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Wetlands are defined by New Zealand's Resource Management Act 1991 as "includ[ing]
permanently or intermittently wet areas, shallow water and land water margins that support a
natural ecosystem of plants and animals that are adapted to wet conditions" (RMA 1991). Over
ninety per cent of New Zealand wetlands have been lost or modified. Several conservation
groups composed of volunteers have formed to protect the few remaining areas. These wetlands
and their conservators serve as an interesting study into human-nature relationships because of
the precarious state of the ecosystems and the dedicated, local volunteer groups that form around
them. I explored the relationship between the two through the 'soft systems tradition', which
places importance on a human constructed "system of interest" (Oreszczyn 2000, p.109) in order
to answer three research questions: How can the relationship between members of the wetland
conservation groups and the wetlands they preserve be described; What 'triggers' people's
participation and involvement in local environmental groups dedicated to wetland preservation
and restoration; How do the groups advocate for wetlands and does the government playa role in
this advocacy?
Using cultural models (Kempton et al. 1995), I argued that definitions and representations
of nature are contested. Notions of place and dwelling, of actor-network theory (Cloke and
Jones 2002), and of enclosure/restoration (Watts 2004, Elliot 1986), help to explain how people
form their representations of nature within wetlands. Social capital theory (Putnam 2000) helped
. explain participants' involvement in wetland groups. Participants were involved in the wetland
protection groups in order to express personal values, skills and identity through the group
(Bishop and Hoggett 1986). Most individuals had a high sense of agency, and joined a wetland
protection group because they believed that collective action is more effective than individual
action (Taylor 2000, Horvath 1999). Groups that meet regularly and frequently, such as the
Travis Wetland Trust, have more cohesive inter-personal bonds and individuals are more
committed to the group than groups that meet infrequently (Lawler et al. 2000, Lawler 2001,
2002). This connection between group activities and positive emotion (Lawler 2002) explains
why most members of the Travis Wetland Trust identified group involvement as the most
important aspect of their involvement. In contrast, Otipua Wetland groups' members, who are
divided between the Otipua Wetland Charitable Trust Board and the Friends of the Otipua
Wetland, were more likely to name restoration or service as their primary reason for
involvement in the group. Advocacy was considered part of group action, although it was not
officially included in either group's objectives. Individuals believed they advocated in three
ways: through education activities, communication regarding the wetland and through the
restoration of the work itself. Individual advocacy translates into group advocacy, since the
11

groups are viewed as vehicles for furthering individual concerns, and acting as a group gives a
better chance of achieving results (Horvath 1999). The government played a role in both groups,
and all parties maintained a positive working relationship with local government. A cooperative
relationship with governments is essential for increasing public awareness of wetlands (Horvath
1999).
Keywords: nature, human-nature relationships, advocacy, local environmental groups, wetlands,
Canterbury, New Zealand, enclosure, restoration, place and dwelling, productive exchange.
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Chapter 1 - Introduction
"It is in vain to dream of a wildness distant from ourselves. There is none such.
It is the Bog in our brain and bowels, the primitive vigor of Nature in us,

that inspires that dream."
Henry David Thoreau, naturalist and poet, emphasis added (Schama 1995, p.578)
Wetlands are defined by New Zealand's Resource Management Act 1991 as "includ[ing]
· -- ...... _-,----;

permanently or intermittently wet areas, shallow water and land water margins that support a
natural ecosystem of plants and animals that are adapted to wet conditions" (RMA 1991).
Wetlands have been identified nationwide as an endangered ecosystem in need of protection and
priority planning since over 90 per cent of New Zealand wetlands have been lost or modified.
Only two per cent of Christchurch's original 12,320 hectares of wetlands remain intact. In a
presentation to the Christchurch City Council (CCC) in 1994, David Given, an authority on

.-. - ."•. ~ ••" I

wetlands, identified Christchurch and Canterbury as "one of the most critically threatened
wetland hotspots anywhere on earth" (McMillan and Reynolds 1996, pA). Environment
Canterbury (ECan)i has dedicated an entire chapter of the Proposed Canterbury Natural
Resources Regional Plan to the conservation of the region's remaining wetlands (ECan 2004a).
In fact, ECan recently listed two Canterbury wetlands on its "ten great eco-friendly places" for
the public to visit: Travis Wetland in Christchurch and Otipua Wetland in Timaru (ECan 2004b).
Both of these wetlands have inspired volunteers to set up organisations to protect and restore
them. These volunteers feel so strongly about the importance of wetlands that they give up their
time to preserve them. Given their precarious endangered status and unique volunteer groups,
wetlands and their protectors serve as an excellent case study for an investigation into humannature relationships and environmental advocacy. This is the central purpose of my research.
The seriousness of the current status of wetlands in Canterbury, and New Zealand as a
whole, has awakened many communities to the importance of conserving and restoring wetlands
to their 'original' condition. Many wetlands have been neglected and left in a deteriorated state
for years, while other individual landowners preserved swampy areas until turned over to
community trusts. These wetlands are targeted for further conservation fropI development and
the trusts attempt to restore native ecosystems by planting native trees and shrubs (CCC 1999).
Maori identify themselves with a strong sense of custodial occupation, kaitiakitanga, which is a
belief that the next generation should inherit the earth in a fit and healthy state (PCE 2004).
Values of this type have contributed to a Kiwi culture of volunteer participation by a segment of
1

The Canterbury Regional Council is now known as Environment Canterbury (ECan).
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the population in conservation groups of all types. Many New Zealanders from all walks of life
are involved in local or national environmental organizations. They have much in common with
the American local environmental groups discussed by Kempton et al. (200 I) and can be defined
as:
" ... a self-named, voluntary collection of people (or member organizations) who agree on some
part of a view of the ethical or appropriate relationship between humans and the world around
them, who communicate with each other about this topic, and who perform action in a
particular venue in order to advance their view of it" (p.561).

Travis Wetland Trust and the Friends of the Otipua Wetland and Otipua Wetland Charitable
Trust fall into this category, as both serve as caretakers for the respective wetlands.
I aim to explore the relationship between these wetlands and the people involved in
volunteer wetland conservation groups and the various forms of advocacy the groups use.
Citizens' motives, feelings, rationales, and actions will all be scrutinized in the 'soft systems
tradition', which places importance on a human constructed 'system of interest' (Oreszczyn
2000, p.108). As Oreszczyn summarises, "Rather than thinking in terms of beliefs, attitudes and
behaviour towards an external environment or object such as a hedgerow [or wetland], we can
think in terms of an interconnected web of relationships" (2000, p.1 09). This type of research
places a strong emphasis on how people see and make sense of the world and their place in it.
Their relationship with the environment, and wetlands specifically, described in their personal
words and actions, will help to clarify why people volunteer their time to advocate for wetlands
and the influences on this involvement. Of course, the researcher can never remove him/herself
totally from the research; we always remain part of the social world we are studying. The
. relationship between researcher, respondents and audience is part of the reflexive approach, as
described by Pierre Bourdieu (Bourdieu 1990). Revisiting themes, theories and material in the
literature and fieldwork simultaneously and adaptively is a key component of reflexivity. I
intend to review the literature and conduct my fieldwork in this way to allow for ideas to be fully
dynamic and develop along with the research (Washington 2002, see also McCallum 2003).
1.1 Benefits of Wetlands
Wetlands are created through a variety of complex and interrelated processes. The
ecosystem which is created is then different from both terrestrial and deepwater aquatic systems.
Three elements are studied in order to classify wetlands: hydrology, hydric soils, and
hydrophytic vegetation. The hydrology, or seasonal water system, of a wetland is recognized by
Mitsch and Gosselink (1986) as the most important "determinant for the establishment and
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maintenance" for all processes (p.55). Hydrology affects species richness, productivity, organic
accumulation and the cycling of nutrients in wetlands (Mitsch and Gosselink 1986).
The benefits of wetlands are crucial to the case for their preservation. There are numerous
benefits that can be derived from wetlands, not only anthropomorphic but ecologic as well.
Christchurch and Timaru were built on floodplains, and so do not exclusively rely on the flood
storage and water retention capabilities a wetland can provide. The cities do depend on wetlands
for other major benefits, including biodiversity protection, soil and landform protection, flora
and fauna conservation, habitat renewal and landscape and ecosystem protection and
enhancement (McMillan and Reynolqs 1996). The cultural use and value of a wetland is also
important. This includes education, recreation, and tourism as well as tangata whenua values in
New Zealand. Wetlands were a source ofmahinga kai, or food gathering, in many sites along
the Canterbury coast. As this habitat is becoming increasingly scarce, these last remnants
perform varied functions in the human and ecological landscape (CCC 1999).
1.2 Defmition of Terms
There are several terms and signifiers that must be defined before going further. First of
all, I will refer to the local environmental groups which have been organised around wetlands as
wetland 'protection' or 'conservation' groups. There are a number of other terms which could be
used such as preservation or restoration. These terms do not, however, fully describe the actions
of the groups at the wetland. Both the Travis Wetland Trust and the original group formed at the
Otipua Wetland, the Saltwater Creek Working Party, were formed in response to a threat. The
Travis Wetland Trust was formed to prevent an urban housing project from filling in the wetland
. while the Saltwater Creek Working Party was created to clean up Saltwater Creek and the
adjoining land. In these contexts, the terms 'protection' and 'conservation' more adequately
express the concept of defending and protecting the groups' investment of time and effort.
Preservation can be defined as "the act of keeping something in its original state" (Hornby 2000,
pg. 1039) which clearly does not describe this study since both wetlands were degraded by
farming and mining before the groups became involved. Although the restoration of native
habitat in the wetlands has become a focus for both groups, it was not the intention of the groups
at the time of establishment, and is only one of their goals.
So, why do groups such as these conserve nature? Paul Ehrlich compares the loss of
biodiversity, such as that found in wetlands, to losing rivets from an aeroplane wing mid-flight.
The loss of a single rivet does not cause too much worry to passengers, but as one after another
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after another is lost, the entire plane begins to disintegrate. In the same way, Ehrlich argues that
not preserving biodiversity in natural habitats could create global repercussions that scientists
don't yet know about or understand (Young 2004, p. 229). If Ehrlich is correct, it is important to
understand how these wetland conservation groups work and how and why individuals are
involved in order to create more of them, recruit more people and conserve more biodiversity.
Another issue, which should be highlighted, is that of the difference between the terms
'human', 'people' and 'society'. In the context of this research, I will use them synonymously.
Although active debates exist in social science about these words and their meanings, it is not
appropriate in the context of this rese~rch to take a position. 'Human' may be used to speak
generally of influences of the broad group of humanity, but at times all three terms will be used
interchangeably.
Essential to this thesis research is the idea of 'nature', one of the most complex words in
the English language. The word 'nature' is used often in this study, but its definition and use is
contentious; so contested and cultural is the word that several researchers argue that there are
multiple natures (Macnaghten and Urry 1998). One such debate is between the ecological
position of nature as an "independent domain of intrinsic value" and the postmodemist view of
'''nature' as existing only in the chain of the signifier" (Soper 1996, p.22). This contestation
over whether nature exists on its own as a domain outside of human control or ifit is subject to
cultural and political constructions rages between natural scientists and social scientists, as well
as between realists and postmodemists (Soper 1996). Simmons (1993) argues, however, that
there is not much difference between the two domains of science:
The natural sciences, thus, are social knowledge in the sense that an individual's scientific
knowledge is made possible by the social conventions of interpretation and by participation in
the social process of critical transformation. (PAl)

In this way, the natural and social sciences are inextricably entwined since social sciences are
necessary to communicate about and interpret the natural world. After all, humans are part of the
natural world, included in nature, and "society cannot communicate with its environment, only

about its environment within itself' (Simmons 1993, p.39, author's emphasis). In the context of
this research, Soper's (1996) definition of nature is but one way of thinking about the idea. She
writes:
This is what might be termed nature in the realist sense: the nature whose structures and
processes are independent of human activity (in the sense that they are not humanly created
product) and whose forces and causal powers are the condition of and constraint upon any
human practice or technological activity ... This is the 'nature' to whose laws we are always
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subject, even as we harness it to human purposes and whose processes we can neither escape
nor destroy. (p.31)

As I shall discuss later, postmodern social scientists see nature in a different light. How people
involved with wetlands see nature and the world in general is an essential component of my
research.
1.3 Previous Studies
Several studies on wetlands conducted at Lincoln University are relevant to this research.
Haines (1998) in his doctoral research studied the development of a model for the monitoring of
ecosystems using wetlands as an exarpple. Haines noted that political and cultural interactions
with wetlands were characterized by negative social norms, such as the depiction of wetlands as
swampy, dangerous, smelly, the site of disease-bearing insects, etc. In his exploration, he also
suggested that most wetland protection groups are concerned with protection and restoration
issues (Haines 1998). Haines' research provides the hydrogeological foundation of current
knowledge of Travis Wetland. Another study (Sullivan 1998) on public perceptions of wetlands
using random survey methods of Christchurch households, attempted to unveil the public
perception of wetlands. The survey methodology was one of public face-to-face interviews with
a five point ranking scale and statistical tests to determine relevancy. To summarise, most
respondents associated "mushy earth", swamp-like vegetation (such as rushes, flax and sedges),
and some open water with photographs of several wetlands around Christchurch. Also, over
fifty-four per cent of respondents believe that a "very important part of landscape would be lost"
if wetlands were drained or cleared in New Zealand (Sullivan 1998, p.69). Sullivan concluded
that wetlands are not as highly valued for visitation, recreation and scenery as native forests and
that a high value is placed by the public on the conservation of wetlands but not as high as the
value placed on native forests although fewer wetlands remain.
In a biennial survey on New Zealanders' perception of their environment, wetlands were
viewed as in "good" or "adequate" condition under "adequate" management. However, wetlands
had one of the highest rates of "don't know" responses out of all the ecosystems queried.
Wetlands were perceived to be improving slightly from 2000-2002 in condition and availability,
but don't know responses were still very high. Respondents in the southern region considered
the condition of water and wetlands to be better than those in other parts of the country, while
those without high school qualifications reported better availability of wetlands. The public's
level of knowledge about wetlands was noted as poor by the survey's authors, who pointed out

5

that most respondents perceived that moderate areas of wetlands existed when in fact the area is
drastically reduced (Hughey et a12001, 2002).
It is encouraging for the wetland protection groups to note that the public is more aware of

the social and ecological values of wetlands than the economic values (such as improving water
quality, filtering pollution and mitigating flood water) (Sullivan 1998). This study is useful
because it provides the statistical evidence of public perception of the human-wetland
relationship and is therefore a useful starting block for my research. I hope to build on this by
investigating why people involve themselves with the cause of wetlands.
Washington's (2003) study is al.so important. She studied ecological restoration in
Christchurch and Canterbury used four theories to formulate the basis of her research.
Ecological restoration theory formed the core concept, while symbolic interactionism and
discourse analysis served as her methodologies to understand what was going on. Over-arching
these was human ecology, which is the interdisciplinary field that studies interactions and
relationship between humans and nature. Washington's research was qualitative, as she
interviewed key people involved in numerous ecological restoration projects (Washington 2003).
Her research is relevant as it embraces many of the same topics central to my study, as in
restoration and protection, but in a much broader and more general context.
1.4 Social and Cultural Construction of Science
It is useful to note at the end of this introductory chapter that scientific inquiry is always
mediated by cultural constructions. Science, as a social process, imbues its subject and
subsequent knowledge with meaning. Nature is largely dependent on the knowledge base
.created by science, and so cannot be "directly, completely, or simply transmitted by science from
a raw state into knowledge" (Scarce 1999, pg.764). In Scarce's research on Pacific salmon
biologists, the funding process was tainted by the interests of the funding institutions and office
politics. Hence, the outcomes of the research served those requirements more than the needs of
the biologists, or the salmon (Scarce 1999). Macnaghten and Urry (1998) also recognise "the
importance of identifying and analysing social practices, often in some sense based on local
knowledges, which mediate forms of scientific knowledge" (p.19). Because local people will
perhaps understand the relationships in their region better than an outside researcher, it is
essential for researchers to take into account these ideas. In my study, informants' voices will
therefore be central, but will, of course, be represented by my interpretation of events and of
information elicited from them and related sources.
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1.5 Structure of thesis
After the opening of the research argument and outlining the case for studying wetland
conservation in this chapter, Chapter Two will discuss the history of wetlands in New Zealand.
Covering both geographical and cultural aspects, a short description of each of the case study
sites will be included. Chapter Three will consider the current literature and theory on the
human-nature relationship, group participation and advocacy and discuss the research questions,
around which the data collection and analysis was structured. In the fourth chapter, the context
of each wetland will be examined including its biophysical setting and will include an in-depth
look at the groups which have formed around them. Chapter Five will begin the data analysis
with an investigation into the relationship between individuals involved in the Travis Wetland
Trust and Otipua groups and the wetlands they preserve. This will continue into the sixth
chapter with a detailed consideration of two major themes of the human-nature relationship
which came out of the interviews. In Chapter Seven, the reasons and motives for the individuals'
participation in the wetland conservation groups will be examined. Next, the last of the data
analysis, chapter eight will discuss the advocacy roles of the wetland groups and whether the
participants see themselves as advocates for the wetlands. The interpretive discussion of my
analysis will follow and be scrutinised in the context of my earlier theoretical discussion.
Finally, Chapter Ten will conclude my discussion and offer recommendations for further study.
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Chapter 2 - A Brief Historical Account of New Zealand and its Wetlands
"We stand where none before have stood
And braving tempest, drought and flood,
Fight Nature for a home."
William Pember Reeves, Poet-Politician of the 1890s (King 2003, p. 435)
Today, New Zealand is a nation of many different cultures, but not all of these cultures
have been in conflict in the New Zealand context. Two main cultures, Maori and Pakeha, have a
history of conflict. These cultures have different value structures and influence today's 'Kiwi'
society.
2.1 Maori History
The colonisation of Aotearoa New Zealand began about 800 years ago by East
Polynesians. With them they brought dogs, rats and domesticated plants. New Zealand was
different from the rest of Polynesia, however, and the food resources were scarce. The temperate
forest which covered the majority of both islands had no large fruits or oil rich seeds to
contribute to their diet and the humidity of the climate prohibited the growth of starchy tubers.
That left the avian and marine megafauna as the primary food source: moa, rail species, a
massive moa-hunting eagle, several other bird species and seals. In settlements nearer the coast,
fish catches were also relied on heavily. The "leeward province", or east coast regions of both
islands, was more suitable habitat for these animals since there was less rainfall and warmer
average temperatures, and so it became the focus of settlement. As the early settlers became
more acclimatised to their new home and honed their hunting skills, the ecological evolution of
thousands of years began to tear apart. Forest burning, hunting and the invasion of rats all
contributed to the extinction of about 40 species of birds as well as a bat species, several
amphibians, lizards and invertebrate populations. As their food sources diminished, the early
population began to shift westward to the "windward province" with more diverse vegetation.
As agricultural land and fishing rights were established, resource competition instigated
territoriality and warfare (Anderson 2002).
Maori settlements were focused around the naturally fecund and ecologically rich
floodplains and wetlands that provided food and shelter (Park 2002). Park summarises the
findings of several ethnographical studies noted that, "The picture that emerges is of a
developing give-and-take relationship between people and nature" (Park 1995, p. 46). The early
Polynesian settlers of New Zealand had a resource-specific relationship with nature, seeing food
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sources as primarily important. The richest settlements were those on the edges between
forest/fernland and streams/rivers. Wetlands were a vital piece of this habitat, and Maori
followed the common human practice of living as close to essential resources as possible to limit
the energy expended. The few plants grown as crops had been brought over by their ancestors
and only supplemented the primarily indigenous diet which was gathered from the wild as well
as cultivated from protected populations in the wild. The forest-covered lowland plains of both
islands were invaluable because of their fruit-bearing trees, such as kahikatea, matai and hinau.
The ecological richness of the fertile, coastal plains is just beginning to be understood by
scientists, but Geoff Park (1995)

argu~s

that the Maori were aware of the seasonal migration of

bird and aquatic species and preserved these lowlands and wetland forest for that very reason.
2.2 Colonisation
New Zealand came into the western economy as a resource contributor. In 1642, Abel
Tasman, the leader of a Dutch trade expedition sighted the land and named it after a Dutch
province the hills reminded him of. The abundance of natural resources was also mentioned by
Capt. James Cook in the late eighteenth century, including seals and whales for oil, fibre for
ropes and sails, and timber for masts and ship planking. These raw materials were absolutely
necessary for the increasing fleet of ships which made global trade possible (Dann 1999). Cook
saw New Zealand as a resource-laden wonderland which was empty of human habitation, since
"no human sign meant no human interest" (Park 1995, p. 48). His European-trained eye did not
see the cultivated fields and walled signs of private ownership of his British homeland; therefore
the common British view was that the land was wasted. Cook believed the vast wilderness was
not used by the Maori, while missing completely the settlements in the forest floodplains, food
forage sites in the hills and the subtle signs of iwi borders marked by trees and stones (Park
1995). The clash of cultures was a foreshadowing of future conflict.
The European settlement phase began in the 1800s, and the chief commodity was land for
settlers to domesticate. The industrial period secured New Zealand's future place in the world
economy. Refrigeration technology allowed the dairy and meat industries to compete with those
in Europe and North America. The escalation of sheep and cattle grazing contributed to the
ongoing destruction of native vegetation and habitat (Dann 1999). The settlers brought with
them a large range of plants and animals to establish what King describes as "neo-Europes landscapes altered to remind settlers of their lands of origin" and to continue the agricultural
processes their ancestors had developed over centuries (King 2004, p. 24). This has also been
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called "ecological imperialism" (Park 2002, p. 151). A minority of settlers raised their voice in
opposition to this utilitarian mindset in favour of conservation practices, but they were not taken
seriously until the mid-1900s (PCE 2004).
Wetlands, or swamps as they were commonly called, received little attention from the early
European settlers when they arrived. Few wrote about the wetlands except in terms of their
drainage so current ecologists have very little to base re-constructions of the original,
undisturbed ecology. There was a deep cultural antipathy to swamps and most settlers saw them
as wilderness or waste. Park summarises their viewpoint:
To patriarchal cultural tradition that b~ought the demands of Western modernity to New
Zealand, swamps were places of disease and decay, melancholy and horror, absolutely inimical
to modern ways (Park 2002, p.159).

The reason for this perspective was partially influenced by the draining of English fens during
the 1760s and 1840s and the agricultural revolution (Park 2002). This antipathy was the subject
of Giblett's (1996) postmodern study of the culture, history and ecology of wetlands. Much of
his research provides evidence to support Derrida's (1976) contention that we only represent
place by metaphors. The author gives many examples of how the "psychological is projected
onto the geographical" (Giblett 1996, p.4), or how wetlands are satanised in literature: the River
Styx is transformed into a slimy swamp by Dante, Milton's hell in Paradise Lost is a series of
connecting swamps, fens and bogs, and in the The Lord of the Rings trilogy, the Dead Marshes
are places of preserved bodies awaiting the call to be re-awoken by the Dark Lord (Giblett 1996,
p.139-155). Even in everyday language, the place of wetlands is tainted by the use ofthe
original wetland descriptor 'mire' to mean stuck, or so terrible as to not be able to escape; take
.for instance, the phrase "mired in poverty" or "swamped with work" (ibid, p.9).

In the domestication of their new land, settlers formed drainage boards to straighten river
courses and create stop banks (Park 2002). Several 'improvement' acts were passed by the
provincial government. The Bush and Swamp Crown Lands Settlement Act of 1903 opened
75,000 ha of wetlands for settlement selection. Then, the 1915 Swamp Drainage Act authorised
draining, reclaiming and roading (Young 2004). It is estimated that the drainage promoted and
authorised by these and a number of other acts of government reduced 670,000 ha of freshwater
wetlands existing at the time of European settlement to 100,000 ha by the 1950s, which is a
decline of eighty-five per cent (Park 2002). The wetland in its original form was of no use to
Pakeha agriculture. The indigenous culture of New Zealand had created their life around the
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"most ancient" of habitats, wetlands (Park 2002, p.151). When these floodplain wetlands began
to disappear due to the draining practices, the entire ecosystem suffered and traditional food
sources of birds and fish, faded away. The Maori proverb about the constant food supply of
wetlands, "Te waiu 0 koutou tipuna" (the milk of your ancestors), was in danger of slowly drying
up (Young 2004, p.lll). The new grassland habitat which was created by the "land
improvement schemes" was used for European meat, dairy and wool production (Park 2002,
p.160).
The clash of Maori and European culture included a difference of opinion about water
courses and bodies. Swamps, lakes and rivers are all connected biologically and ecologically.
Maori valued this interconnection through their food gathering and resource-based lifestyle, but
Europeans saw them as legal boundary lines. English law, on which New Zealand law is based,
requires classificatory order based on type of waterways; but lakes and rivers are easier to define
than swamps, bogs and fens. The Maori or Pakeha right to wetlands was confused in the Treaty
ofWaitangi as well. In the Treaty, use equalled ownership but in English law, ownership meant
use, and so the inherent conflict came to the forefront. European settlement began to overpower
the Maori in the late nineteenth century, and so the swamps were drained. Neither swamp nor
Maori people had a place in the "new" New Zealand (Park 2002).
As easy as it is to look back with ecological and scientific knowledge and see the value of
wetlands, the original settlers had no such insight. Helen Wilson, an octogenarian writer in the
1950s, wrote that her settler ancestors had been "too desperately poor to deny the present for the
benefit of the future" (King 2003, p.437). It is estimated that fifty-one per cent of the land
.surface area of New Zealand was converted to grasslands for grazing from the time of European
settlement to the 1970s. A change in the agricultural perspective began in the 1970s due to
landslips and water quality concerns which caused erosion and generated massive amounts of
animal waste (King 2003). The alluvial plains of Southland and Hauraki had been 'improved' in
the early twentieth century, but were subject to disastrous floods in the 1950s (Young 2004). In
the 1970s, it has been estimated that the animal waste generated by cattle and sheep in New
Zealand equalled the waste generated by 150 million people. Agricultural practices began to
take a more careful tone. More recently, drought-prone areas, such as the Hawkes Bay region,
Marlborough and central Otago, turned partly to olives and grapes (King, 2003). Unfortunately,
the lack of accountability and cooperation within the government meant that while one
department was involved in the 'reclamation' of swamps, another was attempting to preserve
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wetlands for habitat. These issues within the government led David Young (2004) to call
wetlands "the Cinderella of conservation" since "ninety per cent ... are estimated to have been
taken by farming and reclamation since 1840" (p.229).
The 1960s environmental movement and beyond

Environmental and natural issues first gained nation-wide attention in the 1960s. The first
national conservation campaign was to save Lake Manapouri, part of a South Island
hydroelectric scheme designed to power aluminium smelters in Bluff (King 2003). The
Manapouri campaign has been recognised as:
The single most significant threshold in the changed public and political attitude to nature
conservation, environmental planning and management, and resource development in the
country's history (Peat 1994, p. viii).

The effects of the proposed project were seen as disastrous: lake levels would rise in Lakes
Manapouri and Te Anau, then flood an 800 ha forest, neighbouring rivers would become silted
and eventually stop running, and farm lands would be flooded. These costs were seen to be too
high for the general population, attracting New Zealanders from all different political and
ideological leanings to the cause (King 2003). A petition in 1970 collected 265,000 signatures, a
record at that time. Neville Peat, one ofthe first campaigners for the preservation of the Lake, in
his memoirs (1994) noted that what had "captured the public's imagination" was that an area as
"beautiful as Manapouri could be interfered with, despoiled and debased" (Peat 1994, p. 3). The
fact that both lakes lay within Fiordland National Park, New Zealand's largest national park at
1.2 million ha in size, contributed to the outrage of many people (Peat 1994). The National Party
.government was stunned and unprepared for a battle through public meetings, newspapers and
petitions that lasted for several years. It reacted to the upsurge in environmental concern by
passing the Nature Conservation Council Act in 1962, whose members were appointed by the
government, and then the Environment Council in 1970 (Peat 1994). For the election of 1972,
the Labour Party campaigned on a promise not to raise the lake if it won, and it honoured the
promise (King 2003). It also established the Commission for the Environment, the precursor to
the Ministry for the Environment (Peat 1994). The seemingly insignificant scheme at
Manapouri started a national debate on environmental issues and followed a world-wide trend of
environmental awareness and legislation. Environmental campaigner Roger Wilson wrote:
The energy and enthusiasm generated by the Save the Manapouri campaign was a major factor
in the shaping of the New Zealand environment movement (Peat 1994, p. 9).
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The resolve of this movement was tested again. Another hydroelectric proposal, the Clyde High
Dam, which was to raise the level of the Clutha River in Central Otago for hydro-power and
irrigation, was empowered by legislation passed by Robert Muldoon's government in 1982.
After this disregard for opposing opinions, the concerned public sought and achieved stricter
environmental controls for projects and a more transparent government process, including the
freedom of information legislation. The fourth Labour Government created the Department of
Conservation (DoC) to advocate for conservation projects, the Parliamentary Commission for the
Environment (PCE) to have a monitoring role, and the Ministry for the Environment (MfE).
These agencies playa crucial role in p'reserving the natural environment of New Zealand. The
most outstanding piece of environmental legislation is the Resource Management Act of 1991,
referred to as the RMA. It created a three-tiered management system and was charged with
overseeing the "use, development and protection" of air, land and water as well as the
sustainable management of all resources (King 2003, p. 447). Although there is a lot of criticism
regarding the RMA, and it is constantly under review, most regulation for environmental matters
falls under its jurisdiction (King 2003). Through this process of revision, the RMS's ideology
has changed over time to acknowledge the importance of ecology in some matters.
The recognition of ecology
A link between high alpine ecosystems and lowland forests and wetlands had been
suspected for years by individual ecologists and biologists, but generations of foresters
encouraged disbelief in order to preserve the rights to logging in the coastal forests. In 1987,
Paparoa, the new "sea-to-the-mountains" national park was opened at Punakaiki and was praised
.for incorporating several ecosystems in one park for the maximum amount of species
conservation (Park 1995, p. 281). It was a revolutionary idea in New Zealand at that time and a
new era began in park conservation. No longer were parks thought to be separate ecosystems;
instead, entire ecoregions could be preserved for the benefit of more inter-related species.
Connections between ecosystems facilitated species migration and allowed the natural ecology
of the region to re-emerge (Park 1995). The importance ofthose ecosystems outside of forest
and alpine regions began to float to the surface of consciousness in the 1980s. Of course,
ecologists and researchers are not immune to passing fads, as Park remarked: "What's studied,
what's said to be special, has always had to be tailored to the times" (1995, p. 270). Young
(2004) summarised the relationship between government interaction and the situation of
ecosystems by saying, "conservation is driven by scarcity, which in tum grabs public attention"
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(p. 236). The protection and conservation of wetlands is an up and coming field as the public
and government begin to realise their importance to New Zealand's history, both natural and
human, as well as their imperilled existence. Travis Wetland Nature Heritage Park in
Christchurch and the Otipua Wetland in Timaru are two of Canterbury's finest examples of
wetland protection and restoration .
2.3 Travis Wetland
Maori first settled the Canterbury coast about 750 years ago. They found the Marshlands
area of Christchurch (Figures 2.1 and 2.2) "as a rich mahinga kai , a source of many foods and
fibre plants" (Orwin 2005, p.10) . Ngai Tahu, the local iwi, visited the local wetlands, including
what is now Travis, on a seasonal basis. Their main settlement was Oruapaeroa, which was built
on the higher, dry ground of what is now Queen Elizabeth IJ park, just across Frosts Rd from
today's wetland park. Oruapaeroa was one of several Maori settlements linked by trails in
coastal Canterbury. It was still in use when Canterbury settlers arrived in the 1850s (Orwin
2005).
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Figure 2. 1: Map of the South Island of New Zealand (Topomap NZ 2005).
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Figure 2.2 : Map of Christchurch' s natural areas, including Travis Wetland (CCC 2005).

Travis Wetland was part of the Sand Hi Ils run which was first mapped in 1852, and
covered all the coastal land between the Styx River and the Avon-Heathcote Estuaty. In the
1860s, the run was broken up, and in 1883, William Henry Travis bought the swamp. The land
continued to be worked as a dairy farm until the 1970s, producing almost half a million litres of
milk annually (Orwin 2005). The land was zoned residential and purchased by Christchurch
Estates Ltd in 1975. In 1984, a development plan was proposed which would spread 1200
residential sections over the 150 hectares. Travis Wetland Protection Group, later known as the
Travis Wetland Trust, began as a group of concerned local residents around this time, though it
came to full strength in 1992 when it officially opposed the proposed development because of
the wetland remnant. The Christchurch City Council, in cooperation with the Travis Wetland
Trust, purchased 110 ha from the development corporation i 1997 and set the land aside for a
wetland nature park (Information Kiosk at Travis Wetland).
Travis Wetland Nature Heritage Park, in the suburb of Marshlands of Christchurch, is an
extremely important wetland in the eyes of Christchurch and New Zealand. It can be "defined as
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swamp fen and marsh with some exotic dichotomous tree swamp" (CCC 1999, p.9). It was
identified as a Site of National Importance for its nearly pristine soil and vegetation system and
of regional significance for its habitat of the pukeko (Porphyria porphyria). Two globally
endangered birds have also been seen at Travis: the Australian bittern and the black stilt. As an
urban wetland park, Travis provides the clearest representation of how prehistoric Christchurch
may have appeared and is important for education, research and recreation. Especially as this
habitat is becoming increasingly scarce, these last remnants perform varied functions in the
human and ecological landscape (CCC 1999). Travis serves an essential function as a remnant
of endangered wetland habitat in Chr~stchurch, Canterbury and even New Zealand as a whole.
2.4 Otipua Wetland
The Otipua wetland formed behind the gravel dunes which separate the beach from the
estuary system immediately south of Timaru (Figures 2.1 and 2.3). It is sourced from Saltwater
Creek, which is a recreational resource used by numerous rowing clubs. The land was originally
set aside for Timaru' s small airport, but was then used as a dump before being converted to
grazing land. Concerns about the water quality of Saltwater Creek by the rowing clubs and the
Timaru District Council led to the development of the Saltwater Creek Working Party in 1992.
Their primary intention was the restoration of the stream banks and the placement of a weir to
increase the water depth. Attention was then focused on the land just south of the creek. The
northern bank had a footpath and native bushes, but the southern area was only overgrown,
grazing land.
The Otipua Wetland Charitable Trust was set up by Environment Canterbury in 1997 with
.the cooperation of the Saltwater Creek Working Party in order to purchase the land on which the
wetland was to be created. Community sponsors such as the Lottery Grants Board, the Pacific
Development and Conservation Trust, the South Canterbury Community Trust and the NZ
Community Trust, along with numerous other private organizations, contributed to the funding
of the project. Lucas and Associates was contracted to produce a concept plan for the 12ha of
coastal wetland just south of the city of Timaru later that year (OWCT 2003). The Friends of the
Otipua Wetland were created from the Working Party in 2001, as a group of volunteers, who did
the necessary groundwork, which was paid for by the funding applications by Otipua Wetland
Charitable Trust (Interview D). A four-hectare lake was created in 1998, and is one ofthe 8
habitat types which are being restored in the wetland. Tracks have been added to cover a
significant portion of the wetland with interpretative signs and connect it with other parks and
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tracks in the area. A good portion of the wetland, however, will remain undisturbed for the
habitat of wildlife (Lucas Associates 1997).

