrictor on some species, rise in lake levels will impact      

· Concern that potential overfishing is being implied in all the scenarios

· Noted that there is less commercial fishing now than there ever has been

· Need to know is the eel fishery being managed on a sustainable basis

· What are the real reasons for wanting brown teal back in the Lake? What is their use and how much is the gene pool already split due to cross breeding

· Why are Ngai Tahu not represented here. They need to be up front and part of the discussion

· Ngai Tahu need to better communicate their intentions/desires with the wider community

· What does WET do, why are they involved in this?
· Need to ensure mail drops go beyond Selwyn Times distribution 

· WET website needs to be better more information on there

· The 3rd and 4th scenario seems to be saying no increase, but some are saying there will be an increase in lake levels

· How is compensation going to be addressed?

· If you raise the average height does that mean more days at maximum height

· Who is addressing the turbidity and silting of the lake

· Isn’t it a lost cause to actually make the lake healthy

· Sediment is both good and bad

· Are Ngai Tahu sticking to the law in the way they manage their interests e.g. Conservation Order

· What are Ngai Tahu’s interests in the lake

· Recreation values are suffering, who is going to address those

· Why September openings

· There are issues if the Lake is not open during July, August, and September. This would result in serious feed issues   

· How are informal issues addressed i.e. agreement not to open the week before the duck shooting season

· Already experiencing more flooding of land around the lake, any increase will only make this worse
· Where do we get long term information about the lake from

· Why can’t we have a permanent opening

· What is the process for seeking a new Consent to open / change the regime

· Which rivers are the main contributors of pollutants

· Who will address the issue of increasing subdivision , storm water, roading etc and the on-flow effects

· If you increase the lake levels this will increase the habitat for wildfowl. What are the potential impacts of that – we need to know

· There are too many unknowns

· Is there the possibility of creating islands in the lake, what are the impacts of associated dredging 

· Why should we bother re-vegetating the lake edge?
· How do we do it?

· Why should we be trying to re-create something that has long gone?

· The Wahine storm was the best thing that ever happened

· Big issue is weeds coming down the Hal swell river; need to get rid of rotting vegetation then fish numbers will increase

Number summaries

Leeston   

21

Darfield

0

Lincoln    

34

Christchurch 
21
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