Figure 2.3: Timaru and the Otipua Wetland, outlined in green in the lower centre of the figure.
(Topomap NZ 2005).
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Chapter 3 - Theory and Methods: Social theoretical perspectives on
nature, conservation and environmental advocacy
" ... Humanity's relation to the natural environment
is as much as a part of deep history as social behaviour itself."
E.G. Wilson, Biophilia theorist (Wilson 1996, p. 170)
The first and second chapters have opened the debate about how social science can be used
to interpret wetlands and conservation groups. In this chapter, I will discuss a range of social
theoretical perspectives that can be used to interpret attempts to protect and restore wetlands.
These can be separated into two categories: nature-society relationships, and participation and
advocacy in preservation groups. In the first section, I will review current relevant literature on
human-nature relationships. This will traverse definitions and interpretation of 'nature', how
sense of place and dwelling influences relationships with nature and how the notion of enclosure
can be used to understand the ways people protect nature by excluding human uses of it. I will
also discuss the contribution of reflexive sociology and grounded theory to my methodology.
The second section on participation and advocacy will review actor-network theory, productive
exchange and its relation to group cohesion, and discuss the importance of social capital to
volunteers. Theories on advocacy will then be introduced and examined. Finally, a discussion
of my research methods will conclude the chapter.
3 .1 Nature-society relationships

Contested and cultural natures
Human-nature relationships have long been the focus of exploration by social scientists. In
.Contested Natures, Macnaghten and Urry cite Szerszynski's (1993) two conceptualisations as

being at the heart of the contest over the definition of nature. The first is the notion of nature as
under threat, as seen in the catastrophism of many environmental groups (e.g., claiming
rainforests will disappear in 10 years, oil reserves depleted by 2010). The approach is both
interpretative and factual because in part it is an attempt to scare people into caring about the
environment and acting for that cause. The second representation of nature is that of "a realm of
purity and moral power to be enjoyed or worshipped" (Macnaghten & Urry 1998, p.22). This
construction of nature takes form in the preservation of nature for beauty and spectacle, the
conceptualisation of nature as an interdependent, holistic functional being such as the Gaia
hypothesis (Lovelock 1979), or as a recreational space to wander. Although it could be argued
that both of these views come from the same central belief about nature as precious and valuable,
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the conflict between these two nature-human relationships continues to rage and the societal
impacts are still being investigated (Macnaghten & Urry, 1998). Influences from both sides can
be seen in the protection of wetlands: the appeal to protect the few remnants versus the
recreational interests of hunters and anglers, walkers and rowers.
Other researchers claim that there are more than two conceptualisations of nature.
Macnaghten and Urry (1998) assert that there are many different natures, as defined by
individuals and groups with vested interests within society which sometimes conflict with each
other. This is especially the case in the contradictory definitions about nature between North
America and Europe. To Europeans, .there is no countryside, per se; just land outside the cities.
Rolling hillsides of farms and agriculturally worked land are not distinguished from other
scenery. Their definition of natural is quite heterogeneous and diverse. In the U.S. however,
farms are not visually enticing. 'Natural' or untouched scenery of mountains, deserts and
canyons are the preferred visages for paintings and pictures. Humans are removed from the
American concept of nature (Macnaghten & Urry 1998, p.183). Based on their argument that
there are many natures, Macnaghten and Urry (1998) compiled four implications of contested
nature-society relationships:
1. First, people's concerns, attitudes, values and behaviour are mediated by relationships
with expert systems, science, media, states, corporations, etc.
What we hear and see on the news and from governmental officials comes to dominate our
perception of the world. Of course, these messages are constrained by any number of
different factors such as the legal wording or the amount of time and research given to a
particular story and are filtered through the ways in which we receive the information.
2. No a priori boundaries can be drawn as to how environmental issues are defined or
constituted.
Environmental issues are constructed by individuals and are derived and shaped by arguing
with and listening to other people's own values, experience and agency. Macnaghten and
Urry (1998) call for more qualitative research about how people connect with their own
categories of experience.
3. People are affected and influenced by ongoing relationships with governments and
corporations and their sense of agency is bound up in these relationships.
This issue of agency needs to be connected to institutional and cultural influences. As noted
in the first implication, people have many different ways of informing themselves.
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4. Finally, people's sense of agency relates to changes in the fundamental relationship
between humans and nature.
This relates to experience-based learning. If a group project succeeds after an input of time
by several individuals, they may have an altered sense of the amount of difference each of
them can make. This can lead to an increase in the numbers of projects and causes in which
each of them is involved.
As these four implications clarify, nature is increasingly culturalised, humans are increasingly
naturalised, and the relationship between the two grows increasingly complex and disputed
(Macnaghten & Urry 1998, p.102-4) ..
In Contested Natures, the role of a social scientist can be seen as more than" ... that of
addressing the social causes, impacts, and responses to environmental problems which have been
initially and accurately described by the natural scientist" (Macnaughten & Urry 1998, p.6). In
this view, humans and nature are not separate and distinct, but exist in a real world together and
so humans are able to interact with nature in positive and negative ways.
Cultural models also help to define and describe people's relationship with nature. In their
exploration of environmental awareness in America, Kempton et at. (1995) reiterated that
understanding culture is an essential part of understanding environmental problems because
human cultures act as a "guide" when people accelerate environmental destruction and when
they attempt to halt it. A cultural framework shapes the issues people see as important, but the
individual sentiments expressed cover a wide spectrum of values and subjects. The survey work
and framework outlined by Kempton et al (1995) reaches beyond the theoretical
conceptualisations of nature outlined by Szerszynski (1993 in Macnaghten and Urry 1998) and is
also useful for my research. By analysing the results of qualitative interviews, the team of
researchers identified three cultural models of nature:
1) Nature is fragile and limited
Humans rely on a limited world of which they are actively a part. People must
become active to protect nature and correct mistakes because humans are dependent on the
environment. This concept of dependence is expressed as a cyclical balance, where wastes
placed in the ecosystem affect human physical health, such as pollution of water and air.
Nature's impact on psychological health is recognised also, including the positive effects of
green scenery and pet animals on hospital patients. This is a utilitarian mindset for protecting the
environment.
2) Nature is usually in balance and human action is destabilising that balance
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All parts of nature are interlinked and interconnected and if there is a disruption to
that cycle, a chain reaction can follow. These complex interactions are impossible to predict and
humans should leave well enough alone before we ruin everything since we are not part of the
system. This non-interventionist perspective is echoed by those concerned about species
extinction and ecology.
3) The AmericaniKiwiIModern2 ways oflife are endangering nature
This usually includes concerns about the effects of consumerism, capitalism and the
free market. People in this model believe that these excessive modem practices devalue nature
because the true costs of resources ary not considered. The use of resources and concern of
resource shortages such as oil and gas is part of this cultural model. The environment and nature
itself has intrinsic value and is not valued highly enough in society.
From these three cultural models of nature, Kempton et al. (1995) also identified the three
primary sources from which Americans derive their environmental values. The first is their
religion or spirituality. Not only do people evoke Biblical passages to support their cause, but
even non-religious people believe that birds, trees and blue skies are a higher power's gift to the
world of which they are caretakers. Kempton et al. (1995) explain that "Divine creation is the
closest concept American culture provides to express the sacredness of nature" (Kempton et al.
1995, p. 92). Secondly, most Americans cite an anthropocentric value of nature. These values
are based on human benefits and utilitarian reasoning. These range from worries about future
descendents to utilitarian arguments that nature must be preserved so it can continue to serve
human society. Aesthetic enjoyment of landscape and endangered animals in zoos could even be
placed in this category. The last source is the granting to nature of intrinsic rights, summarised
as biocentric values. Those who subscribe to this view believe that nature has rights in and of
itself; although humans are part of nature, there is nature outside of human use and enjoyment
(Kempton 1995, p.87-113). Merchant (1992 cited in Kempton et al. 1995, p.88) also found three
bases for environmental values which were very similar: Self, Other people, Biosphere. The
cultural and value models outlined by Kempton et al will inform my work by providing a basis
upon which I can critically analyse the views of respondents in relation to nature.
Macnaghten and Urry (1998) also raise the question "as to whether and in what ways and
through which forms, ideas of nature reconstruct identity and our sense of ourselves as part of, or
estranged from, nature" (p.95). My research suggests that participation in wetland conservation
Although the wording in the book Environmental Values in American Culture is American, I would argue that it is
applicable to other Western cultures in the modem world, including New Zealand.
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groups reaches to numerous groups within society and that participants' local communities and
biophysical nature all benefit from such activity. Elements of Putnam's (2000) social capital
arguments about American community organisations seem relevant in this regard.

Social capital
Social capital is the formal recognition of the social networks that connect people within a
society in a multitude of ways. It includes the norms of reciprocity and trust that form between
--- . - ~-. "-i

interacting people. Some have even characterised it as the sociological recognition of the
"Golden Rule", or the belief that you should treat others as you would have them treat you
(Putnam 2000). Social capital is high,1y related to 'community', the feeling of being included in
a group, whether it is a town, a school association, or an evening touch-rugby team. The positive
effects of social capital are maximised to include mutual support, cooperation, trust, institutional
effectiveness, while the negative are minimised (such as sectarianism, ethnocentrism and
corruption)3. These networks are those of social connection, "doing with", but it does not have
to include philanthropy, or "doing good for" (ibid, p.117). People involved in one organisation
or club tend to be involved in several others, or as Putnam explains, " ... voters are more likely to
be interested in politics, to give to charity, to volunteer, to serve on juries, to attend community
school board meetings, to participate in public demonstrations and to cooperate with fellow
citizens on community affairs"(Putnam 2000, p.35). People who have high amounts of social
capital tend to see themselves as capable of creating change. In other words, their sense of
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agency is very high. This will be discussed further in this chapter (section 3.2.4).
There is a generational component to social capital. American members ofthe 'greatest
generation', those who were born in the 1920s, belong to twice as many civic associations as do
members of their grandchildren's cohort born in the 1960s and 70s (Putnam 2000, p.254). This
particular cohort is identified as one of the most civically active in history. But overall, there is a
decline in the number of people who involved themselves in community associations and the
social capital of most Western countries is in decline (Putnam 2000).
Social capital has inspired criticism, especially with regard to its nostalgic basis and its
generational explanatory power. Critics argue that the concept of civic duty may have changed
in nature since the childhood of the eldest cohorts alive today. Modem young adults have been
known to favour random, informal, short-term connections, which was exhibited in the protest
movements of the 1960s and 1970s. These were mass movements focused on issues of global
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These effects refer to localised, coherent networks within a society and not necessarily the entire society itself.
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scale. Today's young people operate within a technologically dependent world, which
continually changes (Dann 1999). This is in contrast to the long-term, locally based,
commitment-related measurement of involvement over time which Putnam supports as a
determinate of social capital. With this critique considered, perhaps the youngest cohorts have
not been 'slacking off, but instead introducing a new concept of social capital. More research
must be conducted on the contributory powers of this change and whether it carries with it all of
the positive effects of Putnam's nostalgic social capital; in other words, do the two types of
social capital, long-term, local, formal organisations and short-term, globally-focused, informal,
have the same society-wide effects. Whichever is the case, one of the newest, and most
powerful, cause-related lobby groups have been associated with the environmental movement.
The American example of the modem ear of environmental organisations can be used as a
case study for the global movement. The founding of important groups such as the Sierra Club,
Greenpeace, and the National Audubon Society in the 1960s was a turning point for the
environmentalists. While there was a decline in the late seventies, the 1980s saw a rebounding
of the movement which saw itself as under threat from President Ronald Reagan's policies. By
1990, the American environmental movement involved more than ten thousand organisations
(Putnam 2000, p.155). Over the last four decades, membership in national environmental
organisations exploded from about 125,000 in 1960 to one million in 1970. It doubled to reach
two million members in 1980 and then tripled again to 6.5 million in 1990 but its growth has
now slowed (Putnam 2000, p. 155). Caution must be taken when reviewing these statistics
because this huge growth has been accomplished with help from direct-mailing, where
membership is in name only:
Affiliation with Greenpeace (and its peers elsewhere on the ideological spectrum) does not
represent the sort of interpersonal solidarity and intense civic commitment that brought
millions of students, African Americans, gays and lesbians, peace activists, and right-to-lifers
to thousands of marches and rallies and sit-ins as part of the social movements of the sixties
(Putnam 2000, p.155-6).

This type of 'membership' (which Putnam argues should be called "supporters" or "donors"
instead (2000, p.l57)), does not have the same organisational commitment from its members and
so the drop-out rates are higher, participation in group activities is lower, and attachment to the
group is almost non-existent for most people. In fact, in a survey, most 'members' of one
environmental organisation did not even consider themselves members; the money sent was seen
as a "contribution" (ibid, p.158). This type of 'membership' is very low in social capital, Putnam
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explains: "[t]hey are valued supporters ... of environmentalism as a good cause, but they are not
themselves active in the cause" (ibid, pg.158). Local environmental groups usually encourage
more activity within their ranks and interaction between members, which corresponds with social
capital, and for this reason are more pertinent to my research.
Social capital is a component of any study on community organisations and one issue of
importance in this study is whether people who are involved in wetland protection groups are
members of other environmental associations, or even other community groups in general. This
also raises questions about the relationships such people establish with the 'locations' in which
they live. Location in this sense includes geographical, social and environmental elements and
can be interpreted with reference to the social scientific discussion of place, dwelling, enclosure
and restoration.
Place and dwelling
Although in modem language, space and place have come to be synonymous, several
researchers have objected to this and defmed 'place' as "the phenomenal particularization of
'being in the world'" (Casey 1993, p.xv). Humans and non-humans have come to rely on
territoriality to maintain the stability and security of a home place or region. We see this in the
identification of people as nationals of a particular country or citizens of a city. More than just
an object of self-identification, place contributes to one's personality and culture. Casey
summarises, "It remains the case that where we are - the places we occupy, however briefly - has
everything to do with what and who we are" (1993, p.xiii). Visitors to foreign lands or unique
ecosystems can testify to the impact of being in a totally different place to what they are used to
.and how this enriches their experience or threatens their sense of identity.4 But of more
importance to this study is the place from which people come and its position in society's
demarcation of places. Many people have an idea of edging out from built places into nature, but
this assumes an anthropocentric starting point: that what one is leaving cannot be considered a
natural place. Putting the non-human and natural at the boundaries of the civilized, marginalises
nature and encloses it away from humanity (see following section). But what if nature is a

priori, Casey asks, and ifit is not 'out there' and around us, but under us and in us. He
concludes that if nature is not thought of as a distinct and separate place, society can better
incorporate it into everyday life (Casey 1993).
Some examples of this would include: a Chinese student studying English in New Zealand, a Kiwi visiting London
for the first time, or a resident of the Sonoran desert in the American Southwest visiting the lush Everglades wetland
ecosystem in Florida.
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Edward Relph is a geographer and has used phenomenology, a branch of modem
philosophy concerned with the reorientation of science towards that which has human meaning
and significance, to interpret space and place. It is a core belief of phenomenology that humans
are describable in terms of consciousness rather than behaviour, and each person lives in a
subjective and deeply meaningful world. Relph argued that knowing places is essential to
understanding the human experience (Peet 1998). He emphasised the importance of human
attachment by writing "people are their place and a place is its people" (1976, p.34 quoted in
Peet 1998, p.50). This sense of place must be authentic; belonging to a place and its community
and considering it part of one's identity. Some imagine that today, people often exist in an
industrialised, mass-consumption society where the awareness of place or appreciation of
people's unique ecological identities is changing, making them perhaps more aware of some
human-made features, and less responsive to others, such as the ecology of different species
(Peet 1998). Others take a quite different view suggesting the people's sense of place still
reflects a need to dwell.
Building on the writings of Heidegger as well as Macnaghten and Urry, Cloke and Jones
(2001) are at the forefront of geographical dwelling research. They describe dwelling as going
beyond a sense of place, to include the "rich intimate ongoing togetherness of being and things
which make up landscapes and places, and which bind together nature and culture over time"
(Cloke and Jones 2001, p.651). This perspective represents a shift from seeing the world as
human constructs imposed on the landscape, to one in which any act of living (including
thinking) is formed and rooted "in the context of being- in-the-world" (ibid. 2001, p.651).
Humans and non-humans are embedded into landscapes and places and form networks as they
interact with each other. Cloke and Jones use an orchard in Somerset, UK to illustrate their ideas
and the notion of dwelling. They point out the complex relationships required to operate an
apple orchard - managers, labourers, different varieties of fruit tree, multiple technologies and
knowledges - are all critical to its success. The humans interact with the fruit trees by pruning
them, protecting them from rabbits, spraying them with insecticide, picking their fruit in addition
to other actions. Fruit trees grow fruit and branches, going into decline if there is a lack of
nutrients, and attracting insects - both beneficial and detrimental. These actions have spurred the
growth of the knowledge base about trees (such as when is best to harvest the ripest apples) as
well as the invention and use of different technologies (pruning tongs and insecticides for
instance). These networks and relationships are woven through the orchard and contribute not
only to it's singularity as a place, but also to the sense of how 'actants', or non-human actors,
25

dwell in place - by being aware of and rooted in the unique networks of a place (Cloke and Jones
2001).
The reference to actants comes from Actor-Network Theory (ANT), which attempts to
identify how human and non-human actors are linked together in relationships and
interconnectedness. Cloke and Jones, in their use of ANT to interpret dwelling, argue that ANT
is a good framework for studying relational agency between people and other parts of nature.
Unlike many other researchers who use ANT to study technology, Cloke and Jones emphasize
how nature itself may be acting (Cloke and Jones 2001). They therefore appreciate the influence
of time. Macnaghten and Urry (1998) suggest that, "Social time is different from and opposed to
the times of nature, including the temporal processes and rhythms that inhibit or order the natural
world (ibid, p.135). Thus, non-human agency works and uses time in ways that is difficult to
recognise and understand from a human time perspective. Jones and Cloke (2002) use the
example of trees to illustrate this point. Trees may not seem to move when considered at one
instant or another, but when filmed over a time-lapse camera, they develop buds, bloom, grow
leaves, etc. The seasonal and annual cycle is also influential as are unpredictable weather events,
such as a drought that may impair the development of fruit (Jones and Cloke 2002). Wetlands
are susceptible to the same type of time scales and weather and seasonal fluctuations as trees.
Despite some criticisms, Murdoch identifies ANT as an "ecological theory" and as the best
attempt so far to overcome the dualistic thinking of separating humans from nature (Murdoch
2001, pg. 114). Its usefulness to my wetland study is that it offers the important insight,
consistent with my earlier review of the nature-society debate, that it is difficult in practise to
separate people and their practices from the rhythms and influences of the nature world, and vice
versa. They make each other in many ways. Jones and Cloke (2002) believe that hybridity is the
key to ANT, and suggest that it is "the optimal model for incorporation of the agency of nonhuman actants" (p.69).
In the course of my research, interviews with human actors (those involved with wetland
protection groups) identified the relationships through which they are bound to the non-human
actants of the wetland. These include birds and plants living in the wetland, the weeds which are
being eradicated, the non-native pests preying on endangered native wildlife, and even the
ecosystem as a whole. By asking the interviewees to take me on a walk through the wetland, I
gathered an understanding their focus of interest and their construction of the other forces at
work in the wetland. This raised questions about the development of wetlands as enclosures
which were subject to restoration.
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Enclosure and restoration
A number of studies have focused on the sociology of enclosure in the European context

(Watts 2004). Many researchers believe nature and society are divided by the enclosure of the
natural away from the human, which began with the loss of common village pastures in Britain.
England was still very much an 'open' society in the 1700s, but by 1840, the village common
central to rural life had disappeared. The enclosure of private land meant the loss of the custom
of 'possession without ownership', as well as the loss of rights, obligations and responsibilities.
As Watts describes, " ... enclosure comes to speak for the social, the spatial, the cultural, the
political economic and the natural all.at once" (2004, p.52).
Watts uses the analogy of zoos to describe the impacts of enclosure. Zoos, like wetland
protection parks, confine an endangered natural system for the purpose of educating human
society through its preservation. Whereas nature supposedly signifies freedom and fecundity,
Watts argues that zoos are about pain and loss. Captivity is a response to the ecological
consequences of modernisation and capitalism and showcases the forced marginalisation, and
humanisation, of nature (Watts 2004). Simon Schama, in his historical recounting of the humannature relationship through several millennia, recounts the experience of the London Zoo when it
first opened to the public in the mid-1800s. Animal houses were made to look like an English
village or a "gingerbread suburb". With cutesy human names and dressed in clothes, the animals
had undergone a transformation; as if the zookeepers had "wrapped the exoticism in cosy
domesticity" (Schama 1992, p.563). The paternalism of Victorian society did not stop there for
the apes, whose "kinship with humanity was simultaneously suggested and ridiculed" as they
were subjected to suit and dress fashions of the day and set up in hilarious situations in their
.cages (Schama 1992, p.563). Did people of the time do this to question their supposed closeness
with nature? Poking fun at the animals which were, according to the then-newly-found scientific
evidence, the closest on the family tree to humans, would indicate a rejection of both the science
and of nature itself. Today's zoos, while more 'natural' in terms of micro-environs, vegetation
and limits to direct human contact, are still sanitised in comparison to wild habitats. For
instance, zoos do not allow endangered predators to practice predation, the "ecological process
that makes carnivores what they are" (Nabham 1997, p.273). Only a few zoos allow patrons to
see an animal eating dead sheep or goats, while in Great Britain a law has been enacted to shelter
zoo visitors from seeing mammals fed to other mammals. Actual hunting does not occur, and
carnivores are reduced to eating hunks of frozen meat instead of live animals in order to preserve
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the human onlookers from the mental anguish of seeing an animal eat another, although it is a
part of nature (Nabham 1997).
Jared Diamond explores the human relationship with its past and with nature and asks if
there are socially acceptable limits to enclosure. He asks why it is acceptable to "exhibit caged
apes in zoos, but it's not acceptable to do the same with humans" although some might argue that
this does happen on reality television shows (Diamond 1991, p.24). Diamond points out the
existing ethical distinction between humans and apes, for enclosure in zoos for public spectacle
as well as medical experimentation. However, ifnot for the "sympathetic interest" drummed up
by zoo wildlife programmes, there wquld be less public financial support for wildlife
conservation efforts (Diamond 1991, p.24). But the viability of these programmes is challenged.
While eighty-five per cent of Americans believe that zoos and other "artificial animal facilities
help the environment" by raising endangered animals and preventing their extinction (Nabham
1997, p.273), many zoo professionals believe that caging a few individuals cannot save a species
from extinction (Nabham 1997).
Just as zoos exhibit valued endangered animals in human designed recreated habitats,
restored wetlands are highly valued because there are so few remaining in an unaltered state.
Watts, however, criticises restoration attempts, saying the portrayals represent the subject in
"culturally mimetic" ways (Watts 2004, p.53).
Elliot (1986) argues that restoration attempts are "faking nature" (p.146). Restoration
attempts do not restore value and so are never acceptable in his mind because "the regenerated
environment does not have the right kind of continuity with the forest that stood there initially"
(Elliot 1986, p.147). Nature has inherent and intrinsic value due to its genesis and its history and
because its existence is separate from that of humans. He believes that enclosure in order to
preserve an area is better than restoration because:
[t]here is a significant difference between preventing damage and repairing damage once it is
done. That is the difference that leaves room for an argument in favour of a preservation
policy over and above a restoration policy (Elliot 1986, p.146).

In Elliot's (1986) view, preservation by way of enclosing wetlands away from humans is better
than restoring them because the central value of nature to him, being nature and untouched by
humans, can never be restored. This is in keeping with Kempton et aI's (1995) third cultural
model, which believes that nature's intrinsic value is not valued enough in the modem, capitalist
society (Kempton et aI1995).
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Washington (2003) identified five discourses of restoration within Christchurch and
Canterbury: scientific - no human dimensions of restoration; habitat - diverse range of views
which provides insight into ideas, beliefs, and meanings restorers have for restoration; social human role/valuation emphasised; humanist - restoration as behavioural/value change; and
holistic - culture/nature are well integrated (p.170). Most of these discourses were based in
natural science, which suggests respondents in her study on multiple restoration groups in the
area, may not integrate culture into nature. Most saw restoration as a way to rehabilitate the
unique biodiversity and ecology of the area, since respondents felt New Zealand and
Christchurch had an inadequate sense. of identity. Washington claims scientific knowledge on
restoration does not produce insight into the social, cultural, ethical, and political aspects which
are so important: "Science alone can't ensure the human commitment necessary or maintenance
of the political and social priorities of restoration" (Washington 2003, p. 174). She recommends
the transition of ecological restoration to eco-societal restoration which requires a greater
incorporation of social and cultural components and long-term active human involvement which,
in tum, ensures necessary continual interaction between humans and nature. I agree that the
separation between culture and nature is artificial and eco-restoration could be the answer to
restoring the relationship between the two by making humans see themselves as a 'real' part of
nature (Washington 2003).
At the core of the sociology of preservation, these wetland enclosures tell us more about
humans than nature, including a great deal about the contested human-nature relationship (Watts
2004). Although Kempton et al. (1995) used survey research to describe the human-nature
relationship with three cultural models, people's relationship with each other, in terms of social
networks, must be considered also (Putnam 2000). The ANT theoretical approach considers the
relationships not only between human actors, as in social capital, but also acknowledges the
influence of non-human actants. Cloke and Jones (2001) use ANT to describe sense of place and
dwelling. Wetlands are extremely place-specific, relying on a particular relationship of
biophysical attributes to ecologically function, which makes them susceptible to deterioration
(Mitsche and Gosselink 1986). This place-specificity also creates networks with people who
identify with wetlands, and strengthens their sense of dwelling and desire to act. People such as
these have formed groups devoted to wetlands and worked to conserve them. Without these
enclosures and the restoration work often found within them, it would be more difficult for the
public to become familiar with wetlands and their benefits and inhabitants, and harder for
conservation groups to fund their protection (Washington 2003). This raises the question of
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whether the trade-offs are worth the result. Can we continue to conserve wetlands when we are
restoring them to a state influenced by our own hand? Doesn't the argument that zoos and
restored wetlands play an important role in the education of the public have merit? The intrinsic
value of nature in places because of their genesis and history found in Elliot's argument about
restoration can also draw on place and dwelling theory for their explanation. Understanding
where volunteers place themselves on the cultural and physical landscape and how they dwell in,
enclose or restore these places, will add to the overall research goal of describing the relationship
between the protection groups and their respective wetlands and the broader human-nature
relationship. This leads to my first research question:
How can we describe the relationship between members of the Travis Wetland Trust and
the Travis Wetland, and the Otipua groups and the Otipua Wetland?
Before this question can be answered we need to examine the literature on participation
and advocacy.
3.2 Participation and Advocacy
Organisational participation
Participation in groups of all types and kinds is still very common. Bishop and Hoggett
(1986) in their study of "communal leisure groups" (pg.l) in the UK argue that groups are
in no way merely the setting in which particular activities take place - they are not just a
means to an end ... in fact, groups offer valuable social and organisational experiences in their
own right (Bishop and Hoggett 1986, p.3).

Individuals join groups for many different reasons; groups can offer a social outlet, a collective
. channel for furthering interests or one of many other functions. Each group is unique, however,
due to "the interplay of the different contributions which individual members perhaps
unconsciously bring to any groups" (ibid, p.3). The individual members, and their contributions
and interactions with each other create an identity for the group. Bishop and Hoggett (1986)
further suggest that two elements are brought to the group by individuals; personal values,
motivations, aspirations and needs related to other areas of their lives, and resources, such as
skills, abilities, experience and connections to other social networks. In their study, they
identified several "crucial" values individuals brought to the groups, including: competition
(especially for sports teams), recreation (such as escape or doing something different), sociability
(social atmosphere usually varies depending on individuals' preference), involvement (this
includes the division in groups between organisers and never-organisers), and
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production/consumption (this balance between self-interests and service for others) (ibid. p.6163).
The values and experiences individuals bring to a group can influence its character and
identity and changes how it works collectively. In order to better understand the interconnection
and cohesiveness between members, it is helpful to use social and productive exchange theory.

Productive Exchange
Basic social exchange can be defined as the "the view that interaction between persons is
an exchanges of goods, material and non-material" (Romans 1958, p.597), or ajoint activity in
which two or more actors attempt to produce a flow of benefits that is better than they can
produce alone. Several aspects of exchange between people determine the effectiveness of their
exchange: cohesiveness, a value variable based on reinforcement in the group, and
communication/interaction, which is a frequency variable of interaction between people. The
more cohesive a group is, or "the more valuable the sentiment or activity the members
exchange", the greater the frequency of exchange (Romans 1958, p.599). There are four forms
of social exchange: negotiated, reciprocal, productive and generalized. The theory predicts that
productive exchange produces the most emotional solidarity while generalized exchange
produces the weakest (Lawler 2002). Productive exchange is the most group-oriented type of
exchange and has four properties. Firstly, it involves two or more individuals to generate a
socially produced object. The flow of contributions is from person to group, but the flow of
rewards is from group to person. Secondly, there are high degrees of interdependence among
group members. Third, there are significant coordination problems in the group so that although
there are incentives to realise the mutual stakes involved in the group exchange, group members
do not necessary see beyond the level of their individual contribution. Lastly, actors in the
exchange must make a demand or claim from the collective pool of rewards in order to make it
productive for him or her. Lawler et al. (2000) condenses these requirements into:
Productive exchange is a group oriented, coordination task in which actors seek to produce a
valued result through their joint collaboration (ibid. p.619).

In their research on undergraduates who volunteered to be members of a group working towards
a shared goal in computer games, Lawler et al. (2000) summarises the results as a two fold
interconnection of frequent social exchange: Positive emotions solidify and strengthen the person
to group bond, and uncertainty is reduced which makes the group more salient. In other words,
frequency and repetition are the key to a productive group. Their research suggests that when
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group members are dependent on each other working on a collective project which they will all
benefit from, the commitment of the members grows through their positive emotions and
relationships and therefore reduces uncertainty and increases trust (Lawler et al. 2000).
Repeated exchange with the same members of a group generates positive emotions that "promote
perceived cohesion and commitment behaviour" (Lawler 2001, p.321). Because of the 'buzz'
generated when group members act together, the members feel more connected to each other and
so feel more committed to the group. Lawler (2002) further delves into this phenomenon, which
he has named "micro social order" and defines as "a recurrent pattern of interaction among a set
of actors, from which they come to p~rceive themselves as a unit and to develop feelings about
that unit" (ibid. p.4). Recurrent exchange, interdependency, and shared perceptions of an
affiliation with others in the group is needed as well (see Figure 3.1). Horvath further supports
the view that cohesion and commitment enables an organisation to achieve and perform
effectively (Horvath 1999). Actors in these groups act in ways that reproduce positive and avoid
negative feelings. Joint tasks and shared responsibility help to create an atmosphere of collective
responsibility and the sharing of credit. Lawler also identifies this emotional dimension of social
exchange:
By connecting the jointness of social activity with person-to-group attachments through
emotionalJaffective processes, principles of these theories may apply to many social
interactions in a wide variety of social contexts ... if actors perceive a strong sense of shared
responsibility, emotions felt individually are likely to be interpreted in collective tenns (Lawler

2002, p.ll).

Through interconnections of responsibility and benefits, ties and connections to groups, known
as their cohesiveness, are cemented by members. However, Lawler (2001) claims that groups
that encourage "pockets of denser relational ties" tend to become networks of tightly knit
subgroups with a "stronger source of common identity than the larger unit" (p. 349).
Olson (1994, originally 1965) disputed the view that "all groups of individuals with
common interests tends to further those common interests", and instead believed that productive
exchange effectiveness was based on the size ofthe group (p.164). He argues that "rational, selfinterested individuals will not act to achieve their common or group interests" because it is not
necessarily in their individual best interest to achieve the group goal (ibid. pg.163).
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Figure 3.1 : Relational cohesion theory (Lawler 2002, p.7).
This is because the good is a collective one that all members enjoy whether actively involved or
not, and so "free-riders" in large groups, who do not do any work but enjoy the results, hamper
the ability of the group to achieve. Small groups, where there are less people to rely on to do the
work and where "each member gets a substantial proportion of the total gain", therefore, "will
further their common interests better than large groups" (Olson 1994, p.168,170). Unfortunately,
he does not specifically define a 'large' group and a 'small' group.

In her work on social movements in society, Taylor (2000) discusses the three factors that
are necessary for the emergence of a social movement: political and cultural opportunity
structure, indigenous networks and collective identity. By indigenous networks, Taylor (2000) is
recognising the "everyday" social networks of participants, and stresses that "groups seeking to
mobilise should recognise the key role of interpersonal networks" (Taylor 2000, p.3). She
argues that collective identity is the "shared definition of a group that derives from its members'
common interests and solidarity" (Taylor 2000 p.3). These identities are created by social
systems and relations between the group members. Taylor (2000) further demonstrates two
types of connective structures which exist in groups: pre-existing mobilisation networks and the
networks and organisations that are assembled once a social movement is underway. These
connections between members, which create solidarity, allow the group to mount collective
action. (Taylor 2000).
This can be related to local environmental groups very easily. Groups that frequently
gather and work together strengthen their person-person networks or bonds, otherwise known as
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friendships or acquaintances. The reduction of uncertainty of whether people will show up, do
the work or really care about the project, increases the trust between people and helps to keep the
group cohesive, and the target or goal is more likely to be realised. Comparing groups of
wetland conservationists to see whether those who are more active are more successful in
reaching their goals will be part of my observation process. Another aspect of being successful
is the individual and group sense of agency. How much of a difference or change the individuals
believe they can make is related to whether they see themselves as a cohesive, committed group.

Agency
Agency can be defined as individuals' "sense of their own power or freedom to act upon or
to use that knowledge" (Burgess et al. 1995 quoted in Macnaghten and Urry 1998, p.92). The
belief that an individual has made a difference contributes greatly to their sense of personal
agency and empowerment (Horvath 1999). These qualities are defined by Horvath as "the
process[es] by which people, organizations and communities gain mastery over their lives"
(1999, p.221).
Based on Bishop and Hoggett's (1986) study ofleisure groups and productive exchange
(Lawler et al. 2000, Lawler 2001, 2002) and individual agency (Horvath 1999), when looking at
wetland conservation groups, the second research question arises as:

What 'triggers' people's participation and involvement in local environmental groups
dedicated to wetland preservation and restoration?
Perception of agency is also a factor in the advocacy of groups. Horvath (1999)
summarises that "[g]roup action has a better chance to achieve results" (p.226). Ifthe structure
. and order of the group is perceived to be satisfactory, the individual's perception of agency and
empowerment of the group increases. The structural components, including leadership, social
cohesion and interaction and the pooling of resources, allow group effort to lead to "the
satisfaction of needs and attainment of goals" (ibid. p.226). Horvath (1999) also theorises that
groups interact most effectively if "shared goals and values are clearly articulated and
understood" (ibid. p.230). I believe one of the shared goals and objectives in wetland
conservation groups is advocacy for wetlands.

Advocacy
The Concise Oxford Dictionary (1995) defines advocacy as "To plead for another; to
support, recommend or speak in favour of a particular cause" (Thompson 1995, p.62). Other
common definitions include: "To empower" (Benjamin 1994, p.16) and "to promote everything
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favourable to his [or her] cause and criticize anything that benefits the rival cause" (Dewatripont

et al. 1999, p.32). A common theme in the above definitions is that of action. It appears that
advocacy implies doing something for, promoting, supporting a cause. This action entails the
changing of behaviour, attitudes, values, and beliefs.
The role of cognition and internal representation of the environmental world in
environmental advocacy is discussed by Cantrill (1992). He states that the "Dominant Social
Paradigm" (DSP) has encouraged wasteful and exploitative modem lifestyles and created a
"symbolic legacy" which does not allow society to restructure their human-nature relationship
(ibid. p.36). Although environmental. awareness is increasing, the DSP of much ofthe western
world affects how people cognate, or process the world around them. Cantrill argues that the
only way to change this paradigm is environmental advocacy, which must reach as broad an
audience as possible. In order to do this,
we ought to consider how our discussions, information campaigns, and deliberations about the
environment shape our own representation of the ecology around us and how we present
advocacy in light of those cognitions (Cantrill1992, p.39).

He recommends studying the social interactions upon which individuals base their environmental
perception in two distinct areas: "how the selfis engaged by environmental advocacy and how
individual people develop an understanding of their environment" (Cantrill1992, p.39). In this
way, messages can be designed to reflect how individuals perceive and represent their
relationship with the environment and advocacy will be more effective (Cantrill1992).
Elliot (1986), when considering restoration, believed that education and knowledge could
"change my attitude to [a] piece of landscape" (p.148). An individual's evaluation of landscape
is informed and directed by cognitive factors as well as emotive. This cognition of, in his
example, the type of forest, exists as well as his knowledge of its origins and condition is
judgemental and impacts his emotive response. Therefore, Cantrill's (1992) beliefthat cognition
plays a role in advocacy must also take into account the impact of knowledge and education on
cognition (Elliot 1986). Kellert (1996) makes a similar argument: conservation efforts will not
be effective until they provide information that will help individuals make educated decisions
with full knowledge of the facts:
Beyond the fundamental importance of science, policy and management, education and ethics
represent critical tools of endangered species conservation. The destiny of most creatures
depends on human knowledge, values and beliefs (Kellert 1996, p.l9).

Human knowledge can play an important role in advocacy, and so Kellert argues that
education and advocacy are inseparable, especially in the environmental arena (Kellert 1996).
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The impact of local government on local environmental groups was the subject ofa survey
done in the UK (Jones 2002). The partnership between local groups and their governmental
convenors is at times strained but their three points of findings were important for this research.
First, officers involved with the groups used the process of resource expansion to progress in
unidirectional ways. Secondly, local government representatives must be prepared to manage
the groups through all phases of the process. Finally, commitment of the members and the
governments is a critical factor that contributes towards the success of the local groups. Without
commitment and dedication and patience from both ends of the partnership, governments and
local groups cannot work together

eff~ctively

(Jones 2002). Cooperation from institutional and

community organisations is "vital" to mobilising community residents into action for an
environmental cause (Horvath 1999, p.226)
Considering Cantrill's (1992) exposition on the role of individual perception ofthe
environment on advocacy and Elliot's (1986) theory on the role of knowledge and education, as
well as the governmental influence in both case study groups (Jones 2002 and Horvath 1999), the
questions that arises in relation to wetland protection groups are:

How do the Travis Wetland Trust and the Otipua groups advocate/or wetlands?
What roles do governments have in this advocacy?
3.3 Research questions
By relating the theory discussed above to wetlands and their associated conservation
groups, several questions arise with regards to why and how people participate. Using the
methods discussed in section 3.4, I will answer the following three questions using the
methodology:
1. How can we describe the relationship between members o/the Travis Wetland

Trust and the Travis wetland, and the Otipua groups and the wetland they
preserve?
2. What 'triggers' people's participation and involvement in local environmental
groups dedicated to wetland preservation and restoration?
3. How do the Travis Wetland Trust and the Otipua Wetland groups advocate/or

wetlands? What roles do governments in this advocacy?
Using cultural models (Macnaghten and Urry 1998, Kempton et al. 1995), social capital
(Putnam 2000) and the ideas of place and dwelling (Cloke and Jones 2001, Jones and Cloke
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2002), enclosure (Watts 2004) and restoration (Elliot 1986, Washington 2003), I will explore this
relationship between the members of these groups and their wetlands.
Utilising research on community groups (Bishop and Hoggett 1986) and productive social
exchange theory (Homans 1958, Olson 1965, Lawler et a12000, Lawler 2001,2002, and Taylor
2000), I will investigate people's personal values and how external resources contribute to the
identity of groups, and the cohesiveness of groups depends on the interpersonal interaction and
the individual members' depth of awareness and motivation (Horvath 1999).
By understanding individuals' definitions of advocacy, and how (and if) they believe they
advocate for the wetlands, a better pe:rception of the their relationship with nature can be
uncovered (Cantrill1992). Knowledge and education may be part of this advocacy as
demonstrated by Elliot (1986). Governmental help is at times important to local environmental
groups' effectiveness (Jones 2002) and it will be interesting to see how these groups view their
governmental moderators.
3.4 Methods
I have taken a Blumerian approach (Blumer 1969) to explore and inspect the individual
perspectives and group activities which make up the field of study. This qualitative
methodological approach is based on the view that people are social beings and they act towards
the world on the basis of the meanings it has for them. Meaning is socially constructed in human
interaction (Blumer 1969). Elements ofBourdieu's reflexive sociology are also incorporated.
Pierre Bourdieu believed that the enhancement of the science of society was dependent on the
self-analysis of the sociologist, or reflexivity, defined as "the inclusion of a theory of intellectual
.practice as an integral component and necessary condition of a critical theory of society"
(Bourdieu 1992, p.36). His definition implies that social scientists must be aware of the values
and perspectives they as people place upon their research, thus increasing the solidity and the
objectivity of their research. This recognises the dynamic and evolving nature of qualitative
research as moderated by the relationship between researcher, respondents and the audience
(Bourdieu 1992). Consistent with my emphasis on Blumer's work, there are also elements of
grounded theory in my methods. Oreszczyn (2000) summarized the connection between the
theory-based framework of inquiry and field data in grounded theory as "a closeness of fit. .. that
should result in theory that is highly relevant and, hence, applicable to the research area"
(Oreszczyn 2000, p.111). Oreszczyn's research on English hedgerows identifies the "soft
systems tradition" of thinking in terms of connectedness and relationships between people and
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objects (Oreszczyn 2000, p.l09; also see McCallum 2003 and Scarce 1999). This will be
relevant to my research because of its focus on relationships and networks.
In order to both see and record social interaction and meaning working in wetlands I
conducted nine interviews with members of each wetland group plus interviews with the relevant
government representatives, each of which were tape-recorded. After the transcription of these
interviews and the inclusion of revisions by the participants, themes were picked up from the
conversations and interpreted in relation to relevant literature. Work party participation allowed
me to understand the groups as wholes from a first-hand perspective, and get close to group
members. These participant observatipn methods primarily served to observe people interacting
with each other and the wetlands. These data were analysed and reflected upon directly after the
observation took place, and then again after my interpretative themes had been established. I
was also able to arrange my interviews through these observations. I asked at least half of the
interviewees of each group to take me on a walking tour through the wetlands, which I
documented with a camera and a tape recorder. These field exercises allowed members to
express their idiosyncratic relationship with the wetland, and nature in general, in the field, and
describe what they felt were important aspects of the wetland. Background history from
planning reports, newspaper articles, books and journal articles helped to round out the overall
picture.
All information obtained was elicited from either a purposefully asked question in the
semi-structured interview (e.g., "Are you involved in any other community organisations?",
"How would you describe your background?"), or was a result of observation based on answers
to other questions or voluntarily broached in the interview by the participant (i.e. age range and
education). See Appendix A for the list of interview questions. Due to the interlinkage of the
financial responsibilities of the Otipua Wetland Charitable Trust (OWCT) with the restoration
work of the Friends of the Otipua Wetland (FOTOW), I have combined them for the purpose of
analysis.
A total of eighteen participant interviews were conducted, nine from each wetland
conservation group, as well as two governmental employee interviews. Only the eighteen
participant interviews are included in the synopsis of participants given in Chapter Five, as the
governmental employees were mainly contacted for information on the history of the wetland
itself, as well as the background of the group and its advocacy, and for contact purposes. It was
also beneficial to have the government liaison's permission to study the wetland and conduct
interviews on the property (in the case of Travis Wetland, which is owned by the Christchurch
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City Council). Interviewees were given alphabetical pseudonyms to protect their identity. The
first participants were contacted due to the listing of their names on public records as Chairman
or from the government employees, and on a 'snowball' basis from there. This method was used
when interviewees were asked to refer other members of the organisation who might be of help
to the researcher. 5 The majority of group members when approached were more than willing to
participate; most were, in fact, enthusiastic to talk to me. Only three people declined to be
'~-'--"'-""--~~~-;

interviewed; one initially declined because he thought his views would not be of interest, but
later consented to answering a few quick questions over a cup of tea; another consented at first
and then declined after a month of fai~ed attempts to find a common time to meet at the wetland.
Yet another person declined outright when I first approached her, saying that she had already
talked to the History Group of the Travis Wetland Trust about her involvement and she had said
everything she wanted to then. The snowball technique was used until nine interviewees were
found for each wetland group. The other part of my original goal was to conduct half of the
interviews at the wetland, giving the interviewee and myself an opportunity to have a tour of the
wetland. Ten of the eighteen final interviews included a tour.
All of the participants, if not members of the wetland conservation groups at the time of
interview, became one during the process of the research, with the exception of Interviewee G,
who was an employee of the Otipua Wetland Charitable Trust, but identified himself as a
member due to his employment and activities. One interview included the non-member spouse
ofa member of the Travis Wetland Trust. Although the intended subject of the interviews was to
be the member of the wetland conservation groups, the spouse in one case was extremely helpful
in generating debate and adding comments and perspective to the member's account. To
distinguish the two participants in the same interview, the member is known as Q, and the nonmember spouse is referred to as QI. Quotations which are included in the text have been edited
for unconscious use of such phrases as urn, you know, like, etc. and when clarification is
required, I have used [brackets].
Observations were conducted at wetland work days. Travis Wetland Trust was extremely
easy to observe at work in the wetland because work days are regularly scheduled for every third
Saturday of the month. The other events which were planned were well publicised and
organised. Due to time constraints of this research, a total of five observations were conducted;
one Annual General Meeting, two work parties, and two special events. In contrast, work parties
at the Otipua Wetland are generally held at a time of individual convenience, with no set
5

The 'snowball' method is suggested in Lofland and Lofland, 1995, and also used in Washington's thesis, 2003.
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schedule or plan. Only one observation of a special event was conducted because of this erratic
schedule and the limited time span of this research. For a full list of dates of interviews and
observations, see Appendix C.
Interviews were coded by NVivo, a computer programme which enables the researcher to
code transcripts of interviews, memos and observations and place them in a separate document.
NVivo keeps a log, called a 'coder' of all the nodes, or themes the researcher has identified.
Sub-nodes are able to be coded and 'trees' of related nodes are able to be generated with ease.
The next chapter will put the two case studies in context, discussing the settings of the
wetlands, the wetlands themselves and the groups. Chapters Five, Six and Seven will discuss the
data gathered in this research through the methodology. Chapter Eight will combine the data and
the theory outlined in this chapter. The following chapter will put the wetlands and their
conservation groups into perspective and context. The data analysis will begin in Chapter Five
with a discussion of the human-nature relationship demonstrated by participants in the
interviews. The sixth chapter will continue this discussion with an in-depth look at two major
themes which emerged from the data, restoration and enclosure. In the seventh chapter, the
'triggers' for participation will be discussed, while advocacy is the topic for the eighth chapter.
Chapter Nine will combine the data and theory in an interpretative manner. The thesis will
conclude with a look at the conclusions of my research and analysis and the recommendations
for further research.
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Chapter 4 - The wetlands and their conservators
"I've been a farmer and always had everything to do with natural things: sheep, animals,
planting. And therefore, this is just an extension of what I used to be, in a different way."
Participant L describing the reasons for involving himself in the Otipua Wetland
The wetlands themselves are the keystone of this study. Before further analysis of the data
is made, a description of Travis Wetland Nature Heritage Park and the Otipua Wetland and the
groups that support them should be given. Placing the volunteers into the context of their
respective conservation areas and shared group experiences will help to make sense of my data.
Although a brief summary of their history has been related in Chapter Two, this chapter will
describe the ecology and landscape setting of both wetlands. Background information from
newspaper articles, planning reports, development plans and personal communication was
included to create a thorough and complete depiction of the wetlands' setting and the volunteer
groups, as well as the governmental role within them.
A description of Christchurch will be discussed first, followed by the origins of the Travis
Wetland and the Travis Wetland Trust's history, organisation, funding, governmental relations
and the practical restoration that is done. In a similar fashion, the city of Timaru will be the first
subject and then Otipua Wetland will be reviewed, followed by a description of the history of the
Friends of the Otipua Wetland and its managing financial body, the Otipua Wetland Charitable
Trust.
4.1 The City of Christchurch
The city of Christchurch is the largest city on the South Island, with 335,000 residents
according to the 2001 Census (Statistics NZ 2001). It is located on the coast of Pegasus Bay,
boasting several beaches and the Avon-Heathcote Estuary. Its original state was that of very
damp soils and thick native vegetation. Although Christchurch's industries in the first hundred
years of its founding centred around the wool and sheep industry, it is now also an important
tourism destination. It also has several thriving educational centres, with the University of
Canterbury, Lincoln University, the College of Education and Christchurch Polytechnic Institute
of Technology nearby (CCC 2005).
4.2 The origins of Travis Wetland Nature Heritage Park
Travis Wetland Nature Heritage Park, or "Travis Swamp" as it was known before the
1990s, has significant natural and cultural heritage values to the greater Christchurch area. When
faced with the prospect of the wetland being developed into a large-scale housing community in
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the 1980s, many residents from the surrounding area decided to band together in opposition,
forming the Travis Wetland Trust in 1992. Even though the City Council rezoned the area from
rural to residential, the residents recruited local scientists to plead the case for the preservation of
the wetland and the community appealed to the Council. After buying the north-eastern portion
of the wetland bordering Mairehau Rd in 1996 as a scenic reserve, the Council then bought the
remainder in 1997 under the Travis Group of Companies, which were set up in order to facilitate
the purchase. This will be vested as a reserve when the Group is consolidated in 2007. The total
area of the Park is today 119 hectares. In the Proposed Christchurch City Plan (1998), the entire
area is zoned as Conservation Land, which reflects the objectives of the Travis Wetland Trust
and the CCC to preserve important natural heritage areas (CCC &TWT 1998).

Travis Wetland Landscape
Travis Wetland drains into the Avon River, which is part of the catchment of the AvonHeathcote/ Ihutai Estuary. The wetland lies nearly at sea level, reflecting its history as the site of
a tidal estuary a millennium ago. As the Avon River moved further south, the soils of the
wetland dried and more permanent waterways created streambeds and pools. The vegetation
changed from salt-reliant marsh grasses to sedge-raupo fresh-water swampland. Sand dunes and
their distinctive dry Waikuku soils still remain on the northern border of the wetland, while most
of the central wetland is composed of Taitapu soils of a silt-loam nature, which are poorly
drained and retain water easily (refer to Figure 4.1). Peat soils make up the large western portion
of the wetland, bordering the Travis Country Estate housing development. Although burning by
both Maori settlers to flush wildlife out of the bush and European farmers to create a larger
grazing area destroyed much of the native plant habitat, only eight per cent of the original
wetland species were still present in 1997, when the Heritage Park was created (Orwin 2005).
Eradication of exotic plants such as willow, gorse and blackberry are and will always be
priorities for the Trust and the Council as part of their restoration efforts, however (Interviews A,
B, Q).
Travis Wetland is part of the City's eastern green corridor which extends from the Avon
River, through Anzac Drive to Travis Wetland, continues up to Tumara Park and then to Bottle
Lake Forest Park and Spencer Park at Brooklands Lagoon. This greenway allows for movement
of wildlife and the continuation of a series of tracks comprising the city's Perimeter Walkway
(Orwin 2005).
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Restoration Efforts and Future Plans
Although the wetland was drained for nearly a hundred years, natural springs, a high water
table and the its low elevation frustrated most attempts. These natural features, however, aid the
restoration efforts, since water levels and movement are an essential part of the wetland.
Although many drains still exist, the Trust and the CCC are in the process of altering them to
create a more natural landscape. Angela Stream was created as a barrier between the Travis
Country Estates and the wetland in 1998 as part of the original agreement with the development
company (Orwin 2005). This was planted with native species and served also as a moat to
prevent predators from entering the wetland, but continues to be a source of frustration for both
homeowners, who would like to control its growth and trim the native bushes as hedges, and
restoration volunteers, who prefer them as natural as possible (Interviews B , E, I). In June 1999,
a 2.5 hectare lake was excavated in the central area of the wetland in order to create habitat for
waterfowl bird species (see Figure 4.1). Islands were planted in raupo, harakeke and tussock to
assist in the absorption of nutrients. A series of weirs through the drainage outlets into the A von
River holds the water in the various waterways as to provide more habitat for plant and macroinvertebrate species, and therefore more food resources for the birdlife (Orwin 2005). The
trapping of such pests as stoats, ferrets and hedgehogs is carried out year-round (CCC 29/ 10104).

In 2003-2004, fifteen stoats, one ferret, thirty hedgehogs, twenty-three rats and one mouse were
caught in the traps which are placed at 100 m intervals around the perimeter of the park and
checked on a monthly basis (2004 AGM).

Figure 4.1: View across Big Pond of Travis Wetland to Port Hills (3.11.04)
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The variety of habitat in Travis will be greatly improved if the landscape plan currently
supported by the CCC and Travis Wetland Trust is carried through. The habitat plan for bird and
insect populations rests on the soil pattern, drainage underlay and current vegetation of the
wetland. There is still grazing on some sections of the wetland in order to keep willow and
blackberry invasions to a minimum while allowing tussock and sedge growth (CCC & TWT
1998). The short-grass marshland with small, shallow ponds provide habitat for pukeko, a
locally uncommon species, and various species of ducks. Canada geese also compete with the
cattle for grazing, and although this is a problem for many farmers, they contribute to the
maintenance of the marshlands by ke~ping the growth of exotic grasses to a minimum. In the
north of the wetland, some permanently wet areas are populated with raupo and sedges, which
are being preserved (Orwin 2005). After surviving farming and housing infill, one of the last
remnant populations of manuka in Canterbury exists on the north-western comer of Travis. This
area also provides habitat for locally rare plant species such as the insectivorous sundew and
spider orchid, as well as a species of skink (Orwin 2005). The willow forest on the western edge
of the wetland has been poisoned, creating a nursery by allowing more light while sheltering the
seedlings of ti kouka (cabbage tree), kohuhu and karamu, and facilitating their growth
(Interviews E, I). Weed eradication is a large part of the restoration efforts. Beggars Tick, an
invasive weed, was not able to be sprayed as regularly as planned in the 2003-2004 year because
of the particularly high precipitation, and so control of the weed was reduced (2004 AGM). In
the damp centre of the wetland, a kahikatea forest is planned, and although, or perhaps because,
the area is closed off from humans and cattle, many species, including kingfishers, have already
been sighted. In the dry northern and southern edges, patches of totara and matai have already
been planted for the start of a broadleaf, fruiting forest (Orwin 2005). Most of the trees for
planting have been sourced from the Christchurch City Council nurseries, but a good portion
have been donated or purchased from Trees for Canterbury, a small native-only nursery in
Christchurch (Interviews A, B).
The new 3.5 km Wetland Walk was officially opened to the public on the 20th of
November 2005, with guided walks by CCC Rangers and Trust Board members offered to
groups of about twenty, after which a barbeque was held. Its accompanying document, the
"Travis Wetland Walk - a field guide" was launched by the Travis Wetland Trust on World
Wetlands Day, the 2nd of February 2005, with ceremony from the City Council, ECan and the
main financial sponsors of the guide, Banrock Wines via Wetland Care New Zealand. The book
describes the history of Travis Wetland as well as the current restoration work with a series of 15
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stop points and descriptions (Orwin 2005, CCC 29/10104). Starting at the Education Centre and
Infonnation Kiosk, located at the Beach Rd carpark, the Walkway is a wide, gravel swath made
to wheelchair specifications to encourage use by spinal patients from the nearby Burwood
Hospital (Interview E). The bird hide, the third stop in the guidebook was constructed in 2000
and the Millennium Forest was planted in 2000 by local school children. The bird hide offers a
sheltered view of the birds on the pond and its islands. The path passes through grazing marshes,
crosses Angela Stream to the Travis Country Estate side and winds its way around the border of
the wetland, to Clarevale Research on the South-western side of the wetland. After crossing the
stream again, the raised Viewing Platfonn enables views of the willow woodland restoration
attempts at ground level and, from the topmost level, the entire wetland situated against the Port
Hills to the south and Southern Alps to the north. The boardwalk leads to a section constructed
over a very wet population of remnant manuka, the last in coastal Canterbury (Interviews B, E),
and then through Anne Flanagan Dell, named after one of the founders of the Trust. The sand
dunes are featured next, with the Walkway gravel section also featuring the old fann buildings
and structures. Ending where it began, the walkway with its accompanying guide book provides
what is meant to be an educational look at the historical and ecological landscape of Travis
Wetland (Orwin 2005).
Although recreationalists are encouraged, there are several rules to follow in the wetland
for the safety and preservation of bird life. No dogs, even leashed, are allowed within the park.
Also, a controversial 'no bicycle' rule has been enacted to preserve the plants and soils of the
wetland. These rules are posted on every entrance to the park, and on every gate into the
wetland. There is a predator-proof fence, with a gate, that has been built between the Travis
Country Estates and wetland to prevent housecats from coming into the wetland. Although the
car parks are closed at sunset, people on foot can still travel through the wetland, and many
times, this has brought some vandalism to the infonnation displays and Educational Centre.
Although a City Park Ranger is responsible for Travis Wetland and works onsite, enforcement is
done by both Rangers and Trust members when walking through or conducting restoration work,
a task which many find to be a necessary, but burdensome task (Interviews A, B, C, E, I). Even
with these rules, it is still a popular place for locals to walk and run through, and bird enthusiasts
also enjoy its unique wildlife opportunities.

45

Travis Wetland Walk

NOrth~

~

Access to Wetland Walk
Wheelchair-acces~, ible
Wetland Walk 3.5 km

.,

Field gU ide sites

Ii)

Parking

1m

Toilets

Figure 4.2 : Travis Wetland Nature Heritage Park Map (Orwin 2005)
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4.3 Travis Wetland Trust
In 1992, the opponents of the development of Travis Wetland banded together to form the Travis
Wetland Trust (TWT or the Trust) to advocate for a contained natural park to protect the wetland
remnant. Even though the City Council rezoned the area from rural to residential, the Trust
recruited local scientists to plead the case for the preservation of the wetland and the community
appealed to the Council. While the case for preservation or development continued to be argued,
Trust members began to take care of invasive weed populations in the northernmost section of
the wetland. A petition was circulated in 1994 to protect the whole swamp, and was signed by
nearly 7000 people. At the same time, a telephone petition was set up for people to let their
feelings be known to the Council.
... We had a telephone campaign to get people to ring the City Council and ask them to
preserve it and they sort of had to ... dedicate a line just to receive the calls for that,
they had so many people. I think eventually they just sort of got sick of it and gave up,
and gave in to the public demand, so it was an interesting case of public action, I
suppose, actually achieving a result. (Interview B)

This result was the purchase of the main block ofland in 1997, but the celebration was tempered
by the death of one of the Trust's earliest and most dedicated founders, Anne Flanagan. A
section of the earliest restoration sections was named in her honour. A Trust Board was
established to manage and coordinate efforts between the CCC and the Trust, as well as keep
abreast of the restoration developments. The Chairman of the Board presides over the official
proceedings of the Trust while the President is more of a "figurehead" or "elder statesman" of
the Trust (Interviews A, B). The position of Secretary was spilt into two positions in 2004 in
order to share the responsibility and workload, and there is also a Treasurer. There are
provisions for ten other Board Members, but in 2004 only six were filled with a seventh elected
at the Annual General Meeting (AGM) in October 2004. The Trust Board meets once a month
(Interview A).
Funding for the Trust
The funding of the Trust comes primarily from grants by local government and private
trusts. In the 2003-2004 financial year, the Trust received grants from the Pegasus-Burwood
Community Board and a grant from the Eureka Trust. This is in addition to the income from
member subscriptions and donations. Major expenditures for the Trust in the 2003-2004
financial year included construction of self-closing gates and the bridge over Angela Stream and
associated landscaping supplies, including an irrigation timer for the nursery of plant stocks.
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Also, a dictaphone was purchased for the History Group, in order to record oral histories of
members and local residents regarding Travis Wetland (2004 AGM) .
The relationship between the Christchurch City Council and the Trust continues to be one
of support and partnership. Although the TWT provides most of the volunteer work of the
restoration projects, the Council has funded a full -time park ranger to coordinate and manage the
wetland for the last four years (Orwin 2005). The CCC features the Travis Wetland Trust on
their website and posts the dates for the workdays, as well as a quarterly newsletter, which is
from both the Trust and the Council. Although no memorandum of understanding has been
negotiated and signed, both parties agree that the relationship is beneficial, trusting, and
supportive (Interview A, B, E, Q, John Skilton).

Work Days at the Wetland
Every third Saturday of the month is the designated Work Day or Work Party (see Figure
4.3 for illustration). The Trust begins by meeting at 9am at the Education Centre at the Beach
Rd car park. Several Trust Board members are on hand to welcome people and decide where to
concentrate efforts. The Trust opens the work parties not only to members of the Trust, but also
to the general public, advertising on the CCC website and in the Guide Book (Orwin 2005).
Planting, releasing young plants from weeds or other work is generally done for 3-4 hours.
Afterwards, coffee and tea are provided and a member of the Trust usually brings some sort of
baked good which the entire group looks forward to. A bit of the weeding and general
maintenance work is done by the Wai Ora Trust, a work scheme for unemployed, and the IHC
Conservation Team, made up of some members of the disabled community (John Skilton, CCC
Ranger).

Figure 4.3 : Work party at the Travis Wetland (6.10.04)
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4.4 The City of Timaru
Timaru is a city of approximately 27,000 people (Statistics New Zealand 2001). Located
on the Coast of the Canterbury Bight between Christchurch and Dunedin, it was founded as a
port and shipping centre and grew to be the largest urban area in South Canterbury. The city is
built on reefs of solidified lava from Mt.Horrible, a local extinct volcano. The name for the city
is derived from the local Maori who named the sheltered cove, Te Maru (the shelter). Caroline
Bay, a sheltered inlet in the heart of town, was known as the "Riveria of New Zealand" in the
early twentieth century, because of a historic amusement park and beautiful beach which drew
tourists from around the country (TDC 2005).
4.5 Otipua Wetland
The land which is now being restored as the Otipua Wetland has a long history in the town
of Timaru. Located outside the town boundary to the South, it was a locally famous quarry, the
products of which can be found through the older buildings of Timaru and several bridges in the
surrounding area. The land was also the first site of the town dump, and adjacent to the original
site for the Timaru Airport. Upon closer inspection, however, the land was found to be too wet
and flood-prone from the neighbouring Saltwater Creek to be useful. The land was then sold to a
farmer, who grazed sheep and cattle on it for several decades.
During the restoration of Saltwater Creek and its margins in the early 1990s, the land was
put up for sale by the farmer. The facilitator of the Saltwater Working Party, with the support of
Environment Canterbury, the Regional Council (ECan), gathered all the interested parties and set
out his ideas for the land.
So they all came to the conclusion individually, maybe with a bit of prompting from me,
that this project could be bigger than originally intended. Rather than just plant the flats
down by the creek there, they could really build a wetland here. (Interview D)

Although the restoration of a wetland was not a primary consideration for the Work Party, it
soon became a reality. Sixteen hectares ofland were bought in 1996, and the farmer donated the
hillside sloping into the wetland in exchange for a fence being built along the ridge, making the
total amount of land in possession of the Otipua Wetland Charitable Trust over 19ha. Although
it is private land, it is designed for public use. The Trust also occupies for development
purposes, some crown land so giving access from the main site down to the beach front. Five
visitor information signs are in place along the two and a half kilometres of tracks (OWCT
2003). A covenant was signed by the Trust with the Department of Conservation in February of
2005 to guarantee the land remains as a wetland in perpetuity (Interviews D, L).
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Landscape Situation
The Otipua Wetland stretches from the shores of the Canterbury Bight to the edge of State
Highway 1 just south of the Timaru City boundary (see Figure 4.5). Saltwater Creek forms the
northernmost boundary, while a steep hillside which was once quarried forms the southern edge,
bounded by deer fence from the neighbouring farm's grazing land. This southern edge is rocky,
volcanic soil, a remnant ofMt. Horrible's eruption. The soil is drier and more exposed to wind
due to the increase in altitude of about five to seven metres. The lowland of the centre of the
wetland is damp and built from stream deposits over the centuries. The Creek and its southern
margins are somewhat tidal, with a strong saline influence. Only a shingle spit separates the
creek from the Bight, and it is thought that this area was once an entrapped lagoon, similar to
Lake Ellesmere/Te Waihora, near Christchurch. This is a unique situation for a wetland because
not only is it an estuarine environment, but it also has a rocky, basalt presence which creates a
third-dimensional outlook (Interview H). From this outcropping, it is claimed that you can see
Mt.Cook (on a clear day). The northern boundary ofthe creek borders the Timaru Town Refuse
Centre which attracts huge flocks of seagulls and these birds are also visible from the wetland
(Lucas Associates 1997).

Restoration Efforts
Although the landscape design firm Lucas Associates created a concept plan in 1997, some
elements were not followed precisely by the Working Party due to the unsuitability of some soil
types to the suggested ecosystems. In addition, Transit New Zealand is responsible for State
Highway 1 and was reluctant to allow another entrance/exit. A carpark was therefore
abandoned. A plant list, supplied by Lucas Associates, contains species for each habitat region
ofthe wetland, organised by stage of planting. Although this is not followed to the exact letter,
the list of species has proved essential. All plants are sourced locally from Matai Nurseries in
Waimate. This ensures they are a local stock, native to the area, and they are grown at the right
altitude for the wetland (Lucas Associates 1997, Interview D).
Most planting and restoration efforts have focused on the centre of the wetland and along
the Saltwater Creek and State Highway 1 boundaries. One of the crowning achievements has
been the excavation of a four hectare lake in the centre of the wetland to provide habitat for
waterfowl. Although the water levels fluctuate depending on the season and rainfall, the deepest
section is only about one metre in depth. Several islands are provided for nesting areas. A bird
hidelinformation centre is planned as the next large project. This will allow visitors and
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schoolchildren learn about the wetland while overlooking the birds' habitat. The lake is
connected to Saltwater Creek, the level of which is regulated by a weir at the Southeast comer
(Interviews D, H, M).
The volcanic escarpment has also received increased attention from the current Chairman
of the Friends of the Otipua Wetland. He has planted many of the drier land species himself, and
landscaped several new trails which go to the top of the hill and then back down to feature the
scars from the earlier quarry operations, as well as the natural geology of the area (Interviews D,
H). The two employees of the Trust focus their efforts in the large centre plateau, between the
creek and the lake, preparing the gras~ cover, planting and doing the majority of the after-care.
The ground around all plants is mulched with a carpet square with a hole cut out in the middle to
allow the plant sunlight. These carpets deteriorate over a period of five years, and reduce the
amount of weeding and pesticides that are needed (see Figure 4.4) (interview D, G, H).
Prescribed burn-offs, the application of weed killer and mowing have all been used in the battle
against weed invasion, but it is hoped that a number of areas, such as the grove of flax and
cabbage trees south of the shed, have matured beyond the need for assistance by such techniques
(Interviews G, H).
Many in the Timaru District Council and in the wetland groups hope that Otipua will
become a destination for eco-tourists. Tourism is New Zealand's second largest industry, and it
has been implied that Timaru would like to include itself on the map of potential sites to be
visited. As the Chairman of the Friends said, "And this will be THE tourist attraction of South
Canterbury, because quite frankly, we don't have a tourist attraction" (Interview H). Already
there have been stops by tour buses to take photographs of the birds and the scenery of the area
(2004 Newsletter).
4.6 Friends of the Otipua Wetland and the Otipua Charitable Trust
It was recreationalists who provided the inspiration for the creation of Otipua. Saltwater
Creek was used by numerous rowing clubs for practices and the rowers noticed that the quality
of the water and the riparian areas were degraded. It did not become a large public issue,
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Figure 4.4 Otipua Southern Track between Lake and Escarpment (East) (5.11.04)
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Figure 4.5 Otipua Wetland (Source: Interviewee D)
however, until several years later. The first Chairman of the Saltwater Creek Working Party, a
keen rower himself, described his frustration and finally, the results of his labour:
1 seemed to have been banging my head again the wall , until the early 1990s, and then 1
was on the District Council then, um, with Christine Cullen, and she was also on the
Environment Canterbury. So that's how we got ECan to get involved to tidy up the
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Creek and that's when we fonned the Working Party, out of all interested groups, the
likes ofFish and Game, Forest and Bird, the Rowing Club, Southend Ratepayers, a
number of people represented. So, that's when it all eventuated, and funnily enough,
the Regional Council, they came on board and supported us financially. And uh, that's
when it became possible for us to engage workers to do planting and that. (Interview M)

ECan, the regional council, did financially sponsor the wetland by assisting in the purchase of
the property in 1996. The Working Party, renamed for the Maori name for the area, began work
on the site of the Otipua Wetland. A landscape plan was contracted from Lucas and Associates
of Christchurch and the facilitator, with a small salary from ECan, began fundraising. It was
then suggested that a Trust be created in order to secure finances and provide a tax shelter for the
ownership of the land. The two bodies, though related, had separate functions, as the facilitator
explains:
We evolved areas of responsibility. And the guts of it is - it has been throughout - that
the Working Party, in its day, was responsible for the technical side of the development,
like plants - what, when and how they were put it and all that other detail, and the Trust
was responsible for anything that the Working Party desired to do, provided that they
had the money. And it was quite a separate organization and I'm the link between the
two. (Interview D)

The Trust Deed was signed by the six first Board Members in 1997, with one objective in two
parts: "To replace, develop, improve or enhance part of the historic Otipua Wetland, Saltwater
Creek, Timaru, for: a) the benefit of the native flora and fauna environments and b) for the
recreational and educational use by the people of South Canterbury and visitors to the district"
(pg. 2, OWCT 1997). The Board consists of between four and eight Trustees, with seven
currently serving. The inaugural Board members were nominated by the Saltwater Creek
Working Party, but from then were nominated by other Trustees (OWCT 1997). The Trust only
meets a few times a year, and most of the Trustees do not take an active role in the restoration
work being completed on site (Interview H, L, P). The facilitator acts as a moderator between
the two groups, while fundraising and applying for awards for the Trust. About three years ago,
the Working Party decided that it should be refonned in order to appeal to the public more, and
diversify their role from just planting, to advocating and encouraging visitors as well as
volunteers. This group was named the Friends of the Otipua Wetland (the Friends or FOTOW).
The Chainnan role continued, but more responsibility was taken by this individual who moved
into a motor home on the property in order to devote more time to the wetland. The present
Chainnan took over in 2004 and has been re-elected for 2005. Although a very specific
handbook was developed, giving each member of the Friends a role in the different "Teams" of
responsibility, it was not followed closely and currently is not in use.
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Funding for the Otipua groups
The Otipua Wetland has been funded by numerous agencies, including the Lotteries Grant
Board, the Temuka Boxing Club, and other South Island charities. Recently, the Trust was
awarded the Trust Power District Community Award for South Canterbury, winning both the
environmental and regional categories. In March of 2005, they were invited to the National
Competition where a presentation was made by the Mayor of Timaru, the facilitator and the
Chairman of the Trust. Although they did not receive one of the top awards, they received a
Special Judge's Award in recognition for their hard work and excellent presentation, which
included a fly-over view of the wetland. It is estimated that the Trust has received $300,000
worth of funding, not including volunteer hours (Interview D).
The regional government's contribution to the wetland has primarily been financial. ECan,
the regional council, paid half of the money to buy the land, with the other half coming from The
Mid-South Canterbury Community Trust. Earlier, an application by the Regional Council to the
Pacific Development and Conservation Trust was successfu1. 6 See the funding appreciation
board in Figure 4.6. The role of facilitator was also supported by ECan in the first few years, and
although that payment has been discontinued, the same person continues to fill the role. The
Resource Care Unit of ECan is still involved with the Trust in an advisory role only as are local
Officers of the Department of Conservation. Their participation in the beginning of the Trust
was beneficial, both parties acknowledge, but the Trust and Friends group currently do not rely
on government assistance of any kind (Interviews D, H, L, Nigel Buttery).

Figure 4.6 Otipua Wetland Restoration Funding board (4.11.04)
Work Days at the Wetland
After very high plant losses due to weeds and incorrect planting during the first few years,
the Friends group decided to ask the Trust to fundraise for wages to employ a Site Manager. The
position was filled on a volunteer basis by the first Chairman of the FOTOW and his wife, but it
6 The Pacific Development and Conservation Trust is managed by the national government of New Zealand and was
funded by the French government's reparations after the sinking of the Rainbow Warrior in New Zealand waters.
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was decided that due to the scale of the project, it would be better to hire a professional to direct
planting and manage the site preparation as well as the innumerable other tasks involved in
wetland restoration. A manager was hired in August 2004 on about thirty bours a week and
another employee of the Trust works part-time during the planting season and volunteers for the
rest of the year.
Restoration work at the Wetland is also done by several volunteer groups. A local church
ladies ' group comes every month and takes care of the weeding and releasing in the front section
oftbe Wetland. Forest and Bird comes in every year to plant, as does the Lions Club and Rotary.
Several different scbools from Timaru come out to take tours of the wetland and sometimes
complete some planting work. The Friends group also has an agreement with the Corrections
Department and tbe Juvenile Detention facility in Timaru to allow offenders to volunteer at the
wetland in order to complete their community service requirements (Interviews D, G, H). There
are no set working days when all members of tbe Friends group can come and volunteer
together. It is more of an individual volunteer undertaking to come for 2-3 hours each week.
There are planned days, however, for different community groups to come in, such as Rotary,
Lions Club, and schools (Interview L). See Figure 4.7 for an illustration of the Otipua Wetland
merchandise sold as a fundraising activity for the Trust.

Figure 4.7 The Otipua Wetland Seal on merchandise (10.2.05)
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Chapter 5 - Human-Nature Relationships in Wetland Protection Groups
"And he says 'We're going to save the swamp' and I said 'Oh, that's me' being someone who saves old bottles and books and saves old cars.
Saving a swamp can't be too different a thing."
Respondent Q recalling how he became involved in the Travis Wetland Trust
Chapters Five, Six, Seven and Eight describe and discuss the results of this research within
the context of the research questions. Analysis of results in light of theory will be considered in
chapter nine. This chapter will answer the first research question posed in chapter one. For ease
. '.- .
~...-'_'c-

___ -.

~

.

__••

~.J

of reference, this question is:
How can we describe the relationship between the members of the Travis Wetland Trust
and Travis wetland, and the Friends a/the Otipua Wetland, and the wetland they preserve?

I will first give a synopsis of the wetland conservation groups and their members to outline the
answers to this question. Interview accounts of the participants' personal descriptions will
follow which illustrate the setting/dwelling of the wetland in their own words. Whether they see
Christchurch and Timaru as a receptive or negative place for the cause of wetland conservation
will give a broader insight as to their actions in the wetland as a group, and as individuals. The
values, meanings and importance of wetlands to the participants7 will also be described, using
participants' own words to understand the relationship between the themselves and the wetland.
Observations and personal descriptions of participants' actions while at the wetland are also
reported.
5.1 Participants at the Wetland
In this section, a description of participants in the two wetland case studies, Travis Wetland
and Otipua Wetland is given, but it does not extend to generalisations about people who are
involved in wetland conservation in general or how all people involved in wetlands feel about
the communities in which they live. The point of this summary is to illustrate the variety of
education levels, backgrounds and other community interests ofthe people in this study. No
formal quantitative methods were used in this research. All information reported in this
summary was elicited during interviews from a purposefully asked question, or was inferred
from answers to other questions (or was voluntarily expressed by the participant). Due to the
interlinkage of the Otipua Wetland Charitable Trust and the Friends of the Otipua Wetland, I
7 In the following data interpretation chapters, group members who took part in this research will be referred to
interchangeably as participants, respondents and interviewees. There is no distinction between the use of these
terms in my thesis.
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have combined them for the analysis of the research. I will review the overall characteristics of
all participants first, and then move to the more specific case studies.

Overall members of the case studies
There are some striking features of the wetland conservation groups in this study which
must be considered (see Table 5.1). One is the lack of young people involved at the member
level in these organisations. Although my age range characteristic is only an approximate
measure based on appearance, education level and various comments made by the respondent, it
was clear that there was only one tertiary student involved in either the Travis Wetland Trust or
the Otipua groups. The period oflife·between eighteen and thirty is generally one of upheaval,
having children, starting jobs, perhaps going overseas or moving for jobs to different parts of the
country. This could possibly explain why so few young people were involved. Interviewee I
was disappointed by the lack of young people, and also attributed it to the 'busyness' of young
people today:
But I guess it makes sense, really because young people like yourself just don't have the
time, or you know, because they've got other stuff to do. (Interview I)

The majority of those involved were older people, more 'settled' in life than the average student.
I designated the period of life between 31 and 49 as 'family aged' because so many New
Zealanders dedicate that portion of their lives to their children, ailing parents or other family
members. The category 'middle aged' was used to describe older citizens, who are not yet ready
to retire, but perhaps do not have the same familial constraints that members of a younger cohort
do. Of course, these ranges are tentative, flexible and based on my personal' guess-timate' ofthe
age of participants.
Another facet of the participants in this study was the overwhelming number of other
community organisations in which each person was involved. Not only were people involved in
other environmental (including wetland) causes, but also specific service interests and outdoor
recreation clubs. A short list of these include: gardening, Rotary, rowing, CCS 8, Fish and Game,
and the Timaru Harriers. The environmental organisations people were members of included
restoration-oriented local projects (i.e. Bexley Wetland in Christchurch) and national
organisations (Fish and Game for example), as well as a network of restoration ecologists,
agencies and non-governmental organisations (New Zealand Ecological Restoration NetworkNZERN). This indicates that the participants of this study are active in their communities.
CCS was founded and formerly known as the Crippled Children's Society, but now serves as a provider of support
and services for people with disabilities in New Zealand (www.ccs.org.nz).

8
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When looking at the background details of all of the participants, the vast majority of them
are linked by their common Cantabrian9 heritage. Sixteen out of eighteen identified Canterbury
(including Christchurch) as their birthplace or 'hometown'. Although many indicated that they
had spent time overseas or on the North Island, they had come back to Canterbury to 'settle',
whether by retiring or raising children or by job choice. Several alluded to Canterbury's natural
features or beauty as a draw card for tourism. Of the two interviewees not covered in this
. - - - - - . ~-~ ... ·I

category, one was originally from Southland, and the other was originally from the United
Kingdom, but had lived in New Zealand as a teenager and returned to work as an adult.
There were several common thtlmes running through the description of the participants'
background. One third of the participants (six of eighteen) identified farming as their
background. Although they may not have been farmers themselves, most of these people grew
up on a farm (Interviewees D, K, L, M, P, Q). Another third of the participants described their
background with many references to outdoor recreation. These seven interviewees included
rowing, tramping, excursions into 'the bush' with parents, and hunting in their answers to the
background questions (Respondents A, C, F, I, J, M, R).
One theme that did not arise is 'environmentalism' in the background descriptions. Only
one person identified their background as having an environmental theme since he was brought
up on a nature reserve (Respondent H), and another interviewee was the only one to identify
himself as "an environmentalist" (Interviewee 0). When asked if parents were 'environmentally
involved', the answer from the participants was a firm "No" (with the already noted exception of
Respondent H). This is probably due to the age factor. Environmental causes did not spring to
national attention until the 1960s and 70s, when most of the participants would be in their
twenties or beyond and their parents definitely older than middle-aged. Two interviewees
acknowledged the influence of their parents' botanical interest, but only one still pursued his
gardening heritage (Interviewee H).

Travis Wetland Trust members
Of the nine interviews I conducted with Travis Wetland Trust members, four were women
and five were men. Only one was "just" a volunteer, in her words (Respondent J), while the rest
held positions on the Trust Board. The majority of interviewees from Travis were middle-aged

"Cantabrian" is the colloquial word for someone who affliates with the Canterbury region of New Zealand by birth
or residence. It originally referred to the graduates of the University of Cambridge in England. The founder of
Christchurch, Sir Arthur Godley, was one such person.
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Pseudonym

Interview Date

Wetland

Position'

Year Inv.'

Sex

Age Range'

Education

Cantabrian?'

Background'

A

21.10.04

Travis

Chairman

1995

Male

Family Aged

postgrad

Agenda 21

Yes

outdoor reclCHCH

No

B

24.10.04

Travis

President

1991-1992

Male

Middle6ged

postgrad

(work)

Yes

CHCH

Yes

C

3.11.04

Travis

Board

1992-1994

Female

Middle Aged

tertiary

outdoor rec

Yes

0

5.11.04

Otipua

Facilitator

1992

Male

Senior

high school

Timaru B.H.S. Jubilee
Comte, Jaycees, Rotary,
politics

Yes

Farming

Yes

Yes

CHCH

Yes

MANY- Bexley Wetland,
No, Southland
AHEIT, Gardening, politics

Tour Given?'

E

6.11.04

Travis

Board

1997

Male

Student

tertiary (Lp.)

F

9.11.04

Travis

fmr Secretary

1999

Female

Middle Aged

tertiary

numerous restoration
efforts (Quail Island, Cass
Bay, Wellington)

No, UK

outdoor rec

No

G

17.11.04

Otipua

Employee (Trust)

2004

Male

Family Aged

tertiary

CCS

Yes

Timaru

No

high school

Gardening, various service
activities

Yes

enviro/CHCH

Yes
Yes

17.11.04

Otipua

Chairman (FOTOW)

2001-2002

Male

Senior

I

1.12.04

Travis

Board

1997

Male

Family Aged

postgrad

NZERN

Yes

outdoor rec

J

4.12.04

Travis

volunteer

2001-2002

Female

Family Aged

high school

no

Yes

outdoor reclTimaru

No

K

10.12.04

Otipua

volunteer

2001

Male

Senior

high school

Rotary

Yes

farming

Yes

L

10.12.04

otipua

Chairman (Trust)

1999

Male

Senior

high school

• Rotary

Yes

farming

No

Yes

farming/ outdoor rec

Yes

Yes

CHCH

Yes

M

11.12.04

Otipua

fmr Chairman (FOTOW\

1992

Male

Senior

high school

N

11.12.04

Otipua

volunteer

2002

Male

Senior

postgrad

0

11.12.04

Otipua

volunteer

?

Male

Senior

?

P

12.12.04

Otipua

fmr Chairman (Trust).

1998

Male

Senior

tertiary

Q

22.12.04

Travis

Board

1994

Male

Senior

R

15.1.05

Travis

Board

1997-1998

Female

Family Aged

* = all volunteers, if not
formal members of the
organisation at the time
of interview, became
members during the
course of the research,
with the exception of
Interviewee G.

, = This is the
year identified by
the participant of
theirintitial
involvement. At
times this was
difficult to
remember, and
so a range was
given.

Categories:
Student= 18-24
Mid-20s= 25-30
Family Aged= 31-49
Middle Aged= 50-59
Senior Citizens= 60+

Rowing Club, Rotary,
politics
Harriers, Wanderers,
Forest and Bird

I

I

other wetlands, Willowbank
Wildlife Park, Yellow-eyed
Penguin Trust

H

I
I
I

?

Yes

?

No

Fish and Game

Yes

Farming

Yes

high school

Car Club

Yes

Farming

No

tertiary

NZERN

Yes

outdoor rec

No

*= Native
Cantabrian by
birth or
identification of
hometown

*= This is a selfidentified description
from interview.
Questions asked: "
Where did you grow
up? Were your
parents
enVironmentally
involved?"

'=Goal was
half participantled tour of
wetland during
interview. 10/18
achieved

Categories:
high school
tertiary= university degree or equivalent
postgrad= beyond a bachelor's education
?= topic not broached in interview

Table 5.1 : Summary of Participants

VI
1.0

Other Community Orgs

and identified their education level as completing a tertiary degree lO or beyond (Interviewees A,
B, C, I, F, R). They were involved in a variety of different community organisations, while the
only theme was that Interviewees C, E, F, I, and R were involved in other restoration efforts and
organisations (such as New Zealand Ecological Restoration Network (NZERN), Bexley wetland,
and Quail Island).
By looking at a statistical profile of citizens in Christchurch and contrasting the data with
the people involved in the Travis Wetland Trust, it is easier to get an idea of whether the people
involved in Travis are representative of the population of Christchurch. When comparing
Christchurch as an urban area, deline<,tted by Statistics New Zealand, to the whole of New
Zealand, as in Table 5.2, there a number of notable characteristics. The percentage of citizens in
the 15-64 age profile is higher than the national average by over a percentage point, 66.9% in
Christchurch compared to 65.2% in New Zealand. This is also the case in the '65+' category, in
which Christchurch boats 13.6% of the population, which is greater than the 12.1 % national
average. In the education criterion, forty-one per cent of the residents of Christchurch have
completed high school, a greater percentage than the New Zealand average of forty. The
percentage of people holding post-school qualifications is also great than the national average by
a half a per cent (32.7% compared to 32.2%). This could possibly be explained by the existence
of two major universities, Canterbury and Lincoln, as well as the Christchurch Polytechnic
Institute of Technology and the College of Education, in the urban area, making the educational
opportunities more accessible.
A comparison between the participants in this research and the members of the
Christchurch area indicates that the sample was skewed toward people with "post-school"
qualifications (Statistics New Zealand 2001). Almost eighty per cent of the participants had a
tertiary degree or beyond, which is over the average of 32.7% in Christchurch. Because the age
range of this research cannot be matched with the age profile range of Statistics New Zealand,
the two are not easily compared. It is helpful to note that there are an above average percentage
of older people in Christchurch. See Table 5.3 for an illustration of the participants'
characteristics in both wetland groups.

10 Tertiary refers to a university degree or equivalent, while 'beyond' refers to a graduate degree or postgraduate
study.
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Otipua Wetland groups' members
My first impression of the Otipua group members was that the number of retired males was
a disproportionate to fair representation in the Timaru population. Although population figures
from Statistics New Zealand indicate that more women than men live in Timaru, none of my
participants were female, and none of them referred me to a female involved in the Trust or the
Friends groups. Most of the interviewees, two-thirds in fact, had maintained an official position
with one of the groups at one time. The others considered themselves volunteers who help out
~;.
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lirmru U1lan Area

Ovistchu"ch U1lan Area

Canterbuy

NewZealarx:l

Population Count

26,745

334,107

481,431

3,737,ZTl

Males
Fermles
fJge Profile

12,657
14,001

161,082
173,022

234,519
246,915

1,823,007
1,914,273

20.]0/0
00.6%
18.]0/0

19.5%
66.9%
13.6%

20.3%
65.9%
13.8%

22.7%
65.2>10
12.1%

37.0%
36.0%
Z1.2>/0

26.0%
41.0%
32.7%

28.0%
40.0%
31.4%

Zl.5%
40.0%
32.2>/0

100.2%

99.7<%

99.4%

99.7<%

$15,400

$17,Em

$17,Em

$18,fill

Statistics

0-14 years
15-64
65t8::Iucaion (1v cytt:l;:'J
t-b QJalifications*

SchooI*
Post-School
*=estirrntecl fran gcVls
Median IIlCOIl'B

Table 5.2 : 2001 Census Data from Statistics New Zealand (www.stats.govt.nz).
Research Findings
Participants
Males
Females

Otipua- Timaru

Travis- Christchurch

9
9
0

9
5
4

0.0%
0.0%
11.1%
0.0%
88.9%

11.1%
0.0%
44.4%
33.3%
11.1%

55.6%
22.2%

22.2%
44.4%

Age Range (estimated)
Student (18-24)
Mid-20s (25-30)
Family aged (31-49)
Middle aged (50-59)
Senior Citizens (60+)
Education
High School
Tertiary

Table 5.3 : Research demographics based on Tables 5.1 and 5.2.
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when possible. Aside from the facilitator, who managed both groups and cannot be a member of
either, three respondents were employees or members of the Trust, while the other five identified
themselves with the Friends group. Only one participant, the employee ofthe Trust, was not a
senior citizen. Most of the interviewees knew each other and in fact, several were members of a
circle of friends known to themselves and others as "The Last of the Summer Wines" after the
British television comedy. This group was referred to in several interviews. Over half of the
participants cited farming as their background, which is a significant linkage. Another
connecting characteristic was the number of members involved in Rotary!! in Timaru - four out
of nine.
The Timaru urban area has a larger proportion of people over the age of 65 than the
national average. Nationally, they account for only 12.1 %, but in Timaru, senior citizens are
18.7 per cent of the population (see Table 5.2). Educationally, Timaru is far below average in
high school graduates. Thirty-seven per cent of people have no qualifications, compared to the
national average of27.5%. This could be attributed to the high percentage of members of older
generations, who were not as likely to graduate from high school or go on to university. The
proportion of those with high school (36%) and post-school degrees (27.2%) is lower in Timaru
than the whole of the New Zealand (40% and 32.2% respectively). Although Aoraki Polytechnic
offers some certificates and diplomas to Timaruvians, the nearest university is a two hour drive
in either direction, north to Christchurch or south to Dunedin's Otago University. This may
hamper locals from going on to tertiary study, and those who do leave for university study may
not return to Timaru. The Timaru annual median income compared to the New Zealand average
is low, almost three thousand dollars less. This could reflect the number of older, retired people
or the lack of a university-educated population who would demand higher salaries or the lower
salary status of smaller towns.
As a snapshot of the Timaru community, participants in this research who are involved at
the Otipua Wetland are older and most likely retired which reflects the large, senior population.
Only a third of them have a tertiary education or beyond. Timaru is a smaller city compared
with Christchurch and its farm-based population reflects its history as a port for agricultural
products.

II The Rotary New Zealand webpage touts the mission of all Rotary International is "Service Above Self'.
Rotarians are described as professional men and women who are business leaders in their community. The
organisation boasts 1.2 million Rotarians worldwide (Rotary International 1999, www.rotary.org.nz).
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Participants' perspective of the setting of the Wetland
Examining the perspective of wetland conservation group members towards the city in
which the wetland is located is helpful because it shows how they feel their work is received by
the city's government and community. Instead of using averages and percentages, the words of
the interviewees as residents of the two cities in this research, can be used to gauge their attitudes
and common perceptions of the setting of their work for the wetland.
Christchurch was described as "the most conservative and English city in the country" by a
number of different respondents. Wetlands were referred to as being under threat and
undervalued in several of the

intervie~s,

primarily because of this "English" heritage:

I - It's hard to work here on this sort of stuff because there is ... a strong love of English

tradition and gardens and roses and exotic trees.
F - I mean, perhaps [the lack of wetland restoration] is a sign that Christchurch does not
value anything before the first white settlers.
J - There's not many green areas left in Christchurch- they're all being built on, it's
horrible. But thank goodness the Travis Wetland can't be built on.

This was contradicted by Respondent Q who characterised the people of Christchurch as "green
and spacious oriented", citing all the parks and reserves that exist. He also made the comment
that the average Christchurch person enjoys "bird life and that sort of thing, and wetlands have
that", and so were valued by the population (Interviewee Q). The natural history of Christchurch
was brought up frequently as well. The fact that Christchurch was "built on a swamp" was a
common theme for both Travis and Otipua Wetland participants when asked why wetlands are
important:
I - In Christchurch though- [wetlands] are really in horrible shape. And this is what the

whole city used to look like.
N - Well, Christchurch itself was built on a swamp. That's what they say about it, the
city built on a swamp.
R - It's part of Christchurch's natural heritage, how Christchurch used to look ... It's a
window into the past, really.

These two themes, that of wetlands being undervalued by the Christchurch population and being
the natural heritage of the area, suggests that members of the Travis Wetland Trust believe that
the wetland is under threat. Numerous citations of the occurrences of vandalism also go to
support this point, which will be discussed in detail later in the chapter. Their communities do
not seem to be appreciative of the participants' work even though it is the original, or preEuropean, state of the land and therefore, in the interviewees' eyes, important.
Timaru is seen as a "nice, quiet city" by most of the Otipua participants (Interviewee P).
Interviewee G described Timaru as being very different from urban Christchurch:
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G - I think Timaru, most of the houses have trees and spaces, but it's not as planned or
as big as Christchurch, it's nothing like Christchurch.

Although the Otipua Wetland is on the town boundary, there has been a low incidence of
vandalism. The people of Timaru were mentioned frequently as helpful and assisting in
numerous efforts as well as using the wetland:
H - We have a very large senior citizen population that have the time ...
M - You know, as time's gone by, so many of the service groups have gotten involved,

the church groups, and it's been marvellous.
P - Public use by Timaru has been picking up quite a lot and from that point of view, we
are satisfied that we are providing a community asset which was not here previously.

The historical significance of the Otip,ua site was not lost on the participants, either:
H - This is actually the last basalt flow from Mt. Horrible and you can see in this area

here. And [the mining] was probably one hundred and thirty years ago, and all that
stone was used for the foundations of all of our public buildings.
K - And given that this was originally a swamp and then used as an airport, and then
finally used as a market garden and then a farm ...

The participants interviewed from Otipua seemed, on the whole, more optimistic about the
attitudes of Timaruvians towards wetlands. The image of Timaru as a small town, where many
people have networks offriends and possibly family, could contribute to this. The perception of
an active population that has embraced the wetland was a theme in many interviews.
Common to comments about both Christchurch and Timaru was the theme of tourism and
increasing awareness. Travis Wetland was seen as an asset, and as important to increasing the
awareness and education of the citizens of Christchurch, by Interviewee E:
I'd like to think that one day people might regard it in the same sense that they regard
Hagley Park and be proud of it and it will be an icon of sorts for Christchurch ... and
they'll want to know more and they'll want to generate more interest in conservation
and New Zealand fauna in general. So I guess, something that's important to me is
making people aware of Travis Wetland and making sure that they are learning- that it's
not just a park to them, but it's a nature heritage reserve, it's a habitat for birds and
home to remnant populations of native species and its importance to Ngai Tahu as a
food gathering site. (Interviewee E)

This "iconic" status would also be a draw for tourism, as well as an educational site for residents.
Respondent J referred to the wetland as an "attraction" in and of itself and asserted that "[i]t's
going to be nationally known" (Interviewee J). The focus of this tourism seemed to be primarily
nationally-based. The Timaru District Council has also been looking for a tourism attraction,
according to several of the Otipua participants, and they would like Otipua to step into that role,
even at the international level, which was the hope of the Chairman of the Friends group:
And this will be THE tourist attraction of South Canterbury, because quite frankly, we
don't have a tourist attraction. The city fathers and citizens are saying "Oh, why don't
we get the tourist?" And it's compounding. Especially, since tourism now is this
country's single biggest earner of hard income ... And of that, eco-tourism is that largest
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portion ... So this could be the tourist attraction that Timaru needs and
wants ... (Interviewee H)

Apparently, already the wetland is getting attention from tour buses travelling on State Highway
1 and from cruise ships docked in the Port of Timaru (Interviewee L). Both groups had some
focus on the future of tourism for their wetlands, which can be seen as a reflection of the
emphasis placed on tourism for the two cities as part of the New Zealand economy.
5.2 The meaning of the wetland to participants
Understanding how the participants of this research felt and what they valued about the
wetland they worked to conserve was. essential to my efforts to describe the relationship between
the two. Several questions were asked during the interview in order to describe multiple facets
of the same underlying, core concept: why people like/enjoy/value wetlands. By way of the
:-" -------

'how' and 'when' (as well as 'where', etc) questions in an interview, it is sometimes easier for
the researcher to uncover the answer to 'why' (Becker 1998)12. The questions asked during the
interview focused on the 'how' and 'what', following Becker's (1998) trick of "Ask How? Not
Why" to give people leeway to answer the question in whatever variety of different ways suited
them (pg.58). These questions included: "What meanings do wetlands have for you?", "Why are
wetlands important to you?" and "What do you do when you come to the wetland?" For a more
exhaustive list, see Appendix A which includes my interview schedule. Several common themes
came out of the eighteen different responses to the questions. I should emphasize that the themes
described here are not the entirety of wetland values in New Zealand. The views here only
display the range of interests and relationships found in the participants of this research in these
two wetland groups. Any generalisations should take into consideration the cultural and
geographical context of this research. In this section, I will first discuss the similar themes in the
respondents' answers to the question of meaning and then expand on these ideas with
information gathered during the interview which reveal the relationship between the interviewees
and the wetland. Afterwards, answers to the question of participants' individual actions at the
wetland will be scrutinised and compared to the interview themes. Finally, a short comparison
between the answers of the Travis Wetland Trust and Otipua groups will be given.

12 A broader and more in-depth discussion covered Becker's contribution to the science of interviewing in Chapter 3
as part of the methodology section.
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Wetland meanings
When asked, "What meanings do wetlands have for you?" many participants had a ready
answer. They responded quickly and smoothly with a concise explanation as ifhaving thought
through it previously. Other participants struggled with their answer, asking for clarification and
thinking slowly aloud through several themes. When looking through the coding of the
interviews, several themes for this question became apparent, which were labelled with a phrase
that was concise as well as easy to understand and remember. Each theme will be discussed
below with a few examples from the respondents. Some respondents may be quoted more than
once if they identified more than one meaning. This is not an exclusive categorisation, or one
that only has one 'correct' answer. The themes include:
Oasis/Sanctuary/Place of Serenity - Wetlands are considered by many interviewees to be places
of peace and sanctuary for humans and nature that have been 'saved' from draining or
development. They believe that wetlands are places removed from their daily lives where they
can be alone if they wish. This theme was reiterated in a variety of forms, such as:
A - Wetlands uh, in terms of an image, I suppose I've long though the idea of a natural
base because wetlands have been seen as useless land in the past and been drained as
quickly as possible, so to be turned into productive land or housing ... Especially since
close to urban environments and these days we've got more intensive farming and so
forth, and to find a wetland nowadays, it's an oasis, I suppose. It's a natural refuge.
K - Oh, wetlands, is a, it's more or less a sanctuary. The likes of this, you can come
and sit for as long as you want to, observe the birdlife if you're interested in birdlife,
and this is the place to be, there's no doubt about that ...
R - It's a very serene place to come.

Systems/Nature - The participants who referred to this theme discussed the need for nature and
for natural processes and systems to be preserved in a place such as the wetland. Nature, with a
.variety of definitions, was specifically extolled in the wetland because of its inherent value as
well as its beneficial impact on people. Several respondents with a background in science
included "systems" or "processes" in their answer to include the relationships between living
things and their environment as well as the interconnectedness of ecology:
B-1 think it's symbolic oflife and urn, processes and natural processes ... And so, to
be able to experience the environment hopefully does give people improved
understanding of ecological processes which will hopefully feed into their daily lives
and also into their political decisions.
C - And I think they are really important for people's relations- having a place for urban
people to relate with nature ...
D - It's just a nice place to bring the family and plant some trees and enjoy nature.
F - They're part of a system.
I -I'm looking for a system, signs of function in the system, I guess. When I arrive in
a new wetland.
L - I think it's because ... because I've been a farmer and always had everything to do
with natural things: sheep, animals, planting. And urn, therefore, this is just an
extension of what I used to be in a different way.
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Q - Oh, it's something natural I suppose. It's very natural, urn, the birdlife and that,
it's nature doing its thing.

Habitat/Natural History - Many interviews centred around the importance of wetlands to wildlife
and plant life as a habitat, although the word "habitat" was not always used. Habitat was distinct
from references to nature, with the reference to both occurring only in one case (Interviewee D).
A connecting theme to this was that of natural history, what the Canterbury plains used to look
like and exist as. Wetlands were seen as a link to the past, and a last refuge for native birds and
fish.
D - They are important as a way station for the migratory birds. They're important for
the fish life that lives in them- there aren't many native fish, but there are some. And
we've got most of them here. It is just important that we keep an example of what
New Zealand was like before humans settled it. Before when all the forest and birds
were here.
E - And when I became involved in Travis wetland I began to understand wetlands had
the potential for bush life. And when you talk about wetland life you also have to think
about the native pigeon, bell birds, but then I came to appreciate the rich paddocks and
how important they are for Pukeko, and ducks as well, so since working here, my
appreciation for wetlands has just increased. I mean, not just ecologically, but also in
terms of protecting and buffering from sedimentation. I think that's very important.
G - Well, I like to see the plants growing and wildlife coming back.
H - Well, as I said, the help the ecosystem of the country .. .It's preserving our local
native habitat, with 90% have disappeared you see, into farmland or built over.
J - Well, I don't really know, well, it's a habitat for certain types of animals and birds.
M - I think bringing the past back to what it was, and beautification, and birdlife.
0- Wetlands attract birdlife, seabirds, swans, geese, ducks. It's a particular
environment native to New Zealand.
R - It's a habitat which has a 90% loss rate in all of New Zealand. We've got to
protect what we've got. . .It's a window into the past, really.

In answering an interview question about the personal meanings of wetlands, participants'
responses fell within three broad categories: Oasis/Sanctuary/Place of Serenity, Systems/nature,
.and Habitat/natural history.

The importance of wetlands and other values
Other themes about the values and importance of wetlands emerged through the interview
process, scattered through the data. These were determined by reading through the transcript of
the material and using NVivo, a computer program, to highlight and move all related data into
one document to improve the ease of reference later. These 'nodes', as NVivo refers to them,
included some of the above themes, such as Oasis/Sanctuary/Place of Serenity, Nature and
Natural history which will not be reiterated here. After careful consideration, two themes were
found to run through the majority of the interviews and comprise much of the data. Those two
themes, restoration and enclosure, will be expanded upon in chapter six. The themes found here
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could be considered minor, since fewer sub-themes came out of the data. A short discussion will
explain the interview references in the following discussions.
Public Perception - A few respondents mourned the loss of wetlands nationwide (even, to the
globally conscious few, worldwide) and used 'their' wetland to try to change the perceived
negative public opinion of wetlands. Even the use of the word wetlands to describe these areas
was debated. Travis Wetland especially was subject to conversations evaluating the
connotations of 'wetland' versus 'swamp' and the impact of this on public perception of
wetlands.
C - The thinking is that "hey, they're not wetlands, they are swamps" and you fill them
in and then build on them. I think that's something that's happened with the estuary
and their value just isn't appreciated.
Q - A lot of people have lived here for a long time and the swamp has tended to be a
little bit of a backwash. It's been a farm, it's been a place that just sort of sat between
the time it was sold and just went dormant. And that's just the way it was looked atpeople just said "oh, it's an old swamp". Well, if you say swamp, it's a bit of a, we like
to call it a wetland, it's a wee bit flasher, isn't it? But the swamp, it's just a place that's
old and nobody's interested in it.

This negative perception, however, was being combated by the preservation of Travis Wetland
and the publishing of a field guide to help visitors and residents learn more it.
C - So ... by having Travis here and having a field guide for interpretation, it increases
people's understanding of it and other wetlands. And I think that's got to happen.

Public opinion of Travis had changed so much over the last few years, that housing
developments were beginning to use the wetland as a drawcard, which was quite ironic to a
couple who had lived near Travis long-term.
QJ - The funny part about it, they promote the swamp to sell sections over there.
Q - They advertise their sections with the wetlands nearby and recreation and so forth.
QJ - It's amazing and we went to the show village, and they are promoting the sections
near Travis Swamp ... But no body wanted it before! (laughs)
Q - Well, they wanted to build over it, and now they're advertising it!

Although public opinion had typified wetlands negatively as 'swamps', participants felt that
perception was changing due to the conservation of Travis Wetland and exhibited in recent
housing promotions.
Recreation - Although several forms of recreation were not allowed at Travis and Otipua,
participants recognised that wetlands were the perfect settings for runners, walkers, and, at
Otipua, cyclists. Numerous participants told stories of encountering joggers and walkers who
had been drawn, they believed, by the natural environment of the wetland.
C -Yeah, and people recreating and walking around the wetland, they actually start to
look at their environment.
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H - We get a lot of runners through and see that mark? It was made about an hour ago

since I was here. We get a lot of mountain cyclists and they think it's a great place to
come. We don't mind.
K - They can walk, cycle, run - just use it as a training area. Urn, a number of people
use it regularly for their own personal exercise.
M - And the other thing, you know, the amount of individual walkers and walkers
groups around, it's quite a real attraction for what we had before.
Q - And of course, you're walking around, and you have to slow down, and you saw
"oh, look at that" ... you relate to it while walking around, yeah. I like that.

Most respondents were positive about people experiencing the wetland through exercise and saw
it as a way to reach a larger audience in the community. There was a dissenting opinion,
however; that wetlands were not "playgrounds", but serious habitats for careful, considerate
contemplation only. Passive exercise' was accepted begrudgingly by one participant at Travis
Wetland when talking about keeping bicyclists off the tracks.
E - People don't understand what is wrong with riding a bike through a wetland. But
this is like a passive, well, it's not really a recreational place at all- really. But it does
offer some passive exercise. A place to observe wildlife, NOT to ride your BMX bike.

This reiterates the view held by several people that wetlands are for birdlife and plant life and
humans need to tread carefully, with respect to its 'true' purpose when inside. Restoration was
seen by many as the primary goal of conserving the wetland.
Community Interaction - Wetlands were also valued as being settings for community
involvement in a myriad of ways. One respondent saw his chairmanship of the Otipua Wetland
Charitable Trust as a way of getting involved with the community.
L - So that was my, when you asked me, "Are wetlands important?" Yes. I support

being asked to something for the community and [in] the role I liked the best, and it
worked out to be something that I liked. If I was asked to be on a trust for something I
didn't like, I wouldn't go on it.

.His focus was not on the wetland and its restoration, but on his personal participation with the
Timaru community through the cause of the wetland. This was a unique perspective, although
most interviews touched on the value of wetlands to the community as a place to interact and
become involved. Several groups were mentioned time and again through the interviews. One
of these was the IHC, who help out at Travis Wetland several days of every week.
B - But usually there's an intellectually handicapped group who work here most days of

the week and that's one of their tasks, the urn, brochures stock there.
E - They're the group of intellectually handicapped people ... They'll do things like
painting this fence for us, which is now marked up again, unfortunately. They maintain
the planted areas around the carpark and around the lake. Some of them will operate a
weedeater around the new plantings. So that's important just with keeping them in the
public arena. It's kind ofa time when we have to worry about that sort of thing.

Schools were also mentioned as having an important impact on both wetlands.
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E - And during the tenn, John has made use of them and they put some trees in and
[Interviewee I] had a project going on with some kids from the Polytechnic in this area,
you can see the flax and cabbage trees put in here.
H - Well, we've had about 8-9 different schools come and help us in here. And we try
to involve them and one or two walking groups and church groups as well. Where we
can do, we try to involve them, basically Charlie and David do the planting because it's
quite a fragile process. We find with young people, they tend to put 2-3 tussocks in one
hole to get the job done quicker. See these tussocks done here? The school children
took a short trip, but never mind. We try to involve people, of different community
groups where we can.
P - Oh, probably use has been picking up. There's a lot of school groups, well, sorry,
just about every primary school in Timaru Comes down here, at least once every year.

Although school children weren't known for their planting prowess, they were still valued as part
of the community activity outreaches·for both of the wetland groups. Otipua had several foci
that were different to Travis, including workers from the Corrections Department and local
church groups. Although the two seem to be completely different from each other, both
performed important restoration work for the wetland.
D - We've got, 2-3 guys in the past few months who have had to do some volunteer
work for the Corrections Department and we set them a task and said get on and do it.
We haven't got the time or the resources to manage them all day. Or to be there for
them- we just say there's the job, get it done, and when you get it done, we will report
you've done it and if you don't get it done, we will advise Corrections. That's that. I
don't get mixed up in that stuff.
G - I had a few guys out on duty hours, and that sort of thing. Some times it works out,
and sometimes it's not worth the hastie, because they're only here once. Just to
coordinate and watch over them. It's good though because it increases community
awareness, and you know we've had no vandalism. So close to the city, we'd expect it,
but actually, nothing has happened.
M - You know, it's, as time's gone by, so many of the service groups have gotten
involved, the church groups, and it's been marvellous.

Volunteers from the community were looked upon as time savers and workers that didn't have to
be paid for their efforts at the wetland. But as much as they were looked on as necessary to
further the cause of both wetlands, they were also seen as destructive since they didn't
understand the intricacies of restoration ecology.
D - And here's a number that you can use: I added up the other day how many
volunteer hours have gone into this project and it's something like 30,000 ... And some
of those hours were expensive hours - like our accountant, who does all of our accounts
and our secretary - that's all pro bono work. And the auditor, the same. So if you put
those hours in at $ 18/hour, I mean some of the kids are not worth $18, but the
professionals work for $50 - if not more! So, that's about $500,000 of hours of
volunteer work - half a million I mean! Half a million dollars. So it's quite impressive
really ... the volunteers do a great job when they come. But the professionals we pay
are better.
1- [Volunteers] love a planting day. Like Beach Rd- 1500 plants in 3 hours. And a
contractor would have done that, to plant, would have cost probably $2 each per plant.
So that's $3000 that those people earned for the swamp that day- in those three hours.
And they enjoyed it! But they don't come back to maintain it. They don't have the
plant id, so they can't tell the plants from the weeds, so I mean, they can be quite
destructive, and I mean, they don't have the skills to use chemicals or anything like that,

70

so they don't know the grasses and the risks to their plants ... This way is challengingthey don't want that. They want to turn up and have a nice, easy time of it, dig a bit,
play in the dirt. And go back and have a nice cuppa, piece of cake, sausage.

Although an essential part of the wetland conservation cause, at times community interaction
was harmful to the efforts of the group. Professionals were seen as much more effective and
hard-working in the long term, while volunteers only got involved a day here and there and did
not have the long term investment in the wetland. All donations were appreciated, whether of
time or materials. The facilitator of the two Otipua groups recognised the contribution from
members the community:
D - I went along to a place that. sells tractors, and I said "I want a little sprayer", it's
right over there in the trailer- We use it to spray the tracks. I said to him "You want an
address to send the account to?" And he said "No. No account." ... There's a guy who
digs up concrete and he put that chain in there for the quad bike- no charge ... There's a
guy we hired with a helicopter to spray the site in the first early, early stages because
we wanted to put a different grass in. The grass that was here was very bad - very tall.
Tall fescue. So we had the helicopter guy came and sprayed the whole site and didn't
charge us. And that's the way it's been - a lot of people helping us.

The wetlands were the setting for various community interactions, including school-aged
children corning to learn about wetland ecology and planting a few trees, juvenile detainees
working off their sentence, church groups anxious to do some service or volunteers from the
general population donating their time or services to the wetland.

Memorial - Often, people felt that the wetland could be a stage for participants to leave a legacy
for their children and grandchildren. Most often this was expressed by older, male participants,
as could be expected. They knew that perhaps the wetland couldn't be completed in their
lifetime, but the benefit of their actions would reach across generations.
H - But my object is that, when I pass on, I'll have left a legacy for my great-great-

grandchildren. I have two great-grandsons now. But I hope, in the falls of time, I
would like to spend another 3-4 years here and I will have achieved what I want to
do ... So, as I said, I want to leave some sort oflegacy for when I go - because let's be
honest, 5 minutes after the wake is finished you are forgotten. They may remember
your name at odd times, but I hope that when I go, that I'll be remembered for this. Not
that it will be much of a benefit to me. You know, I feel compelled to do something
you see.
K - The next generation, your generation will see the fruition of what we're trying to
create. The generations coming. Now this is why it's very important that we put a
covenant on it, that it be preserved.
N - You know, I enjoyed the fellowship as well as the feeling of us doing something for
posterity.

The wetlands have also been sites for memorials to people who have passed on. Travis Wetland
features a grove of trees in the north-western portion named after Anne Flanagan, one of the
founding members of the Travis Wetland Trust, who passed away shortly before the Nature
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Heritage Park was created. At the Otipua Wetland, groups not involved in the conservation of
the wetland have been moved at times to create memorials.
D - This seat and table was donated by a walking group, the secretary of which, was

soon to die, was the second wife, of the man who gave us the five thousand dollars for
the tracks. The other five thousand dollars was in memory of his first wife.
M - This seat here was donated- we've got a sign there- the Wanderers.

This urge to create or leave something for posterity is not unheard of, but the fact that it is taking
place on a wetland, an area that was once thought of as a wasteland, is relatively new. It is not
only participants in the wetland conservation groups, either, but wetlands are again acting as the
setting for community involvement in this unique way.
Actions at the Wetland
Focusing on actions is an often overlooked but important method of analyzing groups.
People are not just composed of their thoughts and words, but also of their deeds, and what
people do when at the wetland can be a good clue as to what they value in the context of the
wetland itself (Becker 1998). When asked the question "What do you do when you corne to the
wetland?" participants volunteered various responses. Many focused their response around the
work days, while others spoke of showcasing the wetland to their friends and family and some
responses didn't fit into either category but were, nonetheless, interesting.
Work Days - Workdays have been a part of the Travis Wetland Trust since the beginning of the
restoration work in the 1990s. The date had been every third Saturday for as long as people
could remember, and the regularity was enthusiastically supported. What the plan for each day
was generally decided with a consensus by some of the more senior members of the Trust and
the City Ranger for Travis, John Skilton. They considered the time of year, projects that were
already started, upcoming events as well as the Management Plan. But most of their projects are
"just enhancement", as Respondent Q puts it.
F - Well, it depends on if it's a working bee - and that can be releasing plants or trees,

removing piles of dead willow, pruning ...
J - That's when I go over and meet everyone at nine o'clock and meet everyone for the
day. Sometimes, sometimes Colin will say that we need to plant in a certain area.
Recently we've been planting along by the new walkway, down by the bridge. So, I
suppose we all know how to plant, and Colin or Simon will usually just lay the plants
out. It's just a matter of digging a hole and putting the plant in. The other days we're
told we need to weed around the new plants that we'djust put in. One day,
Environment Day, we had to pick up all the rubbish that people throw from their cars.
Q - So get down there and panic until we find something to do, there's always
something to do, but urn, then we count and see how many have arrived, and I don't
know how many will arrive, and what sort of people have come- sometimes we've got a
lot ofladies, which don't ... don't, really, how do I say - can't relate to a lot of real
heavy work, so we try to do a bit of weeding or clearing blackberry ... We try to help
John out - since he doesn't have to pay for the volunteers- we try to do something that
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needs doing. So yeah, we head off to a certain place, sometimes planting, weeding,
keeping the heads of the plants above the weeds is important. .. But mostly it's just
enhancing what's already there and we don't have to worry too much with what's going
in.

The focus of the workdays changed from planting to weeding to general upkeep. Some members
of the Trust Board did not get to the workdays as much as they would have liked, but others
enjoyed the chance to meet new people .and support the overall project (Interviewees C, E).
Projects - Some of the participants had special projects that were close to their heart. The
President of Travis Wetland, a professional restoration ecologist, liked to check up on various
activities at the wetland and keep them in the back of his mind for the next workday.
B - Yes, I'm just keeping my eye on things and projects and looking at things that need
to be addressed. And somethings I can do myself but other things, need to be picked up
on one of the work days or seen previously in this area. But the council does always
have contractors who come out, and there's the intellectually handicapped group who
do quite a bit of stuff, I've seen a lot of work carried out by them over the last week.

Because of his restoration-centred mindset, checking on projects was his first thought when
coming to the wetland. To participants from Otipua, who do not have a regularly scheduled
workday as at Travis, their personal projects which they work on in their own time was of
primary importance. Obviously, responses varied from person to person; some were focused on
planting, others on spraying for weeds, and still others on creating paths.
G - Vh, just usually spraying if it's not too windy, putting down the carpet and mowing
around the carpet.
H - While they are growing- sometimes I'll do 1-2 packs of spray - that's about 30
litres. Just to keep ahead of the weeds. But up till now, it's been plant, plant, plant.
But the plantings up now because it'll start to get too dry in places. Once you've
planted them, you have to keep watering them. Last year some of these plants were
wilting through the drought. And we had to go around with canisters - and it was very
labour intensive and hard work. But we saved all the plants. And fortunately, the rain
came at the end of Feb. and saved all the plants and that was it- rain rain rain.
N - It's mainly construction work. We made this path.
P - And I like to look around and see what they've planted. I normally come down and
check on the lake level and I'll come and help plant.

They were all proud of their work, even pointing it out during the tours. The personal touch was
evident in Otipua, with most of the participants relating a story about a volunteer falling off a
cliff at one point when helping with a quad bike, and talking about other members' personal
projects and contributions through the wetland. Although there was no official work date for the
public, the members of the Friends and Trust groups who were involved came down to the
wetland frequently and often were seen there during interviews with other members. Each felt
that there was a certain niche for themselves in the larger, all-encompassing project.
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Showcase - Participants enjoyed showing the wetland to visitors, whether friends and family or
tourists from out of town.
C - And sometimes I come in between - bring friends and family here for a walk
around. Show them the wetland.
L - I do bring by visitors, if they are interested, I'll bring them down. And like my son
who will be here until the end of the month and we'll come down, my wife, my son and
I will come down and walk around ... I think that these people will just walk and soak
up the atmosphere.

They enjoyed showcasing the results of their work as well as the relaxing ambience of the
wetland. They not only value their conservation work, but also the effects.
Other - Responses that did not fit intQ these general categories were few, but interesting. One
interviewee focused her attention on weeds and volunteered for a few hours every week to
helping in the special remnant manuka patch.
F - Just weeding. I tend mostly to just do weeding. And that's a choice I guess, and I

think that's because I think weeding is really important and most people just focus on
planting trees but don't worry about what happens next. But for the next 2-3 years,
you've really got to look after them and stop them from getting grasses over them, until
they can get their head up and really get going. And most of the things I get involved
in, that's quite an important aspect to me and you can always get a lot of people to plant
trees, but it's more difficult to get people to come back and weed them. Having said
that, I know loads of people who aren't that good at planting trees. (laughs). It's not
such a problem at Travis, you usually have got people who are experienced at that, but
in our local scheme, some people just plonk them there, halfway out of the holes and
that sort of thing. People have got more enthusiasm than energy, so they only dig the
hole so far and it get a bit difficult so the poor tree ends up looking lop-sided - and I
don't know how they will manage at times.

This respondent's centre of attention was on filling a niche that she felt was neglected. It was
her way of asserting her identity and being different from the others. Weeds can stifle and kill
native seedlings, and although many people volunteer for "planting days", the aftercare and
maintenance is ignored.
Several participants were also more interested in coming to the wetland to relax and
experience the wetland as an ecosystem, rather than a section of planting or weeding, as was
done on the workdays. The feeling of the wetland as an oasis (as seen in the earlier themes) or
escape was also common, although the feeling could be fleeting.
A - I also, just like to enjoy the feeling you get when you are there. Urn, and you know,
just walking around instead of going straight to the meetings there, can be quite urn,
calming, a great place to recharge your batteries as it were. I think there's something to
that feeling of being in nature and there's something calming, relaxing to it.
E - I was here 3 Saturdays ago. I just came for an evening walk. Just enjoying the
landscape and looking at areas that need some improving and trying to see them, and
just enjoying the wetland. Telling people offfor walking their dogs.
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Although participants at Travis enjoyed coming to the wetland when they didn't have to work on
planting, often they found themselves in the role of enforcing the rules of enclosure set up to
safeguard the restoration efforts.
5.3 Summary
In this chapter, data from my research were summarised in order to help answer of the first
research question. This asked for a description of the relationship between members of the
wetland conservation groups and their wetland. The previous sections each had a contribution to
make to that goaL Firstly, by investigating the backgrounds of the members ofthe wetland
conservation groups, I can comment on the composition of the wetlands groups in comparison
with the local urban demography of Christchurch and Timaru. Overall, participants in this study
were over the age of thirty years and considered themselves a 'born and bred' Cantabrian. The
description of their background varied considerably, but could be grouped into a 'farming'
category, an 'outdoor recreation' category, and other. Travis Wetland Trust members were
primarily middle-aged with at least a tertiary qualification, which can be expected from the
population statistics of Christchurch. Otipua Wetland group members were of an older
generation, overwhelmingly male, and did not have as high an education leveL These two
characteristics are probably linked as fewer people went to university thirty years ago. The
descriptions of Christchurch and Timaru as a setting for the wetlands by members of the wetland
conservation groups are important since they offer an insight into the complex perspective of the
participants as residents of their community, and as members of the wetland conservation group.
The second section offered a more in-depth look at how the participants, as members of
the conservation group, attribute meaning to the wetland and value it. Answers to the interview
question about the meaning of wetlands had three themes: Oasis, Systems/Nature and
Habitat/Natural History. These three themes were repeated in the analysis of overall values of
the wetland, and several more were included, such as Public Perception, Recreation and the
perspective of the wetland as a setting for Community Interaction. A reflection of their actions
while at the wetland shed light on the type of people who are attracted to these activities.
Several participants at Travis were interested in the workdays and the planting and upkeep
completed during these times. Others, especially at Otipua had specific, personal projects that
they were working on, and focused on those. Showcasing the wetland to visitors was also
important for the respondents. The next chapter will further discuss the two major themes to
come out of the data, that of restoration and enclosure.
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Chapter 6 - Restoration and Enclosure
"Hey! No dogs, no bikes. Bird habitat - not human playground."
Respondent E, referring to policy of the Trust to put restrictions on entering Travis Wetland
In Chapter Five, the meanings of and themes connecting relationships between
people and wetlands were described. As I carefully considered the data, two themes became
prominent because of the amount of related data, the interconnections between the two and their
relevance to wetland conservation as a broad, world-wide issue. These themes are summarised
as restoration and enclosure, but each has several sub-themes which I will elaborate in this
chapter and then discuss in relation to' the theory in chapter nine.
6.1 Restoration
Restoration is a broad topic. However, several sub-themes, and sub-sub-themes began to
emerge during the study since restoration is at once both a social and ecological process.
Although restoration has several definitions and specific examples were given by multiple
participants, the question of what the groups were attempting to restore was contested. The
vulnerability of the groups' restoration work also appeared as a sub-theme within the data.
Definitions and examples of restoration
Participants' volunteered some interesting definitions, practices and examples of
restoration within their wetland. Respondent B, a professional restoration ecologist, believed
that when native species came to "dominate" a pasture, the group would have "achieved a little
goal of reclaiming another piece of the wetland to native vegetation". In his opinion, returning
the wetland to its native, original state was restoration. Interviewee C also subscribed to this
view, adding that "improving the ecology" is the responsibility of the restoration-focused group
in the Travis Wetland Trust. Plants were also an essential part of restoration to Participant K,
who took "a special interest in the growth of the plants coming up". He took care of these plants
in order to make a personal contribution to the overall restoration work. In contrast, Respondent
I, also a professional restoration ecologist, looked at the "whole picture, the whole habitat. ..
that's when you're staring to approach the idea of restoration ecology." His was an ecosystemfocused view of the wetland.
Participants gave several examples of restoration during the interview/tour of the wetland.
At Travis Wetland, the Millennium Forest, planted by school children in 2000, was seen as
successful restoration by Participant B (see Figure 6.1) because, four years later:

76

The tall trees standing up about 5-6 metres .. . and growing really, really well. It's almost a canopy
now and there's actually regeneration going on underneath through plants that are seeing now, tbey
are old enough to be flowering and seeding so that's all those natural processes staring to kick in.
(Interviewee B)

This area was beginning to regenerate on its own without human intervention. His goal, as stated
earlier was to reclaim pieces of the wetland to native vegetation, which has happened in this
section. In contrast, one area that was not seen as doing well by Respondent E was a section in
the isolated middle of the wetland. It had been planted in 1998 by the local chapter of Forest and
Bird Society but had not been taken care of:
They planted seventy-five kahikatea trees in there and with the understanding that they
would come and take care of them .. . But it sort of hasn't happened like that, and it kind
of got neglected. So we sort of cleared some plants .. . at different stages - some are
about my height and doing quite well while others are a bit languishing and not getting
enough light in the shade. Things sort of happen in fits and starts over there.
(Lnterviewee E)

This particular planting had been neglected and it was not doing well. Restoration work had
both successes and failures in the wetland.

Figure 6.1 : Millennium Planting at Travis Wetland (3.11.04).
There were specific species which were targeted for restoration plantings as well,
especially in Travis Wetland. They were in very different stages of development, from
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functioning independently, to needing special human intervention. One section of the wetland
was planted in Carex secta, a type of native sedge, a few years ago and "sort of takes care of
itself' now that it was established (Interviewee E). On the other hand, the last remnant patch of
manuka in Canterbury had an entire section of the Travis Wetland Trust devoted to its
restoration. People involved in the Manuka Group, as it was called, took special care for that
section of the wetland because it was so "botanically important" (Respondent E). It was a
"specialised interest" that was doing very well under the attention it received according to
Participant C. Another example is that of Bulbinella, which is a small, native "nice yellow
flower" which was being planted and .looked after in several of the paddocks at Travis Wetland
by Respondent B. He was hoping to have the entire paddock be covered in bulbinella to replace
the exotic species of buttercups and daisies.

Restoring what?
Definitions and examples of the act of restoration varied between participants, as did the
versions of what was being restored. Travis Wetland held special meaning for Participant B, as
its restoration was important for the entire city:
It was the last significant lowland wetland, freshwater wetland on the Canterbury plains
almost, although it was highly degraded ... it was nevertheless, a high[ly] valuable site
and one that we needed to represent what original Christchurch was like. (Respondent
B)

Not only was the site which is now known as Travis Wetland a wetland, but it was also a way to
show the natural history ofthe area to Christchurch residents. His use of the word 'original' in
reference to the natural history of the area is interesting since this could mean pre-human
settlement (circa one thousand years ago) or pre-European settlement (around two hundred years
ago) or before industrialised agriculture (around one hundred and fifty years ago). The
confusion over the restoration of the different time periods of use was discussed in other
interviews as well. Interviewee D believed that the Otipua groups were restoring the wetland to
what it would be like without humans:
It is just important that we keep an example of what New Zealand was like before
humans settled it. Before when all the forest and birds were here. We can't get any
Moas back, but we can keep some remnants - and we can create, not exactly remnants,
but examples of what were here. (Respondent D)

In his perspective, birds, including Moa, and wetland areas were common before human
settlement and Otipua Wetland serves as an example of what the area was like then. In contrast,
Participant K believed that the Otipua Wetland was being restored to its pre-European state:
Most of this stuff here would have been here when the Europeans arrived.
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(Respondent K)

The restoration work, in his opinion, was to have an example of what the natural land would
have been like before European settlement. Respondent C had wanted the Travis Wetland Trust
to restore the farm buildings on the property into the Education Centre about two years ago, but
it was a contentious issue:
I think it's an important part of the history of the wetland. The Maori history is as well,
but I think it's important to respect the farming history that's come before. (Interviewee
C)

The land of the park has been farmed for about one hundred and fifty years and the tradition of
an agricultural-based economy still exists in New Zealand society. Respondent C felt that
keeping the farm buildings on the site was a way of restoring the history and culture of that time
period.
The restoration of culture was an interesting issue broached in the interviews. Participant
C, as seen in the example above, believed that the farming aspects should be preserved in order
to respect Travis Wetland's history. This is not the only version of history, however. When
asked why wetlands were important to him, Respondent M responded by:
Well, I think it's to preserve our heritage and our past. (Interviewee M)

Cultural heritage was not only agriculture, but also natural wetlands to him. The importance of
wetlands to Maori culture was recognised by Participant L as a reason to preserve and restore
them:
Anyway, we talk about the Moriori and the Maori, they were the people that if they
were alive today, they would've seen the tremendous changes being wrought on the
country now - it's been for the good. It's great to be able to preserve little bits of it, it's
like any society, you've got your reservations in the States. We will have, we do have,
Scottish societies, we have Irish societies, Dutch societies, and all those people are
retaining a bit of their cultural and that's very important we do that.
(participant L)

Not only was the preservation of European culture important in the form of cultural societies, but
Maori culture should be preserved as well in the form of wetlands which were extremely
important to them. Participants had very diverging views on the time period they were restoring
as well as the cultural emphasis being replaced and restored at the wetlands.
Human influence influenced the restoration work in other ways. Participant H
acknowledged that he was restoring one area of the Otipua Wetland to be suitable for the
enjoyment of the surrounding landscape by human visitors:
I'm sort oflandscaping it here for a visual effect. I don't want to spoil the view, so I've
planted nothing tall out there- it will only be tussocks growing. In fact, this morning,
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I've sprayed some of it. ., I want to keep it all low so you have an unobstructed view out
there. (Interviewee H)

As can be seen in Figure 6.2, no plants were obstructing the view from the escarpment to the
mountains. This is not the natural effect of the soil and plant type and other impacts, it is instead
the choice of the restorer, in this case Respondent H, to keep tall plants out of that area.
Interviewees I and K also mentioned the human versions of nature in their interviews.
Participant I talked about how there are several ideas about the best version of restoration, and at
times, people on the Travis Wetland Trust disagree with each other:
They'll turn up and discover that, just because they know what they are doing doesn't
mean to say that's what's going to happen. And there's all the politics involved and
everyone defers to the ones [Trust Board members] that have been here a long time.
(Interviewee I)

The bureaucracy involved in the process of group restoration was a negative externality to
Respondent I who asserted he would be content to be left alone with the plants to do the job on
his own, by himself if possible. As a professional restoration ecologist, he believed he knew
what he was doing and that his was the best course of action. Interviewee N asked the question
that follows from this discussion of the human influence on restoration; is restoration really
natural?
You know, one criticism I have heard, and this is from a field officer of Forest and Bird,
is that they [the Otipua groups] are trying to establish plants that normally wouldn't
have grown here. You know, native plants, but... we're not restoring to how it was, but
introducing more native plants, you know. In other words, this wasn't an area of bush,
exactly. (Respondent N)

The restoration work at Otipua Wetland was not considered natural by Participant N's source
because they were changing the natural vegetation of the site by adding plants that he believed
. weren't there in the first place. People's versions of restoration can be called into question by
experts or those seen as authorities on ecology or botany. These examples support the idea of
restoration as a subjective practice, influenced by cultural perspectives, human design and
questions ofbureaucracratic regulation and authority.

Vulnerability
Nature was depicted as extremely vulnerable in a number of interviews. Wetlands, as the
site of an important interconnection of natural processes, were seen as extremely threatened and
in dire need of human intervention to remain ecologically viable:
... [That's] the threatened nature of the swamp being a swamp ... Back in the beginning,
Anne Flanagan .... She wanted the whole area, because the thing was that we only had
half [the area of the original site]. Keeping [it] as a wetland was probably hard; if you
have a big area, it's more ecologically viable - if you get what I mean? - than a small
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area, and it would stay a wetland. [It's] in the middle of the city, sUlTounded by
houses ... You get a sort of changed drainage . .. you'll find that it's suffered from watertable depletion for years. We may have to start watering it. (Interviewee Q)

Figure 6.2 : View from Otipua Wetland to the mountains (17.11.04)
According to Participant Q, the founder of the Travis Wetland Trust, Anne Flanagan, had wanted
to restore the entire original area of the Travis Wetland and in that way preserve the ecological
values found within it. Unfortunately, a deal had to be struck with the development corporation
and the City Council, and about half of the wetland was included in the Nature Heritage Park.
Today, the wetland's drainage pattern has changed because of human development and so human
intervention and restoration may be needed to keep that most basic of wetland processes intact.
Several participants considered restoration work necessary not only at the present time, but
in the future as well. Because of this eventuality, plans needed to take future restoration work
into consideration:
Of course, wetlands by their nature are successional ecosystems, and they constantly
lean towards being drained. And so there will need to be artificially created
disturbances in the future to maintain these ponds and the streams. We're going to have
to maintain access in there to allow something even bigger to get in there and dredge
them out again. (Respondent B)

As a professional wetlands ecologist, Interviewee B helped the Travis Wetland Trust to plan
ways to allow the Travis Wetland to remain a wetland for as long as possible, even if this
required artificial means. Other references on a smaller scale were made to the belief that
human effort and care was needed to help the wetland be restored to its natural state.
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D - ... [B]ecause we came to the conclusion that we had to prepare a site for each plant

before we planted it, and then we had to spray it with Roundup so there was no twitch
there when planting little plants.
H - Once you've planted them, you have to keep watering them. Last year some of
these plants were wilting through the drought. And we had to around with canisters and it was very labour intensive and hard work. But we saved all the plants.

Preparing the planting sites by killing the existing vegetation and watering newly planted
seedlings were just a few ways by which participants believed they were helping out the
susceptible processes of nature. These examples are particularly interesting because the
restorers are protecting the natural processes of growth from other natural processes such as
weed growth and drought. The idea and conception of nature varied between individuals.
Some participants believed nature was so vulnerable that humans should be excluded from
restoration attempts completely. Respondent E was excited about the possibility of introducing
endangered native birds to Travis at some point in the future.
[Fern birds and brown teal] are nocturnal and feed on forest feed and that provides
shelter, and waterways are important as well ... so having a habitat that's a bit away
from people and predators is important. So it makes sense to have them out there.
(Participant E)

A crucial aspect of restoring this habitat was the protection of the birds from humans, who were
considered as dangerous as natural predators. In many instances in the interviews, 'the public'
were considered a threat to the restoration at the wetland. The groups' leadership had to
consider how to negate the human presence from nature within the wetland:
We've had some really interesting philosophical discussions within the Trust. .. when
we were looking at the route and deciding where we'd put this [walking] track through.
Like how long we'd wait until the plants had grown up to protect the birds from the
humans. (Interviewee C)

.It was important to the Trust to shield the natural processes within the wetland, such water bird
nesting and feeding, from threatening human elements, but intervention by themselves was
necessary for this protection to take place. In this way, nature was seen as both requiring human
intervention to protect it and vulnerable to human interference at the same time. This was
illustrated by Respondent B discussing the introduction of native plants at Travis.
Those rare native herbaceous plants which no one ever sees except for us and the
workers because they are just too vulnerable to allow the public to go and tread lightly
or dig out as the case may be. They're being constantly encroached by exotic grasses
and lotus and other weeds and so we try to keep up the constant weeding of these plants
to maintain the habitat. (Participant B)

Although these plants needed to be protected from the public, their growth required weeding and
care from the Travis Wetland Trust. Restoration of the native, natural ecosystem at the wetland
is vulnerable in many of the participants' eyes. 'The public' threatened the natural processes at
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work, which could be defined based on the quotations above as people who do not value or
understand what is taking place at the wetland. The Trust members would not be considered
part of this because they are working towards the restoration. This situation is similar to the
adage 'If you aren't part of the solution, you're part of the problem'. The restoration work is
shielded, or enclosed, from those believed to be part of the problem. The topic of enclosure is a
major theme of the interviews.
6.2 Enclosure
As discussed in chapter three in a theoretical context, enclosure can be described in this
study as the separation of nature from human society. There were several attempts in various
ways to display this in both wetland settings, including restricting human visitors, the
sequestering of nature within the park, and the overall enclosure of wetlands from society.
Restricting entry to the wetlands
At Travis Wetland, bicycles and dogs were not allowed on the gravel walkways within the
park. This was reiterated on multiple signs at the entrances and car parks, and explained as ways
to protect the birdlife and restoration efforts taking place. Participants often complained at
length about the lack of observance to this rule and did not enjoy the role of enforcer.
B - ... And some cycling who should be and (laughs) and walking their dogs who
shouldn't be (laughs). Urn, it's an embarrassing thing ... but unfortunately, people see
other people with dogs and they thing it's ok.
C - Urn, one [discussion topic] that always get brought up is about dogs and bikes- they
are supposed to be banned from here, but how much you try to keep them out and how
much signage we have, I'm not sure it's enough.
D - And some people argue that a dog on a lead isn't going to make much of a different
and she won't affect anything, but yeah, well, that may be so NOW, but we are trying to
recreate something special here. But maybe one day we will have endangered species
like the brown teal here and re-introduce buff weka here, and in that stage, more people
will regard it as like a national park and say "Ok, I won't bring my dog, fair enough."
But we have to start now instead of turning around in ten years time and saying "No,
that's not allowed any more now that it's all set up." We've got to start doing that now
and get it in people's minds that this is a special place NOW, at least that's the way I
feel... We're not trying to be mean ... but there are rules and look [pointing to map on
sign] it's JUST TRAVIS. There are lots of other places to go nuts. You can even take
your dog on the beach in some areas. It's JUST TRAVIS Wetland where you can't. ..
[but there are] some people who say "I pay my rates, I should be able to ride by bike
here." Yeah, well, no, sorry.

Participants such as B, C and D were very knowledgeable about restoration ecology and
displayed their frustration at the public's lack of attention to their attempts to preserve the natural
processes at work. Travis Wetland's closure to bikes and pets is re-enforced by signs on gates at
several entrances to the park. These gates are seen as a "threshold" to enter the wetland and

83

were established to represent the significance of entering a special area which requires special
consideration.
B-1 mean, I like the idea of actually feeling like you are crossing a threshold to

another habitat outside of normal bounds.
E - And the idea was to create a visual sort of barriers so that people walking along
would actually have to stop, open the gate, become aware of the fact that they were
leaving an urban environment and entering somewhere different. And actually, it's
another place to say "Hey! No dogs, no bikes. Bird habitat- not human playground."

Otipua, however, had a different opinion towards bicyclists and dog owners. Both were
welcomed as long as dogs were kept on a leash and consideration was taken towards pedestrians.
Their line of enclosure, however,

beg~n

with horses.

K - People were using it for horses at one stage and we said "no, that's not what we're
about."
L - We don't allow horses and we don't allow motorbikes. And dogs have to be kept on
a leash.
N - Oh, well, I think that as long as they [mountain bicyclists] stay on the tracks there's
nothing wrong with them.

There were numerous attempts to enclose and protect the restoration attempts at each wetland by
restricting the entry of elements that were thought to be harmful, such as cyclists, dogs or horses.

Segregating nature within the wetland
Attempts were made even within the wetland to separate humans from the ecological
processes that were being restored. These areas were seen as extremely fragile and threatened by
a human population who did not understand what was being saved.
There were other efforts to shield nature from the public other than entrance restrictions. At
Travis, the Wetland Walk, a gravel path circumnavigating the perimeter of the wetland, does not
venture into the heart of the wetland to preserve some restoration efforts.
B - But of course, the whole operation is designed to, as far as possible, segregate

human disturbance from wildlife and urn, and provide opportunities for people to have
glimpses of nature, undisturbed, in this area.
C - So that's another philosophical discussion ... how long we'd wait until the plants had
grown up to protect the birds from the humans.
E - There are plans for a Kahikatea Swamp forest here as well. And because the plan is
not to allow any public access to that area, it'll probably be important to native bird
reintroductions, like the weka. Or other species that we don't want the public getting
too close to.

In these interviews, people were depicted as being destructive to wildlife and reduced to a form
of disturbance. Nature is under threat to these participants, and the human presence needs to be
downplayed by shielding plants, or even the barring of human contact. These examples were
from Travis Wetland, which has encountered destructive vandalism to signs, buildings and
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predator traps, as well as the theft of young, native seedlings from new plantings (Respondents
B, F, I).
Otipua Wetland, in contrast, has not experienced vandalism (Interviewees D, G). Several
participants described the purpose of the wetland as for people to experience nature.
D - But it really is for an exhibition for the flora and fauna and for people to enjoy it ...
H - Because this place is not for the fit and the trampers or birdwatchers, for everybody,

it's for everybody.
P - Because on the East Coast here, we've seen so much rapid land use change over the
past 150 years, the actual identification, the public's identification of a wetland is not,
they don't recognize it as such. I think that's one of the reasons why I got involved in
this project; the fact that in 30 years time, kids will come down here and say "This is a
wetland".

Although wetlands are seen as threatened habitat, Otipua respondents associated their wetland
with public education and experience. They believed the purpose of their wetland had two
facets: one to do with nature and the other related to humans. One did not preclude the other in
their eyes.

Enclosing wetlands from society
Wetlands as an ecosystem and habitat were seen as enclosed away from society in present
day New Zealand. This was blamed on urban growth and the lack of knowledge from farmers,
but in the smaller, less urban area, where more ex-farmers were involved, 'nature' was for
people, too.
H - I believe that this should be twice the size of the wetland- if we're going to have a
wetland, let's have a wetland! It's really a wetland in a wilderness ... An urban
wilderness.
J - Yes, that's all it's going to be- just pockets. There are pockets [of wetlands] all over
the country, I believe. I think we are one of the foremost.
L - Now, we've got to recognize that all the land was cleared, a lot of it was cleared ...
so I wouldn't ever support a nation that would put it all back to the way it was, but the
little bits that are not really hurting our national income as it were, I think can be put
back [to wetlands].
P - But don't get me wrong, there are a lot of fanners now who are recognising the
value of wetlands, and are fencing them off. And there are a number of things that are
happening there and that in my opinion, dairy fanners have become quite sensitive and
actually it's because of pressure being put on by industry like Fonterra.

The wetland conservation groups saw themselves as combating enclosure from the public, and
acknowledged private businesses, like the dairy corporation giant Fonterra, who also encouraged
wetland conservation. But Travis and Otipua wetlands, though significant to habitat
preservation, were still seen as "pockets", remnants of the pre-human past.
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6.3 Relation of restoration and enclosure
Restoration and enclosure were two major themes within the interviews and are
interrelated. Both of these perspectives view humans as a disturbance or a threat to the natural
processes taking place in wetlands. Those favouring restoration attempts want to return land that
has been degraded by human hands to its natural state by way of knowledgeable and educated
intervention, including planting the correct species, weeding or watering. In contrast, those
participants who advocate enclosure believe that nature can take care of itself if it is protected
from human disturbance. Although humans are a disturbance in both themes, they are also part
of the solution, since people in the wetland conservation groups must also do the restoration
work and the protection of the enclosure. Enclosure is thus contested and this segregates society
into those who are educated and knowledgeable about wetlands (i.e- involved in the groups
discussed) and those who are not.
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Chapter 7 - Participation in Wetland Conservation Groups
"Last two years, I've put in over 1600 hours, I'm doing 20 hours a week here now.
And it's been out of my own pocket ... but I don't mind ...
I don't smoke, I don't gamble, I don't do drugs and I let the women chase me.
So I don't mind."
Participant H, Chairman ofFOTOW, on his involvement
My second research question which will be addressed in this chapter is:
What 'triggers' people's involvement/participation in wetland conservation groups?

The answers to this question lie in the participants' descriptions of their individual role in the
groups under study, as well as their perceptions of the effects of the group on the wetland.
Groups are composed of individuals; therefore I have tried to get a clear picture of how and why
people have involved themselves and how they interact and cohere as a collective.
Understanding how people see themselves as actors in the groups will go to show how, when and
where they are involved in the complicated process of wetland conservation. Respondents'
identification of the most important aspect of their involvement will be analysed to give a better
idea of why they became involved. The participants' perceptions ofthe effectiveness of the
wetland conservation group to the wetland will also help to explain how effective they feel they
can be as individuals. This concept is also known as agency and will be scrutinised in the
context of the group from individual participants' point of view.
7.1 Participants' roles in the wetland conservation group
Most participants in this research had an official role they occupied in the wetland
conservation group, although a few had retired from their positions but remained active. Only
. one was a paid employee of one of the groups at the time of the research, while another had been
supported by a grant from the regional council in the past, but was no longer receiving payment.
Both of these participants were members of the Otipua Wetland Charitable Trust, though not
Trust Board members. Four of the eighteen participants considered themselves "just" volunteers
who volunteered every week or on the workdays and enjoyed their time at the wetland.
Interviewee J described her involvement as being part of the workday team at Travis Wetland:
Ijust go along and volunteer to do the work that's required ... It's either weeding or
planting, or sometimes cleaning out rivers. Whatever [the President] or the Rangers
decide has to be done. And I just go mainly for the company. (Interviewee J)

Although she held no decision-making positions in the Trust, she enjoyed her involvement with
the group in the context of the wetland's restoration, whatever that might entail. Respondent K,
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in contrast, had a particular project he worked on when he came to the Otipua Wetland,
controlling the exotic grass to allow the native trees to grow:
Well, basically the Friends do what is deemed to be urgent in terms of trying to sort of,
enhance the wetland. I take a particular interest in the growth of the plants coming up.
By way of a mower. And whilst not trying to create a lawn-like atmosphere, we still
have to keep the grass down, otherwise the new plantings get smothered and just get
lost. And until they get their heads above the grass, and this is what has happened here
with the flax, and you see these trees here have started to hold their own as it were. Urn,
it still has a tidier application by the grass not being there at all. Rather than look
unkept as it were, but it's still a wetland; it's still supposed to be a natural area.
(Interviewee K)

In the context of the entire, large-scale wetland 'enhancement' effort, Interviewee K had chosen
a specific job as his contribution. By·mowing the grass, he could aid the growth of the native
trees which were his particular interest.
The respondents with official positions in the wetland groups often saw their involvement
as a way to contribute a particular skill, which they felt was special and that other people could
not offer. Participant C saw her involvement with the Travis Wetland Trust Board as a way to
utilise her unique strength, which she defined as "networking", in support of wetland
conservation in Christchurch.
And then I've got more involved in funding applications, I'm really involved with the
field guide book which is being published at the moment, but mainly the liaison with the
sponsors, which is Banrock Station and I'm involved in the History Group, In more
recent times I've tried to put the skills I have back into the Trust, such as funding and
liaison work which are easier for me to do than perhaps other people. (Interviewee C)

Raising funds and networking with sponsors were considered jobs that not a lot of other people
could do by Respondent C, and as she felt these tasks were within her skill range, she was happy
to use them for the Trust. At the Otipua Wetland, Interviewee P was an employee of the former
Canterbury Regional Council as well as Fish and Game New Zealand 13 . This he felt, gave him
some leverage in terms of creating the Otipua Wetland Charitable Trust, and serving as its
Chairman for three years.
We had dreamed up the project, but in order to put some structure on it you had to have
not only a working party, but an overseeing body, which handles how you raise money,
how you account for the money, and how you channel public funds into a project of this
magnitude. That's largely how I got involved. I was at that time working for not only
the regional council, but for Fish and Game. (Interviewee P)

13 Fish and Game New Zealand is a national organisation for sportsmen and women that advocates for conservation
and manages preserves and areas for hunting, fishing and angling as well as other outdoor pursuits
(www.fishandgame.org.nz).
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The Regional Council was instrumental in giving grants to the nascent Otipua Wetland Working
Party, and he felt that his involvement with the Council contributed to the establishment of the
Trust as the wetland's financial body.
Participants felt that their involvement in the wetland conservation group was their most
effective contribution, whether by simply showing up on workdays and helping out where
needed, taking care of a specific project such as mowing the grass or raising funds, or by using
connections to create a managing body for the financial aspects of the wetland.
7.2 Most important aspect of involvement
Each interview included the question: "What is most important to you in your involvement
with the wetland protection group?" By investigating participants' focus with the group, an
understanding of the initial 'trigger' to their involvement can be used to encourage others to
participate. When analysing the responses to this question in the interviews, three themes
._.:., ....

-----"-~.

emerged. These overlapping themes could be summarised as group involvement, restoration and
service. Several participants identified with more than one theme in their response and this was
taken into consideration. See Table 6.1 for a synopsis of the number of responses within each
theme for Travis and Otipua wetland groups.
Theme

Travis Respondents

Otipua Respondents

Overall

Group

6

2

8

Restoration

4

6

10

Service

2

3

5

Involvement

..
Table 7.1: PartIcIpants' most important aspect themes.

Some participants focused on the group interaction as the most important aspect of their
involvement. They enjoyed the camaraderie, the community of belonging to a group, and had
formed friendships and connections with other group members. Others identified the restoration
work of both groups as the central tenet of their involvement, and talked about the ecology of the
wetland at great length. Service and charity was a theme that was not as common, but the feeling
of doing something for posterity or giving back to the community was strong in these
participants.
Group Involvement - Participants who identified the theme of belonging to a group as the most
important aspect of their involvement talked of their personal responsibility to the group. The
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Chainnan and President of the Travis Wetland Trust especially talked of their individual
contribution to further the Trust's goals, as did the Facilitator of the Otipua groups
A - I suppose it's trying to keep the interest in the community going via the operations
of the Trust. We have a bunch of people trying to get their interest and active
involvement in issues that affect Travis or are related to it.
B - I'm almost an elder statesman of the Trust I suppose .. .I've been in it for the long
haul, and so, it kind of fell on me to take on that almost ceremonial role if you like.
D - So the other thing is the coordination of all the people involved to the extent that 1
have to do that. You have to keep these people, the staff happy, keep them happy about
their wages and paid on time.

These people have an official role and title in their respective groups. This responsibility is
reflected in the recognition of the group as their primary focus of involvement.
Group members who did not have such high-ranking positions within the groups were
more inclined to talk about the camaraderie and friendship. The "social side" of the group and
working as a team for a common goal was very rewarding to them.

e - I think probably most of it is about group process and good relationships amongst
people and so that all of us is really its is a focus on the social side of it, which is a bit
light, but it's the camaraderie, it's learning from each other, mostly about the people. 1
think that's the attraction for me. And getting back together is the best part, working
together and 1 think it's also a team thing rather than the knowledge gained.
E - I've never really thought about it. I'm sort of seeing people's faces flashing in my
mind ... It's been really quite lovely just being able to work with people who have the
same passion and commitment to conservation that I do ... Just being able to talk to the
people in the Trust who are so knowledgeable about so many different things has been
wonderful.
J - Well, it's the work that 1 love backing and 1 take morning tea. And the thing that's
most in my mind, yes, 1 do it for the company.
N - And, you know, the fellowship of working on a project with other people.
These respondents valued the "fellowship" of getting together with a group of like-minded
people and working on a project that was important to them. They were able to learn from other
members as well as enjoy comradeship.

Restoration - Overall, more responses to the participation question included restoration than the
other two themes. The re-creation of natural habitat is a goal of both wetland groups, and several
participants acknowledged this in their answers to the question.
E - The other thought in my mind is that habitat creation or re-creating habitat, so

creating the central pond area, replanting the manuka forest area, wetland are, urn,
trying to re-create coastal forest by Mairehau carpark, anywhere that we are trying to recreate habitat for birds and reptiles and just re-introducing plants that were gone from
the wetland as well.
G -I like to see the plants growing and wildlife coming back. 1 think it's good that
Canterbury [has these] because wetlands here are being diminished.
Q - Oh, just seeing the development, 1 suppose ... and probably the thing that appeals to
me, if you plant something out there, it'll grow in its natural form and the bush actually
will start to develop ... Yeah, 1 like to see it growing naturally.
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As an employee of the Otipua Wetland Charitable Trust paid to manage the planting and
weeding effort, it is reasonable to expect Respondent G to identify the restoration effort as his
primary concern. Interviewees E and Q also enjoyed working towards the re-creation of natural,
native habitat and the development that occurred as a result of this work.
Enhancement of the area was a concern for one participant who had been involved in the
precursor to the Friends of the Otipua Wetland, the Saltwater Creek Working Party.
M - Oh, it would have to be seeing the creek now to what it was in earlier days ... and
what even the land here was. It was just farmland and it wasn't very well kept because it
always used to flood and things like that.

The improvement of the site from a wet paddock to a wetland with native plants and tracks for
the public was his focus and this enhancement was one of the reasons he had become involved in
the first place. He felt the work being done was very rewarding and the results were obvious to
everyone. The Chairman of the Otipua Wetland Charitable Trust also felt that the restoration
effort was rewarding, but he felt that the final result was still far in the future.
L -Well, to see the project finalised to what we've visualised - it's going to be a long,

long time. And I think that it's going to be longer than the first people, than they ever
realized ... Now, I think, and I say I think because I wasn't there, I think they thought
that it would be done within the original amount of time. As it's gone on, the project
has obviously become bigger than anyone could have realized. And there have been
hiccups. But we've learned from our hiccups, and our hiccups were the planting.
Because in the time the planting has taken place, we've had, down here, we've had at
least one flood, maybe two, we've had at least one drought, maybe two, and we've
found of course, that it's very very difficult to plant natives out on their own.

Respondent L feels that although there has been progress, such as the enhancement M pointed
out, there is still a long way to go until the final result is complete - an ecologically functioning
wetland with no more human care needed. Because of a larger than original wetland and more
care needed than originally though, the restoration process is taking longer to implement than
planned. Respondent L is satisfied with this, but wanted to be clear about the continuing amount
of work that was needed at Otipua.
Two restoration professionals who are involved at Travis Wetland acknowledged the
impact of learning about restoration in the field on their work.
B - But the second phase has been the restoration and that's my professional interest as

well. And I've been pretty strongly involved in the design, I guess, of the revegetation
work here. So, and in fact, I've learned a lot of my trade by actually practicing it here,
too, and that's what a lot of people don't realise. And that's that you can learn a lot out
of books, about ecology, and also, you can observe a lot of things in a static way by
looking at vegetation patterns in the landscape.
I - I think it's taught me a lot about how to get people to understand what restoration is
and why it's important. And how the objectives are different and not get in my own
way.
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Restoration was their primary concern in their initial involvement and this continued as they
learned from the restoration efforts of each group. At times, both Respondents I and B talked of
their planting experiments through the wetland on the interview/tour, further supporting their
restoration themed involvement.
Service - To some respondents, the work and service they are doing is the most important facet
of their involvement in the wetland conservation groups. The feeling they got from helping out
in the wetland was something they enjoyed and relished.
F - Thinking from a philosophical point of view, I have a very strong feeling that you

can't just expect everything to be taken care of for you, you have to actually be
involved and put something in yourself rather than wait for them to do it for you.
N - Well, I hope to come out to more work parties, you know I like the practical work
of it, really.
R - The work days are most important to me. I feel like I'm doing something positive.

Through their involvement, these interviewees felt that they were actively and "positively"
participating in the group through their efforts at the work days/parties. Respondent F's idea that
one cannot expect to be taken care of by others, but instead have to "put something in yourself'
could summarise this group.
The Chairman of the Friends of the Otipua Wetland really enjoyed working towards a goal
and reaping the rewards of his labour. His hard work on planting and creating tracks had led to
acknowledgement from others, which he referred to as "kudos".
H - Well, I'm creating something as I say, and I like the kudos from people who stop
and say, "Gee, this is great!" or "I didn't know this was here!" or "Look how it's grown
injust 12 months!" That kudos is a great thing. And I'm like Bob Hope and all the rest
of those people, they kept on getting chosen and performing, and they never wanted any
money because they were multi-millionaires, and they never had to work, but they went
on performing for the simple reason- was the kudos and the [clapped loudly]. And I
always say "Thanks fellas, you've done a wonderful job today and I'm proud of you,
and I expect to see you tomorrow morning."

The recognition of his service by others was extremely important to Interviewee H, although he
was not interested in getting paid or monetary rewards.
As part of the position of facilitator of the Otipua groups, Respondent D cited the most
important aspect of his involvement first as applying for funding from various organisations.
D - You've got nothing if you haven't got funds. I have several applications away for

funding for the next two years.

He considers his service role to be the most important aspect of his involvement because the
funds paid for the manager as well as the plants and machinery hire, etc. His role and
involvement was of crucial importance to the rest of the Otipua groups.
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Comparison between Travis and Otipua wetland groups
When beginning this section of the data summary, I had thought that participants from
Travis would be more likely to identify restoration as the most important aspect due to the
regularity of the work days and the ecological focus of most of the interviews. When tallying up
the responses, I was surprised to learn that more interviewees had recognised group involvement
as the most important aspect of their involvement. This does make sense, however, when
considering the structure and consistent regime of the workdays. Participants in the Travis
Wetland Trust are comfortable in the knowledge that on the third Saturday of every month,
they'll be able to catch up with friends and do some work towards the restoration of the wetland.
Also, most of these participants had spent several years with the Trust and had grown to know
the other members quite well on a personal level. They referred to each other and individual
projects or a "lesson" that was taught quite often, and interviews were full of stories about their
shared experiences.
Participants from Otipua were more restoration focused, which surprised me. I had
originally thought that the service theme would have been stronger within the responses. This
restoration focus could be explained by the lack of group structure, and the varied membership of
the participants in this study, between the Otipua Wetland Charitable Trust and the Friends of the
Otipua Wetland. Although they probably knew several of the other interviewees, I think only the
facilitator was familiar with everyone with whom I spoke. There is a division between the Trust
and the Friends group in that the Friends group does the large majority of the work in the field,
the restoration effort, while the Trust members are primarily concerned with the financial
management of the Trust. The employee of the Trust, Respondent G, would not comment on the
. conflicts between the Trust and the Friends except to say that they did exist. Several
interviewees from the Friends group did not want their comments about the Trustees to be
recorded, and I complied with their requests, but it is sufficient to say'they were aggrieved about
the lack of participation from the Trust members.
The former leader of the Working Party, and the Chairman of the Trust were not
apologetic for the lack of group structure and cohesiveness in the Friends group. They explained
that this allowed people to decide for themselves when to come and what to do, and this freedom
was part of the reason the restoration effort was so successful. As a consequence, the Friends
group was not close-knit, although some people identified friends/cliques within it, such as "The
Last of the Summer Wines". Named after the British television comedy, this group was
composed of four or five older men who are "stooped and old and wrinkled and skinny and full
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of fun!" explained Participant D. They are described as "regulars" from the Friends group, who
come in their free time and help out a great deal. Otherwise, no connection besides that of caring
for the wetland itself seemed to exist among the interviewees.
7.3 Participants' opinion on involvement
Participants were often enthusiastic to share their opinion on why people were involved or
not involved in community groups, such as those for the two wetlands. Respondent L expressed
a very interesting typology of people who get involved in community groups, this specific case
being the wetland conservation groups. He used his involvement and leadership on many
different organisations as the basis for his explanation for "community-minded people":
I think that, generally speaking, that if you went through any committee, or Trust, you'll
find the same sorts of people on them. And they are the sorts of people that will be
community-minded and they will join and put their names forward to school committees,
wetlands you name it. I'm not saying that they won't try to be in everything, but those are
the sorts you get. Urn, and you'll see that in communities, especially country
communities, urn, and you'll see it in town communities too, but especially country
communities. (Interviewee L)

People who wanted to help the community were more likely to devote time and energy to their
cause of choice, whatever it may be. He identified the underlying reasons for involvement as
associated with this community-orientated mindset:
But I think I did answer what sort of people get involved - it's the community spirited
people. And urn, I think you'll fmd, generally speaking, when you interview all these
sorts of organizations around the world. The underlying reasons will be generally the
same; that I'm interested in helping the community, or helping other people or
whatever. And I notice some people just see certain things as their interest, as long as
people have an interest, that's the main thing. (Interview L)

To Participant L, it was not the wetland that generated interest in the community; it was a
. specific group of people in the community that generated interest in the wetland. In other words,
he believes the cause is not as important as the involvement for the cause.
Several interviewees gave varying reasons why people were not involved in the wetland
groups. Participant I explained that "getting off your ass and meeting a lot of strange people ...
and just doing something physical, isn't really a Kiwi thing." He attributed the low involvement
from Travis Wetland's neighbours as a cultural characteristic that people found difficult to break
from. Would this suggest that those who are involved are not Kiwi, or do not identify
themselves with this culture? The fact that the vast majority of the participants of this research
are New Zealand- born citizens, if not Cantabrians, would suggest that this is not the case.
Interviewee 0 simply summarised that "not many people are interested in this type of work."
Wetlands are not valued by the majority of the population, and therefore, they didn't involve
94

themselves. Respondent Q's response seemed to agree with this view. People are just "too busy
nowadays" and Travis Wetland will always been known as "the swamp- it's just a place that's
old and nobody's interested in it" (Interviewee Q). This negative perception could be ascribed to
lack of education of the importance of wetlands, or simply being unaware there are so few
remaining in New Zealand. Chapter 7 will discuss the advocacy and educational role ofthe
wetland conservation groups in more detaiL
7.4 Participants' perceptions of the group to the wetland
In the course of most interviews, participants were asked "How much of a difference do
you feel the (wetland conservation group) had made?" This question was not asked of the first
two interviews because it was left off the interview sheet. However, the survey sheet was
amended and the rest of the participants were very willing to answer. This question was
designed to display the agency the individuals in the group felt about the group as a whole. That
is to say, the question asked how influential people felt the group was in the context of
protecting, conserving and restoring the wetland.
Most respondents felt that the group had made a positive difference. At times, my question
was greeted with an almost incredulous tone, as if to imply I hadn't been paying attention to the
wetland and their action during the interview. Interviewees usually included an illustration of
the difference that they believed had been made.
D - To this site? Of course. It was a paddock with some cattle grazing on it. And now

it isn't. It's what you see and there'll be a difference made yet.
H - Oh, yeah! Well, I hope so; otherwise I've wasted a whole hell of a lot of time and

substance.
1- Oh yeah.
L - Well, I think we've made great strides.
Q -Well, there is a difference because it's more ... What's the word ... Yeah, restored's
the word I'm looking for. It was just a wet grassland with a few willows around it, and
it probably wasn't very interesting.
R - There's been a huge difference. Mairehau Rd and blackberry bushes there were one
of my first projects for the Trust. Now there are the Millennium plantings, the
boardwalk and the complete Wetland Walk around the entire wetland.

These participants' responses focused around the physical and ecological difference in the
wetland as a habitat and ecosystem. They affirmed that a difference in the wetland had
"definitely" been made since they had been involved. Respondent F, however, referred to the
difference in the community's education and involvement level since she had initially became
active in the Travis Wetland Trust.
F - Yeah, I would saw so, it's made a huge difference in the actual wetland, but as far as

the community goes, people certainly have a lot more respect for the area than they did
in the past.
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This participant's focus was on the difference made in the community which is an interesting
interpretation of the vague question. Another participant discussed the recreational use of the
Otipua wetland by the people of Timaru is his response.
P - Oh, probably, use has been picking up. There's a lot of school groups, well, sorryjust about every primary school in Timaru comes down here, at least once every
year ... And also the public use by Timaru has been picking up quite a lot and from that
point of view, we are satisfied that we are providing a community asset which was not
here previously.

The use of the wetland for education and recreation had increased since his involvement, and
therefore a difference had been made .by the Otipua groups. The inference is that by enhancing
and restoring the Otipua Wetland, the community were more inclined to visit and use the
wetland. This difference was noticeable to the participant. A former chairman of the Working
Party, now known as the Friends of the Otipua Wetland, attributed this difference to the efforts
of his group, and some distinct individuals within it.
P - Well, as I say, if it wasn't for the Working Party, I don't think it [the restoration of
the wetland] would have ever happened, they started it. And it sort of just continued on.
That was started and carried on, and I don't think it would have been worth as it is today
eve, with the help of [the previous Chairman and partner]. They were real advocates for
it. That was the biggest part of the wetlands. And now we have [current Chairman], if
we didn't have someone dedicated ... it's a big job!

He attributed the success and difference made to the Otipua Wetland to the "dedicated"
individuals who had led the Working Party, and so the restoration efforts. Individuals were also
acknowledged within the Travis Wetland Trust. When asked about the difference made by the
Trust, Respondent E had trouble distinguishing the efforts of the Trust from those of individuals.
E - Yes, I have, it has. But how, it's hard to say, but it has made a difference. For
example the booklet that's being produced. [Participant C] first initiated it, I think and
we applied to Banrock Wineries ... Planting, infrastructure .. .I think my problem is that
I'm thinking of what individuals are doing instead of the Trust as a whole.

Although he could assert that a difference had been made at the wetland by the Trust, Participant
E could not get past the individual contributions that were made by his peers. He went on to
acknowledge some examples of differences that had been made such as the Wetland Walk and
the involvement of school groups in restoration efforts.
Only one participant did not respond with an enthusiastic affirmation. Her reasoning was
that community awareness could be improved and education needed to be continued.

c - I can't really answer that, and they need to continue pressure .. .I think again, the
Trust needs to made sure that, you know, we've saved the swamp, but now we need to
make it accessible to people and restore it and we just can't leave it to sit here and have
people coming in here without any clear guidelines- where to go and what to see. So I
think the community is an extremely important part of the Trust.
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The community was an essential component of the "swamp" to Interviewee C, and she thought
that much more work needed to be done to educate and inform the people of Christchurch. Part
of her plan for this was the publishing of a field guide or guide book for visitors to read through
as they walked the Wetland Walk, which was released on the 2nd of February, 2005.
In summary, most responses to the question of difference made at the wetlands were
enthusiastic and positive. The majority focused on the restoration work and the physical
difference to the wetland, but a number of responses focused on the community level of
involvement and education. Individuals were acknowledged within the whole of the group.
Only one response was not positive, and stated the need for continued vigilance and educational
efforts.
7.5 Summary
This chapter's focus was on the triggers for participation by the individuals within the
wetland conservation groups. First, an analysis of their positions within the groups was
discussed. This was to better the understanding of how people see their role within the group.
Most participants in this research currently held, or had held, an official position within the
groups. There were, however, four participants who considered their position as "just"
volunteers essential to the workings of the groups, whether by doing general maintenance or by
filling a special niche. The participants' identification of the most important aspect of their
involvement was also scrutinized in order to see what their participation meant to them, and so
their reasons for involving themselves. Three themes emerged from the data: group involvement,

restoration and service. Travis Wetland Trust respondents most identified with group
. involvement, while Otipua Wetland groups' members acknowledged restoration. Overall,
however, more participants had the theme of restoration in their response, but not by a
significant margin. Due to the similar number of responses, it is easier to conclude that
restoration and involvement are more important than service, overall. During the course of the
interview, several participants gave interesting opinions about people who involve themselves
with these causes and why people do or don't get involved. This was extremely interesting to the
overall perspective of the research. The final section looked at the participants' perception of
their group to the wetland. This was designed to determine the personal agency felt within the
group. Most members in this research felt that a positive change had taken place in the physical
environment at the wetland as a direct result of the efforts of the group. Several interviewees
also talked of the difference made in the community, and the contribution of individuals to the
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group as a whole. Only one interviewee felt that more work needed to be done than had been
completed already.
Chapter Eight will discuss the advocacy aspects of the wetland conservation groups, while
the data gathered and discussed in this chapter, as well as the previous and following ones, will
be scrutinised with direct links to the theory in Chapter Nine.
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Chapter 8 - Advocacy in Wetland Protection Groups
"We've saved the swamp but now we need to make it more accessible to people and
restore it and we just can't leave it to sit here ... "
Participant C, discussing the next course of action for the Travis Wetland Trust
This chapter addresses the final two research questions:
How do the Travis Wetland Trust and the Otipua Wetland groups advocate for wetlands?
What roles do governments play in this advocacy?
I will first discuss participants' definitions of advocacy and how they believe the general public
advocated for wetlands. In this way, 11 definition of advocacy can be the foundation for this
chapter. Next, an illustration of how they as individuals advocate will be examined, followed by
an investigation of how each group advocates. Finally, I will look at the role the government
representatives play in each of the wetland conservation groups and what the participants think
of this involvement.
8.1 Definitions and Practices of Advocacy
In chapter three, some definitions of advocacy were explained. The Concise Oxford
Dictionary (1995) defines advocacy as "To plead for another; to support, recommend or speak in
favour of a particular cause" (Thompson 1995, p.62). Other common definitions include: "To
empower" (Benjamin 1994, p.16) and "to promote everything favourable to his [or her] cause
and criticize anything that benefits the rival cause" (Dewatripont et a11999, p.32). A common
theme in the above definitions is that of action. It appears that advocacy implies doing
something for, promoting, supporting a cause. This action entails the changing of behaviour,
. attitudes, values, and beliefs.

Participant definitions
Participants in this study used varying definitions of advocacy. When asked, "Do you
consider yourself an advocate for the wetland?" some respondents were unclear about the
definition of advocacy. When they asked me to define it for them, I generally answered that it
meant to promote and support something. In hindsight, perhaps it would have been better to
have one of the definitions above on hand to quote. At other times, however, I asked them to
define it for me, so a clear picture of their understanding could be attained.
Their definitions of advocacy varied, although most kept to the 'promote', or support
theme.
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A - Oh, it's just to get across to the people, the public, your values or your issues that
affect the cause and it's promoting those to your audience, I suppose.
E - .. .1 am an advocate in terms of I'm more than happy to talk to people about it and,
given the right conversation, I'll tell people about it.
J - Anyone who's passionate about it will let other people know that it's here and then
they can come and have a look here.
L - Well, it would be that we support wetlands in general.
N - To promote.
Q - An advocate? What's that? QJ - It's someone who promotes, don't they?

Communication about the wetlands was common in definitions of advocacy, as were the words
'promote' and 'support'. For Participant B, the connotation of advocacy was challenging to his
status as a professional restoration ecologist. He objected to the characterization of 'advocate' in
scientific circles.
B - Well, of course, that label is rather difficult for a scientist because we go to
Environment Court hearings and things, and if you are accused of being an advocate,
you are basically blown out of the water because you are basically- well, scientists are
supposed to be objective observers and just provide information. While I
philosophically don't believe in that, I don't believe anyone can be objective, scientists
included. And of course, there are ways that you can express your views if you are
tricky about it and made it sounds like you are being objective, but fundamentally,
scientists are supporting one side or another.

In Respondent B' s experience, the role of an advocate is incompatible with the expected
objectivity of a scientist. Although he dismisses the idea that anyone can be completely
objective and without bias, he implies that he has learned ways of promoting his view in a
seemingly objective way.
General public advocacy
Asking the participants if and how the general public advocates for wetlands was an
interesting exercise. It was designed to allow for a clarification of the participants' definition of
advocacy, and to gauge their perception of public involvement in the conservation of wetlands.
Most participants responded negatively, and did not think that people valued wetlands or could
identify them properly.
C - I don't know whether they do, really, I think that their understanding of the value of
wetlands here in New Zealand and Christchurch is still way behind, but really, it's
worldwide that people haven't realised the value of wetlands. The thinking is that
they're not wetlands, they are swamps, and smelly, and you fill them in and then build
on them. I think that's something that's happened with the estuary and their value just
isn't appreciated.
I - Not at all [people do not advocate for wetlands]. They don't do anything.
P - Interesting question, that one. I don't think the public at large realises the value of
wetlands. That's my own personal view. They (pause) ... they don't see it as ... as a
landscape form. If they want to see wetlands, they go to the West Coast.
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In the eyes of these participants, because the public could not identify wetlands as places of
value, they did not appreciate and advocate for them. Most of these respondents were from
Christchurch. Some respondents, however, believed that the public could advocate for wetlands.
They thought that community support for their project was indicative of a generalised support for
wetlands everywhere.
L - I don't know. All I can say is that I think that, as far as I know, that support would

be fairly universal anywhere that people advocated wetlands, as long as it wasn't, as
long as the proposed wetland wasn't going to be somewhere that wasn't the proper
environment. This [Otipua], I think, would be a model on what a wetlands [sic] should
be. If it was a low-lying area, urn, that we bought off a next door farm, but it was an
area that was always wettish, and the Saltwater Creek that comes down here is prone to
flooding. Not flooding, that is'prone, it's actually an ideal place for a wetlands [sic]. So
when you say, about, if! understand you correctly, how would the general public react
if a whole bunch of wetlands were started up, I think that if they were in the right place,
I think the public would be supportive. I think generally, speaking, you have to be very
aware of their environment.
M - Oh, I think originally, that there wouldn't have been many for a start that knew
what was happening, but since then it's become quite well known. And uh, very very
supportive.

The view of these respondents, who were both involved at the Otipua Wetland, was that most of
the public were supportive of wetlands in general since the people of Timaru had offered them
support. The cause of this split in the perspectives of participants about public advocacy could
be the difference in direct and indirect advocacy. Generalised, inactive support for wetland
conservation work is not the same as advocacy for wetland in the direct definition of advocacy as
that of action. Supporting the wetland work of others, as Interviewees Land M explained, is not
direct advocacy because it is not active; not all people in the community come and help out at the
wetland. It could be considered indirect advocacy, however.
8.2 Individual advocacy
Participants identified many ways in which they, as individuals, advocated for their
respective wetland of interest. Their responses to the question "Do you consider yourself an
advocate?" in the interview usually required a follow-up clarification question asking "How?" or
"In what ways?" Some themes emerged through their answers, however. These included:

education, communication, and restoration. As in the last data chapters, these were not discrete,
and some participants identified more than one theme.

Education - This theme, closely related to communication, involves the actual changing of public
perceptions of wetlands as well as the knowledge of the existence of a particular wetland and its
general ecology.
E - I would stop people who are riding a bike or bringing a dog, particularly without a
harness ... and some people argue that a dog on a lead isn't going to make much of a
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difference and she won't affect anything, but yeah, well, that may be so NOW but we
are trying to recreate something special here.
J - If I saw people doing things like riding their bikes and stuff that's forbidden, I don't
know if I' d be brave enough to tackle them, but I'd like to.
R - The more people are here and know about it; the easier it is to procure funding.
Education and appreciation is important, because it's part of Christchurch's natural
heritage, how Christchurch used to look.

All of these respondents were from the Travis Wetland Trust. Interviewees E and J saw the
enforcement of the no dogs and cyclists rule as important in order to educate the public about the
unique ecosystem. This would make it easier for future restoration efforts to be protected, and so
people needed to be educated. Respondent R saw education as related to funding and the
continuation of the preservation of natural heritage. The education of the public could also
include the development of an affective relationship with the wetland, perhaps mediated by a
relationship with a human influence at the wetland (i.e. a friend or family member active in the
wetland conservation group).

Communication - Respondents clearly felt that it was within their duty as advocates to promote
the wetland to friends, family and co-workers by talking about it. In this way, they hoped to
encourage more people to visit and even to participate in the workdays.
E - I think I could do more in terms of telling people about the wetland, but I am an
advocate in terms of I'm more than happy to talk to people about it and, given the right
conversation, I'll tell people about it. Not that I get that many more people coming to
the working bees as a result, but ... maybe in time.
F - Telling people about what I'm doing, mentioning, I often use Travis Wetland as an
example of various things in my work situation ... Encouraging people to use the
facilities there, the education centre is a lovely place to have workshops and meetings
and that sort of thing.
G - Sure. If you were to ask me what we do, I couldn't say because I'm here just
planting and taking care of the plants, but I tell people about it and what I do.
J - I tell everybody I know it's there and to come have a look. A friend «arne to visit
me a couple of months ago and I told him about the work and he didn't even know it
was there, so I said "come have a look." ... My brother came to visit me a few weeks ago
and we walked the whole route of the new walkway and he hadn't ever done that
before.
K - Yes, yes, I would consider myself that. And I arrange for people to come
down ... these are groups that I'm a member of and I organise them up from time to time
and saw "right, we're going down there on a Saturday afternoon or a Sunday
afternoon", weather permitting [laughs].

Participants felt that an integral part of their advocacy for the wetland involved telling people
about the wetland and encouraging others to come - even if it meant arranging for visitors to
have a personal tour of the wetland.
The duty to communicate to others was seen to have limits, however, which implies
Interviewee Q saw limits to his personal advocacy. After defining an advocate as "someone who
promotes", he wanted to clarify his advocacy role in the interview.
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Q - Yeah, I like to see it promoted, to see people come visit it ...
Q1- We try to get people interested in it.
Q - But I don't think I'd try to go overboard to try to push it too hard. Like, I'm not
interested in getting involved in, like putting up stands, like Trees for Canterbury and
things like that. They have their days where they have a stand and they have days
where everyone comes in for information but I'm not interested in that. I like to get
out there ... [motions towards wetland]
TS - And get your hands dirty?
Q - Yeah, yeah.

Although Q and QI were willing to communicate their involvement to people and encourage
them to come visit, they were not interested in having information kiosks about the wetland.
They felt this would be going "overboard", while there were other, more important things to do,
such as restoration work.
Participant C saw a niche for herself, as well as a few others, within the communication
theme: that of liaison between the Travis Wetland Trust and the Christchurch City Council. This
enabled her to communicate and advocate for the wetland to government agencies, a more
powerful audience:
C - I also see myself as a liaison between the Council and the Trust. There's quite a
few others of us in that role, and it's quite interesting when you look at the Travis
Wetland Trust, how many of us are employed by the local government or elected to
local government. .. and the crowning successes that we have achieved. So this
incredible knowledge and wealth comes into the Trust because of our other networking
abilities and other jobs. And one of the incredible benefits of the Trust is the positive
people that you meet and the value of networking.

"Networking" was her term for being able to communicate to the Council through the Trust.
Being able to meet other people and share knowledge was also a strength, and she attributed the
success of the Trust to this ability to inter-communicate.

Restoration - For a few respondents, advocacy entailed the restoration of the wetland through
. their work. The improvement of the wetlands' native habitat, as well as the public's
appreciation, was an indication of their work as an advocate.
H - Last two years, I've put in over 1600 hours; I'm doing 20 hours a week here now.

And it's been out of my own pocket. I put in that bridge there and the concrete here
and I brought in the tractor there.
L - Well, I think it's to show people that, that what was here [on] this strip of land
before European settlement. And it won't be like this, but a lot of the coastal strip on
the East Coast of Canterbury was marshy, it's been drained. Not necessarily around
here, but the flora and fauna's gone because of development. So we've got this little
area, which is about 60 acres if I remember rightly, that's going to be urn, an example
of what was here and being close to the city, it's a great tool to have because people
can walk through at their leisure. Not a lot of wetlands around ...
N - Yes, I would [consider myself an advocate], yes. You know, I think wetlands are
important, you know, for ecological reasons. In New Zealand ... traditionally, swamps
have been drained and turned into farmland.
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These participants view their effort as their advocacy because the work has brought about a
change in the wetland; to some the change is in the 'enhancement' of bridges and tracks, to
others, it's in the ecology of the wetland.
Several interviewees recognised the efforts of individuals within their groups for their
advocacy. The first Chairman of the Working Party for the Otipua Wetland acknowledged the
hard work and talent of the chairmen who succeeded him, now that the group is known as the
Friends of the Otipua Wetland.
M - That was started and carried on and I don't think it would have been worth as it is
today even, without the help of [former chairman and partner]. They were real
advocates for it. That was the biggest part of the wetlands. And now we have [current
chairman] pushing things along, if we didn't have someone dedicated, gosh ... because
it's a big job!

These individuals were identified as "real advocates" for the Otipua wetland by Respondent M
because of their commitment and hard work at the wetland. He believes this dedication is the
"biggest part of the wetlands", which can be interpreted as the most important part of the wetland
cause. In his view, they were advocates for the wetland to the community as well as to other
group members.
8.3 Group advocacy
Travis Wetland Trust
Although advocacy was identified by the Chairman as being in the Travis Wetland Trust's
objectives, the Trust Deed identifies the objectives as follows:
a. To protect and enhance the area known as Travis Wetland (also known as
Travis Swamp) and the indigenous flora andfauna which inhabit it; and
b. To develop Travis Wetland (also known as Travis Swamp) as a recreational,
educational and scientific reserve (Participant E)
Although advocacy was not mentioned specifically, as an objective, the respondents gave several
examples of how the Trust advocates for wetlands:
A - Well, I guess whenever there's an issue affecting the wetland, the Trust will engage
with it to the relevant Council staff or how it affects them.
B - Oh, sure, our objectives state that we are, in a sense, an advocate for the native
plants and animals of the wetland. And providing recreation opportunities for people
who enjoy those things ... well, part of the function of the Board is to make submissions
or call on things outside of Travis Wetland when we feel we've got something useful to
say and at the AGM. Like weed strategies and that sort of thing.
I - Yeah. [By] Just being here. Meeting people and ... they [Trust members] might not
be able to tell you much about restoration but they certainly appreciate the value of a
wetland.
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R - We make submissions on ECanlCCC plans. The publication of the guidebook,

which will have overall wetland information as well as specific information on Travis,
is part of our education campaign.

Participants believed that making submissions to local government initiatives, providing a
natural habitat for plants and animals, a recreational resource of people and increasing public
awareness about wetlands was part of the Travis Wetland Trust's advocacy. Education and
communication were certainly tools for advocacy from their perspective. Interviewee C saw the
wealth of individual talent part of the overall Trust's advocacy campaign.

c - It varies from individual to individual and the various groups within it. Some
people it's just on the ground stuff and improving the ecology, restoring the wetland.
So one group is restoration and in my case, it's through publications and publicity, and
like I said, the field guide we are preparing is part of that. And obviously it'11 be a great
way of interpreting the wetland and relating it to national and international global issues
of wetlands. Urn, it's a really important function of Travis particularly because it's one
of the few urban wetlands locally. We as a group make submissions on plans, and
strategies and regional plans and resource consents in the area, and in that way we
advocate for those values of the wetland and maintaining the integrity of it. So that's
probably three ways.
Participant C identifies three methods of advocacy for the Trust: restoration, publicity and
making submissions. This is similar to the themes of advocacy definitions in the previous
section (Section 8.2). Restoration was included in my analysis, but publicity could be identified
with either communication, as both are promoting the wetland to the public, or with education, as
both are attempting to change the public's awareness of Travis Wetland. Her third method of
"making submissions on plans and strategies" could be related to communication as well in that
they are both ways of making the Trust's values and priorities known.
Not everyone thought that the Trust was doing everything it could to advocate .
. Respondent F believed that more "forceful" methods were needed to raise awareness in the
community.
F - Perhaps not as forcefully as could be done. Partly it's because the situation's
evolving and a few years ago there was very little to look at. But even since the
Information Centre, the Bird Hides been there, although a lot of people know about it,
whenever someone goes there that hadn't really been there before, they are always
really surprised at the stuff that's there. So I guess we're not really getting out the
message that there's [sic] all sorts of exciting thing happening there, and people should
go and have a look.

Interviewee F's perception is that too many people are surprised at the progress that has been
made at Travis and this indicates a lack of publicity about the work and restoration that has
occurred there. When pressed if more publicity should be conducted, she responded that the
problem lay with the Trust itself, "Also, some people on the Trust don't really like the public."
This, in her eyes, was due to the vandalism and lack of concern that had been paid to the
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Wetland. So it was almost a 'catch-22'; people on the Wetland Trust did not like the public
because the public did not appreciate the wetland, but she believed the public would not
appreciate to the wetland without more Trust interaction with them.
Two participants linked advocacy for the wetland to the community to education and
believed that greater awareness of wetlands would lead to active advocacy by the general public.
B - You'd like to think that the future of the planet is going to depend on people making
decisions about their behaviour and their life by what they value. And so, to be able to
experience the environment hopefully does give people improved understanding of
ecological processes which will hopefully feed into their daily lives and also into their
political decisions .. .1 hope more advocacy by behaviour, you know, you vote with your
feet basically ...
C - It's part of the hierarchy of understanding before you can get participation and
collaboration, and I forget the fourth scale, but education and understanding has to
happen before anyone can get further involved. I think that's t4e Trust's role is to, now,
I think it's taken a while and we're still very focused on restoration and building
infrastructure but we need to- Well, there's always been some education happening but
it's been quite focused towards schools and now we need to focus on public, community
education.

The Travis Wetland Trust was part of the movement to educate people about their environment,
hence improving their understanding, which wi11lead eventually to greater advocacy.
Respondent B had a broad view into the future in which people who appreciated the
environment, would be more likely to change their behaviour and act on their values. These
actions correspond to the formal definitions of advocacy. Participant C believed that more could
be done to educate the community and this should be a focus for the Trust.
Otipua groups
The Otipua Wetland Charitable Trust is the financial, official body that manages the
restoration efforts for the Otipua Wetland, including the Friends of the Otipua Wetland. The
Trust Deed outlines the objective of the Trust as such:
To replace, develop, improve, or enhance part of the historic Otipua Wetland, Saltwater
Creek, Timaru for
a) the benefit of the native flora and fauna environments and
b) for the recreational and educational use by the people ofSouth Canterbury and visitor's
to the district. (OWCT 1997, p.2)
The Otipua Trust does not label advocacy as one of its aims, similarly to the Travis
Wetland Trust. Nevertheless, when broached in the interview, members of the Trust identified
several different ways in which the Trust advocated.
G - Yeah ... [The Trust advocates] by sponsoring everything here, I'd say. Just by all
the work being done.
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L - Hypothetically, if we were asked as a Trust to give information and support to a new

wetland that was going to be set up, and the people who were setting up wanted to know
our experiences, we would be very forthcoming in giving our experiences.

Restoration, again, was a theme in identifying ways the Otipua Wetland Charitable Trust
advocated, as was supporting other wetlands through the sharing of information.
A former Chairman of the Trust, however, did not believe the Trustees were advocates, and
instead identified the Friends of the Otipua Wetland (formerly known as the Working Party) as
the "true" advocates for the wetland.
P - There are only six members of the Trust. They are professionals in their own right,
whilst they don't advocate specifically for the Otipua Wetland, they are responsible for
managing the Otipua Wetland Trust. The people on the Working Party, on the other
hand, are the doers and shakers and they're absolutely vital. They actually produce the
results on the ground ... Oh yes [they are advocates]. Most of the Working Party, I
would say ALL on the working party, are true advocates of wetlands in general.

The Friends group, with a large number of people involved in the on-the-ground restoration
work, were advocates because of their actions for the wetland in his perspective. In contrast, the
Trust were only managers for the Wetland, and Interviewee P did not consider them to be
advocates. Respondent M, the first Chairman of the Working Party, agreed with this view and
thought the progress of the Friends group could be attributed to the number of different
perspectives that were taken into account.
M - And the group itself has developed and everyone's got on so well together and

there's been give and take and everything. And that was marvellous, because, as you
can appreciate, Forest and Bird and Fish and Game, we've all got different approaches,
but you know, in the way that everyone accepts it for and one another. It's been a great
experience to be involved in ... lfwe didn't have the Working Party, the wetland
wouldn't exist now, you know, because they started it, and it just carried on.

Again, the Working Party is attributed with making the area into a wetland and this makes them
advocates, in Participant M's eyes. When asked about how the Friends group advocates, the
responses from members were often connected to public awareness.
H - Oh, we haven't really gone really public yet; I trust that we won't really advertise
until we've got it going. Otherwise, we'll bring people down on false pretences. They
may thing "oh, it's the eighth wonder of the world" but in reality, it's not brilliant but
we hope to put out a public notice in about a year.
K - Whilst the Friends of the Wetland might not all be here slaving away every day,
they are still very interested. Or else they wouldn't have bothered being involved. No,
they are interested and to be frank, and judging by the activities of the people who are
not actually part of the Friends group, there are those who are interested in seeing its
development. And we do get people from time to time who say something in the paper.
N - Well, by holding meetings, they have speakers and they apply to various
organisations for funds. And you know, they occasionally have an open day.

The current Chairman of the Friends, Respondent H, is cautious about his group 'advocating'; he
would prefer to wait to advertise and invite the public formally to the wetland when his vision
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for the wetland is complete. Interviewees K and N see the promise of public interaction with the
wetland through the planting days and notification through the newspapers and having speakers
at open meetings.
There is a difference between the perceived advocacy methods of the two Otipua groups.
The Trust is seen as preserving the land and supporting the work being done at the wetland as
well as at other hypothetical wetlands. However, at least one participant did not believe the
Trustees were advocates at all, and instead labelled the Friends group, those who are the "doers
and shakers" as Interviewee P referred to them, as advocates. In his perspective, the Friends
group does the restoration work and the improvement of the wetland can be completely
attributed to them. Members of the Friends group preferred to link advocacy to increasing public
awareness by having community involvement or public meetings or putting out a public notice.
8.4 Governmental role in groups
Both the Travis Wetland Trust and the Otipua Wetland Charitable Trust have a working
relationship with the local government in their respective cities. This section will focus on the
participants' perspective of each relationship. The perceived role of the governmental
representative within the groups will also be discussed. A consideration of the difference
between local and national government responsibilities to wetlands will conclude the data
analysis.

Relationship between Travis Wetland Trust and Christchurch City Council
The relationship between the Travis Wetland Trust and Christchurch City Council was
described as "very good" (Respondent C and Q) and "very positive" (Interview B). But there is
.no Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) to guide and structure the relationship, which was
mentioned by Interviewees A and C. The overall outlook towards wetlands by the City Council
was described by Participant C as positive, and she attributed that to the presence of wetlands in
the city.

c - I think that at the local government level, the CCC, I think that the awareness is
there ... but I think that's partly because of Travis, Bexley and the Estuary, people are
starting to become aware of wetlands and try to protect them.
The Council contractors, however, were not looked upon favourably by several of the
participants. The Council has a responsibility to maintain several of the walks that surround the
wetland, but are not actually located within the Park's perimeter. He believed the contract
maintenance crew had clipped and sprayed several native plantings to near-death. Respondent I,
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a professional restoration ecologist, expressed his frustration in the interview as we walked
through this section.
1- Glacientius. They're almost gone. But they've killed all the kowhai, all the totara,
most of the kahikatea, just through their maintenance programme. You can't tell them to
stop it- well, you can tell them to stop it; do you think they'd listen?
TS - Have there been attempts to educate them ...
1- Oh Yes! Yelling and screaming! ... You can tell that it's all dead- sprayed off.
Especially here. This is a bad patch ... Now this is part of what City Care maintains, and
they don't understand that keeping it tidy, isn't necessarily what we're looking for in
terms of ecology. So what they're doing is, you'll see a lot of seedlings of native plants,
but they'll keep spraying them off. Just to keep the path nice and clean and make it
look pretty like the gardens. And it's a terrible look you can see. I hope they're not
being paid well ...

Although the Council itself and its representative to the Wetland, John Skilton, City Ranger,
were seen in a positive light by participants, the maintenance crew contracted to take care of
some surrounding areas was not. In Interviewee I's perspective, these workers were not
educated in how to take care of native plantings and the wetland would be in much better shape
ifhe was able to get a contract to do the spraying instead. However, the majority of participants
from Travis had nothing but praise for the City Council.

Relationship between Otipua groups and ECan/ Timaru District Council
Most respondents in the Otipua groups were more than willing to recognise the
contribution Environment Canterbury (BCan or the Regional Council) had given in the early
days of the wetland.
D - ECan are astonishingly supportive- I shouldn't say astonishingly because this kind

of proj ect falls within their brief. But they are. Very supportive. They supported me
after all, to do the job that I do over the past few years. And they continue their interest
and support.
K - ECan's important in the overall scheme of things. The management and everything
else. They give us, not necessarily monetary support. But support of our projects ... No,
we need ECan and the encouragement and support from ECan, of course, that's a most
important aspect. .. Without their voice, we would have urn, well, we'd have a harder
job. Public acceptance. You have to battle with ECan if you want to throw stones at the
project, you know what I mean? We've got a strong, supporting relationship with them.
P - This project, to be fair, would've never gotten off the ground if it hadn't been for
Canterbury Regional Council who, in the first place, donated us with thirty thousand
dollars, twenty-five thousand dollars which was earmarked for the purchase ofland.
And five thousand dollars for fencing ... That particular donation was, as I say, critical to
this particular project even getting started ... Never understate their contribution to be
sure, they've been great.

Environment Canterbury was seen as a supportive partner to the Otipua groups, especially to
those who had been involved since the beginning of the project (Interviewees D, P). Respondent
K had not been involved in the initial purchase of the land and so perhaps did not realise the
financial contributions that had already been made by ECan, when he said they did not give
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"monetary support" as outlined by Participant P. Although "astonishing", the support of ECan
was seen as "critical".
The Timaru District Council, in contrast, was portrayed in some of the interviews as
supportive but not contributing to the same level as the Regional Council.
M - And the city, the District Council, are now very supportive of walking tracks and
things like that. .. they haven't contributed very much to the wetland - they are still very
supportive.
P - The Timaru District Council, to give them due credit, when they came on in 1990
after the amalgamation oflocal government, they wanted to see a better approach to the
southern part of the city. And that was the initiation process.

The District Council was seen as supportive in the initial process of cleaning up Saltwater Creek
and supportive of the walking tracks and recreation opportunities the wetland now offered. At
the same time, disdain was shown for the District Council's focus on improving the local
economy instead of preserving natural habitats such as wetlands.
P - There are very few local government, you know, district councils, who get involved
in wetland projects. They'll get involved in particularly commercial wealth in their
town, readily.

According to this participant, wetlands were not seen by local governments to be good
investments; or at least, not as rewarding as improving commercial wealth in their town.
Therefore, Participant P did not think that on-the-ground conservation responsibilities should
ever lie solely with district councils. However, Respondent H believed that the Timaru District
Council had subsidies from the ratepayer, and the wetland would have been restored much
quicker if they had been involved.
H - I'd love to see this walk with reversed roles. If this land was owned by the district
council, it would have been developed to its full potential. No problem. Because they'd
have dipped into the local ratepayers' pockets, and they could throw $100,000 at this
and pay 10-15 men to work eight hours a day, six days a week.

He believed that more money would have been supplied to support the restoration had the
District Council been in charge of the Otipua Wetland. But since it was a private Trust in
charge, the local government had withdrawn much of their support.
The Otipua groups saw the Regional Council, ECan, as being extremely supportive of their
efforts at the wetland. The Timaru District Council, in contrast, was perceived by the
participants as not being as supportive and not having wetland conservation as a priority.
Government Representatives
Government representatives as individuals drew nothing but praise from the participants.

Their role in each case study was very different. Travis Wetland is a part of the Christchurch
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City Park system and so has a ranger specifically assigned to take care of it. John Skilton, the
City Ranger solely responsible for the Travis Wetland Nature Heritage Park at the time of this
study, described his role with the Trust as "work[ing] with the Trust to acheive the management
plan goals and liaise between the Greenspace Unit of the Council over planning and budgeting
with the Trust." As a liaison, John Skilton hoped that the Trust saw him as part of a mutually
supportive relationship.
IS - I hope they see me as being supportive of what they want and how they want to
achieve it. I don't think they see me as their leader - I think we all work as a team and
everyone has an equal part. Given that I'm on site all the time, there is a difference
between that and coming every so often - once a month. But having said that, they are
also here in their own time between workdays and meetings. So I see them as the
guardians, the eyes and ears of the place. They are often here after hours when I'm not
here. So there's that relationship as well. Some of them live locally so they are passing
by and seeing what's going on.

With both parties, the Trust and John Skilton representing the Council, acting as "guardians" for
the wetland, they are able to build an "equal" relationship on trust and security. When asked
about advocacy, John Skilton expressed his belief that advocacy is largely about education, and
this entailed an important part of his job, but a large portion of the Trust's responsibilities.
IS - Without the Trust advocating for the protection of Travis Wetland ten years or so
ago, there wouldn't have been a Travis Wetland ... I think the most important part of my
job is working with people and generating trust and establishing relationships, and
trying to do that; and it's more people work than most people would realise in the
Ranger job .. .I don't think people [in the Trust] would expect a huge amount of
recognition, it's not about that for them. It's about improving the wetland and
improving native biodiversity in the city and wider world. Advocacy is an important
part of my position. The regional parks ranger team and the LEOTC funded
environmental educators run educational programmes linked to the school curriculum at
several parks, including Travis Wetland. This would be my main advocacy role, as well
as the school children we also have the captive audience of their teachers and parents. I
pass stories about the wetland project to our Council media team to include in the local
papers and also produce the joint Travis Wetland Newsletter.

Although John Skilton admitted an important part of his job was advocating for the wetland,
such as generating pUblicity, he believed that the true advocates for the wetland were the Trust
members, whose primary concern was the wetland itself. Interviewee E disagreed, however, and
stated that he believes advocacy for Travis Wetland lay with the City Ranger as the government
representative and not with the Trust itself.
E - I don't think we do so much advocacy work as such. I mean, we do pamphlets, but
John, I think, as Park Ranger, he does more in advertising the Wetland Walk opening or
advertising plantings days and such. I mean, the Trust organises those events, but the
Trust doesn't publicise them. John does most of that. Working as a Park Ranger rather
than a trustee.
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According to Interviewee E, John advertised and publicised the events of the Trust, and so the
advocacy role fell to his shoulders. The Travis Wetland Trust merely organised the events,
although later in the interview, Respondent E admitted that he considered the soon-to-bepublished guidebook to be advocacy, and the Trust acted as an advocate for the wetland since it
was designed to educate people about the wetland.
The role of Environment Canterbury's representative in the Otipua groups was much less
obvious. Although ECan had a role in the initial beginnings of the Otipua Wetland, they no
longer fund a formal coordinator. Nigel Buttery, the Resource Care Officer for the Otipua
Wetland, described his role at this established stage as simply being an organiser for the
newsletter.
NB - They sort of come rushing in and they've got handwritten notes from so and so.
And I type it and create a newsletter. That's basically our connection with them now.

He gives several different groups this same sort of support, "publish[ing] little brochures and
packets", and describes his role for the Otipua as being "just sort of good guys". He does see
himself as an advocate, since the Resource Care group has published information which has
helped the groups do "a lot of good". The facilitator of the Otipua Wetland Charitable Trust and
the Friends group, Participant D saw Nigel Buttery as a positive and helpful influence.
D - Nigel Buttery's one- he writes and does things for us. Not on site, but he does
things for school groups and that sort of thing. It's sort of part of his extension job,
really, the job he has to do at the Regional Council.

Interviewee D saw the advocacy of the Regional Council through Nigel Buttery as useful and as
promoting the wetland to the community. This was contested by Respondent H, however, who
disputed that government agencies could advocate at all.
H - They may turn up, but the people who really matter are those on the ground. It's the
foot soldiers who do the work, like [names a few participants]. They're the ones that
come and do work. The bureaucrats don't do much but draw a big salary.

In Interviewee H's perspective, those who do the actual "on the ground" work are the people
who make a difference and can be considered advocates. In this viewpoint, advocacy is
restoration work. All those in the government were "bureaucrats" who do not contribute at all.
National Government Responsibilities
Generally, most respondents felt that local governments had a larger role to protect

wetlands under the Resource Management Act of 1991 (RMA), which is the all-encompassing
environmental legislation in New Zealand. They acknowledged the funding and support they
had gotten from their respective local councils.
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A-I think the local government has to take responsibility, you know, because of
legislation, particularly since it says in the RMA about the guidelines and so, we have to
be consistent about their policies and consider the economic impacts. So, we have had a
lot of government funding opportunities to take advantage of, grants and so forth as
well.

Because of this national legislation, local councils had to take a broader interest in environmental
concerns, and this included wetlands. However, most respondents were upset with the national
government's lack of advocacy for wetlands.
C - Well, it's part of their responsibility under the RMA. New Zealand is a signatory to
the Ramsar Convention on wetlands, so 1 think they've got to ... have a really high
priority and 1 don't think they do at the government level. And 1 don't think they've put
enough resources towards wetlands.
E - But on a national scene, very few wetlands are protected unconditionally.
Nationwide, 1 think "nature" is just up in the mountains and the forests, people don't
appreciate wetlands ... Nationally, 1 don't think wetlands are seen as important and New
Zealand is preoccupied with mountain ranges and bush forest more than they are with
wetlands.
L - They probably do [have a responsibility] in a way. And 1 suppose our
environmental minister would be the one to ask and he'd say "yes we do." ... But
[government financial support] is something to keep in reserve.
M - Oh ... 1 think they encourage it [the preservation of wetlands], but I'm not sure how
much they do. I'm not sure on that.
P - The national government, I've always been somewhat disappointed in national
policy in as far as that no policy in terms of water and/or wetlands and/or landuse and
that sort of thing around the country, do you know what 1 mean? They tend to be
somewhat interventionalist, and the public raises its voice about something, and perhaps
that's all you can expect from government. But it would be nice if they actually had a
national policy about the preservation of wetlands or preservation of remaining
wetlands, or helping to restore wetlands. You know, those sorts of things. Or urn,
helping local government to set aside wetland areas, you know?

Wetlands, these participants perceived, were not appreciated by the government or the public in
New Zealand. Most respondents wanted to see some sort of change in policy towards wetlands,
mostly by putting more resources towards wetlands or by implementing a national policy of
preservation. Participant E's concerns about wetland not being valued as highly as bush and
mountains by the public were not accompanied by a suggestion for improvement, possibly
because he understands that this cannot be rectified by a government initiative. Interviewee P
believed that public awareness and outcry is the only way for the government to step in.
Some participants did not believe the national government had any role in the preservation
of wetlands, although they thought of an action by which the government supported wetlands
eventually.
D - Nothing. Nothing at all. Well, until maybe now. The government administered the
Pacific Development and Conservation Trust and they've created [that], so 1 guess you
could say that's government support.
F - 1 don't think they've got a very big role ... 1 guess there is funding available but it
tends to be local councils or business organisations or community trusts rather than
governmental agencies.
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H - Nothing that I notice ... We have thought of getting the Prime Minister to come
down here and walk around ... thought we might get her here and she'd tell the Minister
of Conservation to give us half a millions dollars or something. (laughs) I think that's
wishful thinking.
K - My first reaction is NONE (laughs). But on the other hand if we have to, have a
covenant on it, that belongs to the country as such, it can't be traded off or sold under
the auspicious of the government of the time, we need them.

The monetary influence is unmistakeable. Respondents, although decrying the government's
role, then remarked on the funding opportunities that were available through government trusts
or agencies. Interviewee K was the exception in this example. He acknowledged the power of a
covenant which protected the land from any development. Participant I also gave this example
when asked. In his view, the only rore of the government was:
I - Supplying demand. People who know what the hell they are doing will do it. They

[the government] just need to buy land and lock it up. I mean, we came so close to
losing this [Travis], it's just amazing. A cat's whisker. It could have been houses.

The national government was seen by participants in this research as a financier for
wetland protection. Some believed the government was not filling this advocacy role to its full
obligation and more should be done. Other respondents thought this financial obligation was
only available as a last resort. Protecting wetlands through covenants, however, was seen as a
duty and the best course of action for the government.
8.5 Summary
To participants in this study, the definition of advocacy revolved around promoting or
supporting the activities and restoration of the wetland. The public was not generally seen as an
advocate because the public did not value wetlands. Few respondents varied from this view, and
the ones that did were from Timaru. Perhaps this indicates that the community of Timaru has
. given the Otipua wetland support and therefore their view of the public has positively changed.
It is a smaller town with more of a local connection, whereas Christchurch is a larger city, and

support for the wetland may be more localised. Individuals saw themselves as advocates in three
ways: by educating the public, by communicating to the public the value of wetlands, and by
restoring the wetland to its natural state. In the group context, neither wetland trust identifies

advocacy as a goal in their official deed, but participants in both groups could relate several ways
in which their group advocates, including: making submissions to local government plans,
increasing education in the community, and supporting other wetland restoration efforts.
Regional and local governments were mostly seen as a positive influence in the wetland
conservation groups, and their representatives were viewed as supporting the groups. The ties
between the Travis Wetland Trust and the Christchurch City Council were very close because of
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the fact that the Council owns the land and primarily funds the work of the Trust. The
relationship between the Otipua groups and ECan was not as familiar because the Otipua groups
are very established and do not feel they need any help. The perspective of national government
responsibilities for wetlands varied but some participants were upset by the lack of involvement
while other respondents did not believe there was a role for a national-level involvement at all.
The next chapter will discuss the data analysis of Chapters Five, Six, Seven and Eight in the
context of the theory outlined in Chapter Three. This will be followed by the final chapter,
including conclusions from this research and recommendations for future study.
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Chapter 9 - Interpretive Discussion of Data
"As wetlands are increasingly lost from the world and
are lost as an object of love which nourishes life,
both mourning and melancholia are experienced and exercised in relation to them."
R. Giblett asserting the needfor wetlands from a post-modernist perspective (1996, p.177)
This chapter will discuss the preceding four analytical chapters in the context of the theory
presented in chapter three. The first section will dissect and discuss the interview data on
human-nature relationships, the second section will examine participation and the last section
will consider advocacy data.
9.1 The human-nature relationship
Participants in this study
The point of summarising the characteristics of the people involved in this study was to

illustrate the variety of ages, education levels and other community interests of people who value
wetlands. The participants in this research were mostly in the senior age range, with a single
tertiary student, twenty-one years old, involved at the Travis Wetland. This is consistent with the
social capital research complied by Robert Putnam (2000), who asserts that senior citizens
belong to twice the number of civic associations as members of the generation of their
grandchildren. These 'senior' members of the population, who composed exactly half of my
participants (nine of eighteen), also vote at higher rates, are twice as interested in politics, attend
church more, are twice as likely to attend community projects and are three-times as likely to
read a daily newspaper. All in all, Putnam argues that the norms and mores shared and learned
. in the this cohort were honed during the Depression years of the 1930s and the scarce times of
World War 2, and has the greatest sense of civic duty since polling began as shown by
participation in voting, joining and leading organisations, informing themselves and giving to
charitable causes (Putnam 2000, p.254). This sense of civic duty is additionally strengthened by
the freedom of retirement; with no pressure of employment and more disposable income as
pensions increase, senior citizens often get involved in projects to occupy their time and provide
a social outlet. This research must be viewed with a critical eye, however, because one must
have been born circa 1930 or before to have lived through the Depression, which means that
today the members of this cohort would be seventy years of age. Of my participants, only one
admitted to being over the age of seventy, so Putnam's research may not explicitly apply.
However, civic responsibility was mentioned by several participants as a motive to participate
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(Interviewees H, L, M, N, P). The generational difference between senior citizens and their
successors was identified as the most powerful factor contributing to the decline in civic
participation by Putnam (2000, p.283). I cannot make a direct link between Putnam's assertion
and my data. Although half of my participants were members of the senior generation, half were
not, including the second largest group, which were those between the ages of thirty-one and
forty-nine. Therefore, other factors must be at work. Also, Putnam conducted his research on
Americans, and it is worth noting that New Zealanders may be very different in this aspect of
social capital.
Putnam also discusses the influynce of education on what he describes as "civic
engagement" (2000, p. 186). Although many sociologists believe that more educated people
tend to be more involved (which is supported by the statistic that college graduates are twice as
likely as people with a high school diploma or less to have volunteered in the last year), this is
not conclusive in Putnam's view. The last twenty years have seen more people graduate from
high school and university, but over that same time period, participation in community
organisations has dropped, and continues to do so (Putnam 2000, p. 119, 186). Within the
context of my wetland research, no correlation can be made between education and involvement.
Participants were of all education levels, from high school to postgraduate. As can be expected,
the older a person was, the less likely he/she was to have attended a tertiary institution, but was
more likely to volunteer.
Putnam elaborates on community involvement as well. He asserts that "[v]olunteering
fosters more volunteering", and presents research that people who are actively involved In one
organisation, whether it be a religious or secular, will be more likely to be involved in others
(Putnam 2000, p.121). This was supported by the participants in this study. Almost all
respondents were involved in at least one other organisation, whether related to wetlands or
environmental causes or not. These included service activities such as Rotary and Jaycees as
well as gardening, restoration efforts, car clubs and CCS. Two themes presented themselves.
Many of the Otipua Wetland interviewees were involved in Rotary, which would indicate the
presence of a network of friendly relationships. Putnam summarises this network as " ... the more
involved I am in social and community networks ... the more likely I am to be asked" to
participate in other activities (2000, p. 121). The second theme is politics. Several participants
made mention of their current or former position on local councils in Christchurch and Timatu,
or their volunteer work for a political party. Putnam asserts that the rate of this type of
participation is dropping in the US, as are all forms of political involvement (ibid.). Perhaps it
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would have been interesting to ask participants about their voting record as an indication of
community involvement, as voters are "more likely to be interested in politics, to give to charity,
to volunteer, to serve on juries, to attend community school board meetings, to participate in
public demonstrations and to cooperate with fellow citizens on community affairs" (Putnam
2000, p.35).
Overall, the participants in my study were rich in social capital, as indicated by their ages,
education levels and their involvement in community organisations (Putnam 2000). Although
participants perhaps did not fit the 'typology' of the retired, educated cohort predicted by
Putnam, almost all of them were activ.ely involved in multiple community groups, which
increases their social capital. Participation will be further discussed in section 8.2.
Place and dwelling in wetlands
During the course of the interviews, participants were asked for their perspective on the
setting of their particular wetland. This was in order to determine the respondents' sense of
place with respect to the wetland. Cloke and Jones (2002) define a sense of place as "a
manifestation of dwelling" taking into account "people, artefacts, animals, plants, topography,
climate, culture, economy and history" (p.9). By investigating how members ofthe wetland
groups perceive the settings of their wetlands, I can better gauge their sense of place, and how
wetlands dwell in the respective cities in the respondents' view, which take into account all of
the different factors included by Cloke and Jones. Christchurch was seen to be "very English"
by several interviewees, and wetlands were undervalued by the majority of the community. This
indicates that Travis Wetland is not utilised to its full potential by residents of Christchurch, and
.their "place-identity" does not include natural, native wetlands, with the exception of those
involved in its protection. Members of the wetland group feel that their sense of place is under
threat, and their campaign to educate the people of Christchurch and preserve Travis is a
struggle. It is useful to note that wetlands and their dwelling in Canterbury are "made more
crucial and more valuable" because they are portrayed as under threat (Cloke and Jones 2001,
p.659). Otipua Wetland group members were likely to see Timaru as a welcoming city, with
little crime and a high community involvement rate. They see Timaru as a small town where
networks of family and friends have influence on the participation rate at the wetland. The
participants from Otipua are more optimistic and positive about the current situation of Timaru,
and their sense of place included the historical aspects of the wetland, as well as the future
potential for tourism.
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Place and dwelling are also intertwined with the meanings of wetlands. The interviewees'
responses to the question of wetland meanings were classified into three themes;

Oasis/sanctuary/place ofserenity, systems/nature, and habitat/natural history. Two of these
themes are intricately involved with place and dwelling. When discussing systems in nature, the
exact functioning and intricacy of the system depends on where it is and what it is connecting.
In the context of this research, most of the respondents mentioned natural processes and
ecological functioning as part of the natural system of the wetland. These relationships between
living things and their environment are dynamic and place-specific. Cloke and Jones (2001)
emphasize the "network perspective".in their study of place and dwelling, and add that dwelling
accounts for the creative world where "networks fold and form and interact in particular
formations which include what we know as 'places'" (p.652). Respondents who are involved in
these wetland conservation groups notice the unique and rich processes that have created the
wetland; interactions between the soil and water and plants (such as the low water retention of
sandy soils which can kill hydrophytic plants), the birds and fish (scaup and black swan eating
whitebait), and human interaction (the creation ofthe pond and construction of weirs along
streams). These interactions have produced the wetland the participants know, and they can
appreciate the ecology. Natural history is also entwined with dwelling, as it is place-specific to
New Zealand in general and Canterbury, specifically. Participants identified how wetlands were
a "window to the past" (Interviewee D, M, R) and were important to preserve "local native
habitat" (Respondents E, G, H, 0). The words "local" and "native" were of particular
importance as both invoke a sense of authentic rootedness in place. Cloke and Jones (2001)
define authenticity as "[t]o be rooted ... to have a localness, to be rooted in a local space that is
distinct" (p. 661). By their comments, respondents believed that wetlands were special and
unique to their area and performed special ecological functions, and therefore should be
preserved. This ecological uniqueness was maintained by both groups by only planting seedlings
which were native to New Zealand, and grown locally. This restriction ensured that the wetland
would be a true representative of an "authentic" New Zealand wetland, and that the plants would
be appropriate and authentic to Canterbury. Cloke and Jones reiterate that "the oneness of
dwelling is formed of a complex multiplicity of practice and representation" (2001, p.661). In
other words, the groups members recognised the uniqueness and importance of wetlands to
CanterburylNew Zealand and attempted to keep this authenticity by buying locally bred native
plants and by ensuring that their wetlands were open to the public as an example of wetland
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natural system interaction and habitat. Dwelling had important implications for the meanings of
wetlands to participants in this research, but the values of wetlands were much broader.
Representation of wetlands
Several themes associated with the valuation and importance of wetlands to the
participants were determined. Values can be defined as "a desirable mode of behaviour [or] an
abstract ideal" (Horvath 1999, p. 223). I have used the term value loosely in this research, but
Oreszycyn (2000) prefers the word 'relationship' instead. This is because the term 'value' has
two basic theoretical approaches - that of values as being of absolute quality and intrinsic to
human society, and the other as values being assigned "on the basis of comparative assessment"
(Oreszycyn 2000, p.1 09). This implies that values are not truly representative of the subject's
preferences. To use 'relationship', instead, encompasses not only the feelings behind interaction
but the way in which we interact and engage with "the larger whole" (Oreszycyn 2000, p.1 09). I
considered the relationships participants had within the context of the wetland, and so these
themes could be considered themes of interaction, rather than values. There were six major
themes, with two of them, enclosure and restoration, having broader, larger implications for
wetlands and the social study of the environment. I have also included classifications of actions
taken at the wetland in the theoretical discussion below.
In order to apply theory to the themes in the interviews and actions taken at the wetland, I
will first discuss the three cultural models as explained by Kempton et al. (1995). They
described these models as "basic conceptual underpinning of popular ... thinking about the
environment" and as the basis for people's reasoning and valuation (ibid, p.39). Figure 9.1
.provides a chart comparing the cultural models from Kempton et at. (1995), the related themes
from the data with the number of participants identifying with each, as well as an explanatory
quote which summarises the cultural model. The first general environmental model is of nature
being fragile and limited. This cultural model subscribes to the view that nature is a fragile cycle
upon which humans are dependent for everything. The belief that nature is delicate and needs
human intervention and help to survive corresponds with the restoration theme. The participants
who subscribed to this model believe that nature needs their help to recover and survive, and so
they focus on planting and restoring the ecosystem. (This theme will be discussed in detail later
in the chapter.) The actions of participating at the workdays and working on special pro}ects
would also be included in this category. These actions, for the most part, are attempting to reestablish what the respondents believe is native, natural habitat. .Showcasing the wetlands to
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friends and family was another way of valuing the conservation work taking place at the wetland.
The belief that nature is important for human well-being can be seen in the theme of recreation.
Participants believed that encouraging people to experience nature in safe, positive, nonthreatening ways would help them to appreciate wetlands.
The second cultural model is of nature as interdependent, balanced and unpredictable. This
posits nature to be a web of complex interactions which is impossible for us to predict, and so it
_-_-J . _-__
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is better for humans to not intervene - a proscription against human interference. Enclosure can
be classified in this category, since participants want to limit human interaction with nature in the
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wetland, whether by forbidding bicycJes, dogs and horses, or by erecting physical barriers to
prevent entry to the wetland. These actions imply that nature is in balance and humans disturb
that balance or that humans are not part of nature.

Cultural Models

Themes

Number of

Explanatory Quote

Participants
#1 - Nature is Fragile

Restoration

15

and limited; requires

Workdays

5

human assistance

Projects

5

Showcasing

2

Recreation

12

Enclosure

11

Change Public

3

#2 - Nature is
interdependent and
balanced; humans
should leave it alone
#3 - Modem ways of
life endanger nature
by undervaluing it

Perception
Community
Interaction

12

B - Those rare native herbaceous
plants which no one ever sees
except for us and the workers,
because they are just too
vulnerable to allow the public to
go and tread lightly or dig out as
the case may be ... we try to keep
up the constant weeding of these
plants to maintain the habitat.
B - But of course, the whole
operation is designed to segregate
human disturbance from
wildlife and provide opportunities
for people to have glimpses of
nature, undisturbed.
E - I think community awareness
is best helped by having school
groups come to the wetland and
going home and talking about it
and hopefully they'll be able to
learn more about the wetland
and respect it more as they grow
up.

Figure 9.1 : Cultural Models, the themes from the data related to them, and the number of
participants identifying with each theme.
The third cultural model identified by Kempton et al. (1995) is the view that nature is
endangered by the current Western ways oflife: consumerism, capitalism, and the market. The
excessive consumption and display of wealth common in modem society hurts the environment
because it does not value nature properly. The theme of using wetlands to changing public
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perception would be classified in this model. The public were viewed as not understanding, or
not valuing wetlands enough, and so both Travis and Otipua Wetlands were used for public
education. The setting of the wetland for community interaction was also a theme in the
interviews, in which respondents talked about the ways to encourage the disabled,
schoolchildren, Corrections detainees, and church groups to experience nature and help with the
restoration of the wetland. It was hoped by most of the participants that by experiencing the
wetland through these interactions, the public would be more appreciative and supportive of the
wetlands themselves and of the work of the groups (Macnaghten and Urry 1998, Kempton et al
1995). Two of the most common themes found in the interviews, enclosure and restoration, are
expanded upon below.

Enclosure
The enclosure of the natural from human society can be found in several different forms in
this research. Several respondents expressed concern about the few wetlands that remained in
New Zealand. They were seen as threatened "pockets" of land that were surrounded by cities
and farmland (Respondents H, J, L). Urban encroachment is considered to be dangerous because
wetlands are drained for housing developments. One participant believed that wetland
restoration habitat was perfect for "the little bits that are not really hurting our national income,
as it were" (Interviewee L). This enclosure of wetlands away from agriculture made sense to
him since he did not want to endanger the economy. This corresponds with Watts' (2004)
analysis that "enclosure comes to speak for the social, the spatial, the cultural, the political
economic and the natural all at once" (Watts 2004, p.52). Society does not appreciate wetlands
.therefore these habitats are enclosed away from cities and farms, or people in general, and
thereby people remove themselves even farther from nature. Enclosure speaks to a particular
view of humans as a problem or disturbance to the unique balance of nature.
However, in my research cases, both wetlands were found uniquely close, or even within,
cities to be close to human inhabitants. The wetlands were protected within parks so that people
can appreciate, visit and see what a wetland is. Participants described the wetland groups'
practices of enclosure as part of the necessary steps which had to be taken to protect nature in
their parks. At Travis Wetland, dogs and cyclists were not allowed, and signage was placed on
gates restricting entry to the wetland. These respondents used phrases such as "crossing a
threshold", "outside of normal bounds", and "visual barriers" to accentuate the entry of
recreationalists to a new place. This corresponds with Robert Elliot's (1996) suggestion that
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preventing damage is a necessary part of enclosure, and that enclosure is preferable to
restoration. He identifies the argument that placing "boundaries" around protected areas and
limiting the amount of human contact "in some negative or indirect way ... creat[es] an
environment", thereby changing the experience of nature (Elliot 1996, p.146). Opponents of
enclosure/restoration argue that enclosure is not viable because the environment it preserves is
changed fundamentally and is not worth the same amount to humans because the use of the area,
whether a national park or a wetland, is restricted. However, Elliot's belief is that "[t]here is a
significant difference between preventing damage and repairing damage once it is done" (Elliot
1996, p.146). The policies of the Trayis Wetland Trust and the Otipua Wetland groups to limit
human disturbance and contact with fragile areas are attempts to prevent damage, whether by
dogs, bicycles or horses. Elliot disputes the implication that the environment in enclosures is of
depreciated value because it retains its "genesis" and is still the "real thing"; that is, the nature
within enclosures is not humanly constructed but has evolved naturally over time. However,
both of the wetlands in this study are in the early stages of being restored and most parts of both
resemble the paddocks oftheir former uses. It is questionable whether Elliot (1996) would have
found either enclosed wetland to be the "real thing" since he is primarily referring to pristine
environments untouched by humans. Neither wetland could be considered pristine or removed
from the influence of humans, so Elliot's (1996) work is not as helpful as I had originally
thought. However, the subject of restoration brings up several interesting topics and will be
further discussed in the following section.
A curious omission from the interviews was the use of wetland enclosures for direct
consumption, such as eeling, fishing and hunting. Several participants identified themselves as
being a member of hunting or fishing organisations, but no one identified the wetland as a future
setting for these activities, which have been such an important part of New Zealand history. This
is a manipulation of the human-nature relationship since people have always depended on nature,
in wetlands, forests, plains and oceans, for the nourishment found in plants and animals. In New
Zealand's history, the Maori relied on the constant food source of tuna, or eels, and the
Europeans hunted waterfowl in wetlands. Could this be a paradox in conservation? Generally,
all outdoor pursuits are valued in New Zealand society; however, direct consumptive practices
may not be considered part of the 'nature' and history being re-created! restored at the wetlands.
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Restoration
Restoration and enclosure are related in this research on wetland protection. Many of the
restoration ecologists to whom I spoke seemed to believe that in order to preserve and restore the
wetland habitats, they needed to be enclosed away from people. Both enclosure and restoration
mediate the experience of being in a wetland, the former by limiting the amount of exposure by
fencing off sections or forbidding recreation, the latter by creating a place that is fundamentally
different from the original. Participants had divergent views of what was being restored, from
nature to culture, but all agreed that what currently exists within the wetlands is not nature or an
ecosystem, and nature cannot reclaim the wetland without human help. Hence, people in the
wetland groups have begun the restoration process to restore what was 'originally' in these wet
places, the way it 'once was' (whether pre-human or pre-European is debateable), and/or what is
'native'. There are several problems which arise from these statements. The first two phrases
used by respondents imply that nature is temporally bound, which many ecologists would argue
is true. New Zealand ecology evolved for millions of years without the influence of humans.
With this presence only having appeared in the last millennium, the change in the landscape has
been dramatic (Park 2002, Anderson 2002). However, this does not change the point that what
the conservation groups are restoring within wetlands is not necessarily what was there a
thousand years ago as there is no definite way to recall this past. But the question must be asked,
why try to create a nature that wasn't here when Pakeha or even Maori arrived? The restoration
focuses on the interaction between plants and wildlife, but neglects to include the entire
ecosystem with humans at the top of the food chain, including Maori eel-catching which was
done for almost a thousand years, and European bird shooting for the last hundred. Restoration
. is an inexact science and one that must be practised in the field in order to learn from mistakes,
as both restoration scientists remarked upon (Interviewees B, I). Several participants raised
questions about the third phrase, and called into question the accuracy of the so-called 'natives'
they were planting. 'Native' can mean endemic to a country or a region, but it does not
necessarily imply that the particular plant species was found in that locality. Questions had been
raised at both Travis and Otipua about the native species included in both wetlands and whether
they were accurate. Surely this would be the difference between the restoration of nature and the
re-creation of nature. Almost all participants, however, agreed that their restoration attempts
were vulnerable to the harsh conditions of the natural world (such as drought, flood and frost) as
well as to the inexperience of uneducated people, and therefore, the wetland groups were
necessary to protect their efforts. Restoration in these ways is related to the contestation over
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nature. The debate of what is nature, what is natural and what is native are interrelated and play
out within the philosophical discussion of the wetland conservation groups. They must carefully
consider their answers to these questions because their restoration efforts affect not only their
own perception, but shape hundreds of visitors' perceptions of wetlands and the nature found in
them.
Summary
In summarising this section, I want to answer the question: How does this theory help
answer the first research question about the human nature relationship? First I discussed the
membership aspects of the wetland conservation groups in terms of social capital. The
participants in these case studies were rich in social capital, as can be expected from their age (as
many were senior citizens), or their multiple involvements in other community organisations,
including politics and other environmental causes (Putnam 2000). The participants related to the
wetland through their sense of place and dwelling (Cloke and Jones 2001) as well as through
preconceived cultural models of nature (Kempton et aI1995). This relationship is made more
complex by contrasting theories of enclosure and restoration. Enclosure is part of the second
model of nature that treats nature as complex, balanced and interdependent. Because nature is
impossible to predict, it is believed humans should simply create barriers around wetlands and
leave them alone to regain their balance (Watts 2004, Elliot 1996). Restoration, in contrast,
subscribes to the first model of nature that is the fragile and limited human 'home'; humans are
dependent upon it, but nature is delicate and so we must help it to return to its original state.
Some scientists believe, however, that restoration is useless because it is not nature people are
.restoring, but their own selves (Watts 2004, Elliot 1996, Washington 2003). There is a feeling of
sadness and nostalgia in both enclosure and restoration because both are attempts to return to a
world without human influence, one by protecting what is left of nature and the other by trying to
re-create nature. This sadness is echoed in the third cultural model, which argues that modem
ways of life undervalue nature. With these constructions of 'cultured' nature, it must be
acknowledged that humans are part of nature and have changed all but a few aspects of it.
It must be noted that these perspectives are 'pakeha' in origin, or based on European ideals.

A study of Maori representations would probably differ greatly in findings and identified
constructions. Like all other social science studies, Kempton et al. (1995) research has been
culturally constructed by the researchers' interpretation of the data. My own research is not
above this, but I have attempted to identify the areas that lack a broad and diverse perspective
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through this thesis, or where I know more study is needed. I hope able and interested researchers
can fill the many holes that exist in wetland research.
9.2 'Triggers' to participation

Participants' role in the group
During the interviews, the question of the role of the participant within the group was
asked. Most of the participants held an official title or role within the groups, although one was
an employee and four described themselves as 'just' volunteers. In Bishop and Hoggett's (1986)
analysis of "communal leisure groups" (p.l), they attribute the uniqueness and identity of every
group to "the interplay of the different contributions which individual members perhaps
unconsciously bring to any group" (p.59). They further suggest that people bring two elements
to the groups they join: personal values and motivations sometimes related to other areas of their
life, and resources such as skills and experiences (Bishop and Hoggett 1986, p.60). This
correlates with my research data. Participants identified several values and motives they brought
into their wetland protection group, such as being part of a planting workday team (Interviewee
J), or 'enhancing' the wetland by trimming the exotic grass (Respondent K). These small
specific jobs showed that the participants valued natural, native habitat, and attempted to restore
it through their actions in the group context. Several of the respondents with official positions
found the wetland groups a great way to utilise their external skills and experiences, whether it
be connections to the city councilor the special ability to network and raise funds. Participants'
contributions to the groups fell within two categories identified by Bishop and Hoggett (1986) as
personal values and needs, and resources from other networks such as experiences and skills.

Social and Productive Exchange
Social exchange is the theory that two or more actors will attempt to produce benefits that
are better than they can produce alone (Lawler et aI2000). There are several aspects of
exchange between people that determine the effectiveness of their exchange: cohesiveness, a
value variable based on reinforcement in the group, and communication/interaction, which is a
frequency variable of interaction between people (Homans 1958, p.599). Edward Lawler (et al.
2000,2001,2002) has continued this research on cohesiveness in the context of group productive
exchange, one of the four forms of social exchange. Lawler et al. (2000) found that frequent,
regular social exchange in groups resulted in positive emotions which solidify the person-togroup bond and creates greater perceptions of cohesion and commitment. Cohesion and
commitment enables an organisation to achieve and perform effectively (Horvath 1999). In the
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context of this research, the Travis Wetland Trust participants were more likely to identify the

group as the most important aspect of their involvement, including the camaraderie and
friendship that came with working on the project together. According to productive exchange
theory, this is to be expected since Travis Wetland Trust members met regularly and frequently
(once a month for workdays, once a month for Trustee meetings for the last ten years on average)
in their common cause of restoring and protecting the wetland. This repeated exchange, or high
frequency, results in positive emotions in the members and produces better cohesion between
them (Lawler 2001, 2002). The Trust has been successful in their goals: persuading the City
Council to purchase the land, establishing a working relationship with the Council including a
full time Ranger, protecting several sections of regional significance, and implementing a
Wetland Walkway and Field Guide campaign. These joint tasks and shared responsibility
produce joint credit and collective responsibility which enhance the emotional 'buzz' of
participants and make them perceive the group as a source of positive emotion, further
entrenching their ties to the group (Lawler 2002). In contrast, the Otipua Wetland groups are
fragmented into the Trust Board members and the Friends group members. There is some vague
animosity towards the Trust by the Friends as they are not perceived to help out at all in the
restoration work of the wetland, and so are not considered to be useful. The Friends group,
although boasting about forty dues-paying members, relies on the contributions of a small group
of volunteers who are close friends, could be defined as a clique. Lawler (2001) claims that
groups which encourage "pockets of denser relational ties" tend to become networks of tightlyknit subgroups with a "stronger source of common identity than the larger unit" (p. 349). This
could explain why Otipua participants identified their restoration work or the service they
contributed as the most important aspect of their involvement. Few have close ties with the
entire Trust/Friends membership and instead focus on their subgroup or clique.

In her work on social movements in society, Taylor (2000) discusses the three factors that
are necessary for the emergence of a social movement: political and cultural opportunity
structure, indigenous networks and collective identity. She argues that collective identity is the
"shared definition of a group that derives from its members' common interests and solidarity"
(Taylor 2000 p.3). The connections between members, which create solidarity, allow the group
to mount collective action (Taylor 2000). This is similar to the cohesiveness envisioned by
Lawler (et al. 2000, 2001, 2002) and the interpersonal networks discussed by Taylor (2000) are
part of the productive exchange between members.
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Olson (1994, originally 1965) disputed the view that "all groups of individuals with
common interests tend to further those common interests", and instead believed that productive
exchange effectiveness was based on the size of the group (p.164). He asserted that small groups
would be more productive and cohesive than large groups because there were fewer "free-riding"
members. The large groups would be reliant on a core group of members doing most of the
work, while the rest accepted the credit ofthe accomplishments without contributing (Olson
1994). Unfortunately, he does not explain the size difference between large and small. Travis
Wetland Trust has a membership role of over fifty people; however, the core group consists of
fifteen to twenty volunteers. The Otipua groups are fragmented between the Trustees and the
Friends group, but when considering the Friends' volunteers on the ground, there is a core group
of about eight to ten people. Although the Travis group is larger than the Otipua groups in terms
of total size, when considering the 'core' group of members, they are both relatively small
groups. The participants' perception of the effectiveness of the group was an important factor in
how they felt about their participation.
Perception of group agency
Participants' perception of the groups' agency was garnered by asking them about the
changes and differences made since their involvement with the wetland group. Almost all
respondents felt that a large positive difference had been made at the wetland. They cited
ecological changes and increasing native plantings, although some referred to changes in
community perception and use of the wetland. Agency can be defined as an individual's "sense
of their own power or freedom to act upon or to use that knowledge" (Burgess et ai. 1995 quoted
.in Macnaghten and Urry 1998, p.92). The belief that an individual has made a difference
contributes greatly to their sense of personal agency and empowerment (Horvath 1999). These
qualities are defined by Horvath as "the process by which people, organizations and communities
gain mastery over their lives" (1999, p. 221). Members of a group generally have a high sense of
their own ability to affect change but are interested in developing a sense of community, or feel
that they can be even more affective when involved in a group setting. How members perceive
an organisation, including the perception of order and feelings of satisfaction, "increase
empowerment and social action" (Horvath 1999, p. 224). Only one participant in this research,
out of eighteen interviewed, had a negative perception of the group and believed that more work
needed to be done. The rest were positive about the groups' agency and empowerment and
believed a great deal of improvement and change had happened at the wetland.
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Summary
In summary, Bishop and Hoggett's (1986) study, social exchange theory (Homans 1958,

Horvath 1999, Lawler et at. 2000, Lawler 2001 & 2002, Taylor 2000, Olson 1965) and the
perception of the groups' agency (Horvath 1999) were used to determine the 'triggers' to
participation in these wetland conservation groups. Participants saw the groups as an outlet for
their personal values as well as a way to utilise their resources and experiences. Members of
these groups brought their individual values and motives to the group, such as being part of a
community or taking care of exotic plant species, while others preferred to contribute
experiences and skills, such as fund-raising and networking. The benefits of belonging to a
group was also a factor in their involvement. Productive exchange as a form of social exchange
can explain the cohesiveness and commitment formed by group members. Repeated and
frequent exchange (such as workdays and meetings) produces positive emotions which creates
cohesion and inter-personal bonds between members. Joint tasks and shared responsibility also
help to enhance the sense of "jointness" (Lawler 2001 & 2002 pg.17). The Travis Wetland Trust
members have a high commitment level to the group and identify it as one of the most important
aspects to their involvement, which can be explained by their regular and frequent meetings.
The Otipua Wetland groups, in contrast, are fragmented and not as cohesive due to the multiple
organisational entities and responsibilities. Many participants wanted to make a difference in the
wetland and cited this as a reason for their involvement. Respondents' perception of the agency
and empowerment of the groups was extremely positive, and they believed a great deal of change
had occurred due to their involvement.
9.3 Advocacy
Definitions
Participants were asked to define advocacy in the course of the interviews. These

definitions varied along the 'to promote' or support theme, which is true to several other
definitions published. There was also a theme of communicating to non-members the work and
improvement at the wetland. Cantrill (1992) argues that environmental advocacy must be
considered in light of social "discussions, information campaigns, and deliberations about the
environment" and how these shape individual representation of the environment (p.39). If
advocacy is presented in light of those "cognitions", researchers can understand how individual
people develop an understanding of and an engagement with their environment (CantrillI992,
p.39). Internal and social representation of the environment moderates people's advocacy. This
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would imply that the participants in this study understand and learn about the environment from
supporting natural causes and from communicating with other people. According to Cantrill, if
they advocate by telling other people about their work, they must understand and engage with the
environment through their work. Their definitions were the foundation for their concept of
advocacy.

Individual advocacy
When asked about their individual acts of advocacy, participants in the research identified
three themes: education, communication and restoration in their actions. Education was
identified as an attempt to change beliaviour. Kellert (1996) argues that education and ethics
represent "critical tools" for the advocacy of endangered species (pg. 19). However, merely
increasing people's know ledge is not enough; basic values and support must exist for an
individual to advocate effectively and make intelligent and informed decisions (Kellert 1996).
These decisions are those designed around action: the changing of the public's behaviours,
attitudes, beliefs, values, and even interpretations of laws, and the laws themselves. The
respondents wanted to make a change in people's behaviour through education, or in a socially
acceptable way (PCE 2004). I agree with Kellert that education is a tool for advocacy, since it is
necessary for raising awareness in individuals but does not 'empower' an individual to all the
necessary changes involved in more active and responsive definitions of advocacy.
Communication would probably also fall under this description. Restoration can also change
people's attitudes (Washington 2002), and so could be considered a form of advocacy. Elliot
(1986) argues that the knowledge and education, which are essential parts of restoration, can
"change [an] attitude to that piece of landscape" (p.148). Of course, in his example this is a
negative change in attitude, since Elliot believes that restoration does not restore the full value of
an ecosystem because their origin is not natural, and people value undisturbed,

na~al

things

(Elliot 1986). The majority of participants in this research, however, believed their restoration
attempts are enhancing people's appreciation and relationship with wetlands by creating more
accessible wetlands. In this example, the genesis of the wetlands is not considered important,
and so restoration is not viewed in a negative light, and is viewed as another tool for advocacy.
Individual advocacy forms group advocacy which was also part of this research.

Group advocacy
Although neither the Travis Wetland Trust or the Otipua Wetland Charitable Trust, and its
accompanying group, the Friends of the Otipua Wetland, identified advocacy as an objective,
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respondents gave several examples of how each group advocated. These included: making
submissions to local government initiatives, increasing public awareness, sponsoring and
implementing the restoration work and encouraging public access through educational workdays
and recreation. Through these actions, participants felt that the group was able to advocate for
the wetland and accomplish more than an individual. This corresponds with Horvath's (1999)
summarisation that "[g]roup action has a better chance to achieve results" (p.226). The structural
components of groups, including leadership, social cohesion and interaction and the pooling of
resources, allow group effort to lead to "the satisfaction of needs and attainment of goals", which
would be the preservation of the wetland in this context (Horvath 1999, p.226). At the time of
this research, both groups were successful in this goal, with Otipua Wetland <:haritable Trust
even signing a convenant with the Department of Conservation to preserve the wetland in its
natural state. The groups' relationship with governmental institutions was also crucial to their
advocacy.

Government role in groups and beyond
Both the Travis Wetland Trust and the Otipua Wetland groups have a working, committed
relationship with the local or regional government in their respective cities. Commitment is seen
as a major factor that contributes to the success of group-government relationships (Jones 2002).
Participants at Travis believed the relationship was positive and praised their efforts.
Environment Canterbury, the regional council, was seen as influential to the Otipua Wetland
groups, but the Timaru District Council was not. Government representatives to both groups
were perceived as supportive, with the City Ranger at Travis having a larger and more significant
. role. This cooperative relationship between government institutions and groups is "vital to ...
mobilising people into action, [and] changing public consciousness" (Horvath 1999, p. 226).
The participants felt that these were the government's responsibility, to increase awareness of
wetlands, advertise and support activities and support the groups' efforts. Macnaghten and Urry
(1998) believe that people's sense of agency is connected to their relationship with state
institutions, and in this case, the relationship is positive and supporting. This implies that the
groups' sense of agency is high, which indicates that they believe they can be highly effective.
Most respondents felt that local governments had a larger role to protect wetlands under
the Resource Management Act 1991, and more legislation should exist. A few, however, did not
believe the national government had a role at all with the exception of providing funding
opportunities. Macnaghten and Urry (1998) point out that policy programmes assume that
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information dissemination increases public concern which should then should support a change
in personal lifestyle (i.e. the appreciation of the uniqueness and value of wetlands). However,
they argue that this model ignores the ways in which the public form their own agency in
environmental matters, which in tum is dependent on the public's trust in institutions to portray
the issue in a truthful way (Macnaghten and Urry 1998, p.89). Although many participants were
anxious for national government legislation, they were not specific in the ways in which this
could be done. The interviewees' individual perspectives did not account for the divergent
differences in personal agency or the ways in which people interact with the environment. Most
of the participants, I believe, engaged. with environmental issues as
ecologists/trampers/farmers/etc. and believed that the national government should advocate in
accordance with this identity's interests. However, this ignores the other ways in which people
understand and advocate for the environment (CantrillI992). The government should appeal to
multiple forms and methods of advocacy to be able to connect to a wide range of people.

Summary
When reviewing the results in this section, there are two questions to be answered:
1) How do the individuals and the groups advocate for wetlands?
2) What, if any, role do governments play in this advocacy?
Firstly, individuals defined advocacy based on their personal representation of the environment
(CantrillI992). This was usually along the traditional definitions of promoting or supporting the
wetland. Three theme emerged from their individual advocating actions: education,

communication and restoration. Kellert (1996) sees education and communication as tools for
. advocacy, since merely increasing knowledge is not enough to change people's behaviour.
However, most participants did not define advocacy as entailing the change of behaviour.
Rather, most believed informing and educating the public would be enough. In a different vein,

restoration can be used to change attitudes towards ecosystems or landscapes, especially since
wetlands are a threatened ecosystem in New Zealand (Elliot 1986). These individual methods of
advocacy were combined in the group advocacy, which participants felt had the potential to
achieve greater results with the community and the local/regional governments (Horvath 1999).
The groups advocated by making submissions to local government and increasing public access
and awareness.
For the second question, governments were seen to be a contributing partner to each group,
though the relationship between the Travis Wetland Trust and the Christchurch City Council was

132

extremely close to the wetland being a city park. Government representatives were seen as
supportive and wanting to help the groups achieve their goals. Once again, however, the
Christchurch City Ranger's role was much larger as manager/caretaker of the wetland than that
of the Resource Care officer in Timaru. The government's role was to provide support for the
groups and their activities and to increase public awareness. Perhaps due to this supportive
relationship, the groups' sense of agency was quite high (Macnaghten and Urry 1998). The
national government's role in advocating for wetlands was a much more contentious issue.
Some respondents felt legislation did not go far enough and others believed it was not the
national government's job to protect wetlands. Legislation is a subjective issue, however, since
policy should reach out to a large section of society in multiple ways if change in behaviour is
the goal (Macnaghten and Urry 1998). All were agreed that funding opportunities were
available, which was a function of the government.
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Chapter 10 - Conclusions and Recommendations
"The sum of our pasts, generation laid over generation
like the slow mould of the seasons, forms the compost of our future."
Simon Schama, British historian (Schama 1995, p.574)
"I enter a swamp as a sacred place, a sanctum sanctorum.
There is the strength, the marrow of Nature."
Henry David Thoreau, naturalist and poet (Giblett 1996, p.i)
Wetlands in Canterbury, New Zealand, have been the setting for this investigation into
human-nature relationships. Using cultural models (Kempton et al. 1995), I have argued that
definitions and representations of nature are contested. Notions of place and dwelling, of actornetwork theory (Cloke and Jones 2002), and of enclosure/restoration (Watts 2004, Elliot 1986),
help to explain how people form their representations of nature within wetlands. Social capital
theory (Putnam 2000) helped me explain participants' involvement in wetland groups.
Participants were involved in the wetland protection groups in order to express personal
values, skills and identity through the group (Bishop and Hoggett 1986). Most individuals had a
high sense of agency, and joined a wetland protection group because they believed that collective
action is more effective than individual action (Taylor 2000, Horvath 1999). Groups that meet
regularly and frequently, such as the Travis Wetland Trust, have more cohesive inter-personal
bonds and individuals are more committed to the group than groups that meet infrequently
(Lawler et al. 2000, Lawler 2001,2002). This connection between group activities and positive
emotion (Lawler 2002) explains why most members of the Travis Wetland Trust identified
group involvement as the most important aspect of their involvement. In contrast, Otipua
Wetland groups' members, who are divided between the Otipua Wetland Charitable Trust Board
and the Friends of the Otipua Wetland, were more likely to name restoration or service as their
primary reason for involvement in the group.
Advocacy was considered part of group action, although it was not officially included in
either group's objectives. Individuals believed they advocated in three ways: through education
activities, communication regarding the wetland and through the restoration of the work itself.
According to Elliot (1986), education and knowledge are essential components of restoration.
Individual advocacy translates into group advocacy, since the groups are viewed as vehicles for
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furthering individual concerns, and acting as a group gives a better chance of achieving results
(Horvath 1999). Several examples of group advocacy methods were given by participants.
The government played a role in both groups, and all parties maintained a positive working
relationship with local government. Travis Wetland Trust had a close relationship with the
Christchurch City Council since the wetland is on public land and a City Ranger is employed to
manage the wetland. Otipua Wetland, conversely, is located on private land and the relationship
with Environment Canterbury is not particularly close. A cooperative relationship with
governments is essential for increasing public awareness of wetlands (Horvath 1999).
This thesis drew on several theQretical perspectives pertinent to human-nature interactions
in wetland protection groups. My analysis has drawn more heavily on contested natures,
Kempton el aI's cultural models, social capital, restoration, enclosure, productive exchange
theory and various theories of advocacy. These theories provided greater explanatory power
because they were intimately related to my field of study and the research methods used. The
human-nature relationship is built upon the foundations of a contested nature, the cultural models
apparent in everyday life and enclosure and restoration. Productive exchange theory was useful
for explaining my data in a way that was highly relevant. Various theories were used to explain
advocacy techniques of both individuals and groups. Other perspectives, such as place and
dwelling and Actor-Network Theory and Bishop and Hoggett (1986), provided weaker
explanations of the human-nature relationship and participation within the groups. Arriving at
the following conclusions was made possibly by taking a qualitative approach to the research.
This approach allowed me to enter the field of wetland protection in two New Zealand locations
and gain access to individual actors' views and actions. It allowed the greatest freedom to
participants to express their idiosyncratic relationship with the wetlands.
10.1 Conclusions
Several conclusions arise from this research. I have set out these conclusions as responses
to my initial research questions for ease of reference.

How can the relationship between members o/the wetland conservation groups and the
wetlands they preserve be described?
The human-nature relationships evident in the two wetland groups studied are contested. Several
themes within the interviews corresponded with each cultural model identified by Kempton et al
(1995), the primary and most relevant ones being restoration, workday and specific projects and
recreation within the model of nature as fragile and cyclical, the theme of enclosure within the
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cultural understanding of nature as balanced and interdependent, and community interaction
within the model of nature being undervalued in today's society (See Figure 9.1 for an
illustration). The individual meanings, and values of, and relationship with wetlands were
intertwined the individual conceptions of enclosure/restoration since every participant identified
with one if not both of these two themes. The participants also related to the wetland through
their sense of place and dwelling (Cloke and Jones 2001) but the data for this was not as
conclusive as that of enclosure and restoration. I acknowledge that my participants were almost
all pakehalEuropean, middle-class New Zealanders, which on one hand points to the type of
people involved, but on the other makes my data limited in its applicability. More importantly, it
signals that the knowledge base of human-nature relationships is incomplete; therefore, further
research is needed to capture young, female, non-pakeha/European voices and perspectives.
Also, there are some themes that I had thought would be covered in interviews but were not
mentioned, such as hunting and fishing. The consumption and harvest of wetland species has
taken place for a millennium, beginning with the Maori and continuing with the
pakeha/European settlers. This perspective was also missing from my data. It appears that
within my sample, the enclosure/restoration of 'nature' was not compatible with the direct
consumption of the native species. Perhaps both of these critiques could be picked up in further
research.

What 'triggers' people's participation and involvement in local environmental groups
dedicated to wetland preservation and restoration?
Participation triggers included personal values and motives of the individuals. They have a
desire to contribute and their rationale for this particular contribution is that their skill/knowledge
set fits. The Travis Wetland Trust group that had more regular and frequent exchange and solid
inter-personal connections between members was more cohesive and effective in achieving their
goals. Most participants in the research had a high expectation of the group's agency.

How do Travis Wetland Trust and the Otipua groups advocatefor wetlands?
Does the government playa role in this advocacy?
Individual cognition and knowledge have an important impact on the advocacy of individuals
because they shape how a person evaluates a piece of landscape, or reacts to it (Elliot 1986).
Therefore advocacy for that piece oflandscape (i.e. wetlands) must be built on education and
knowledge about that wetland's ecology and restoration as well as the plight of wetlands around
the world (Kellert 1996). Restored landscapes offer opportunities to portray threatened
ecosystems to the general public and increase their knowledge base about such ecosystems.
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Education, communication, and restoration, all of which can be considered methods to increase
knowledge and change the public's attitude towards wetlands, were seen as part of the groups'
advocacy methods which were more effective than individuals' attempts at advocacy.
10.2 Recommendations
This research contributes to what is still a small academic social science literature on
wetlands. There is much yet to be done to expand and deepen understanding of nature-human
interactions relevant to wetlands and expand and deepen understanding of wetland protection
groups. The following are some of the areas ripe for investigation.
Maori contributions to wetlands: In New Zealand, Maori contributions to Kiwi society are
evident in most aspects of life including language, education and history. However, no Maori
views were included in this research because there was no involvement in the two groups
studied. It would be informative to study wetland restoration efforts made by Maori and
compare their ideas, relationships and values to those of pakehaiEuropean views.
Harvesting/hunting in wetlands: New Zealand has a rich cultural heritage of hunting and
harvesting both native and introduced species. This was not found within this research's
participant-identified themes, however. Further research on the specific topic of how hunting
and fishing, direct consumptive practices, were perceived by participants in restoration efforts
would further illustrate the human-nature relationship. The history of acclimatisation societies,
which introduced many non-native game animals (such as mallard ducks, Canada geese and
Himalyan Tahr) to New Zealand and preserved thousands of hectares of bush, would shed even
more light on the modem restoration/enclosure situation.
Age and cultural constructions: This research noted participants' ages and backgrounds but
did not specifically analyse the data with respect to age and culture. Research on how people of
different ages and cultures construct their relationship with nature would build on this study and
might better inform advocacy efforts to reach a greater proportion of the population. A specific
study on young people's relationship with the environment may yield particularly interesting
data. Since young people live in an ever-changing technology-dependent, global world, perhaps
they see restoration/conservation of natural places, the very practice of keeping places grounded
locally and unchanged (or as near to that state as possible), as anathema.
Economy: Several participants in this study viewed wetland protection as a secondary
consideration to economic concerns. Further study on the impacts of the national and local
economy on nature conservation might prove enlightening. This could include analysis of the
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enclosure of forests and wetlands with respect to economic cycles and the economic influences
of tourism potential on conservation efforts.
Enclosure: Enclosure was a fascinating topic introduced as a social issue by Watts (2004),
which necessitates more study in all environmental issues. Wetlands were the consummate
starting point due to their threatened and vilified status; however, more New Zealand research
could include the enclosure aspects of native forest remnants such as Riccarton Bush or Karori
Wildlife Sanctuary, and endangered bird species confined to offshore islands for protection such
as kakapo and kiwi.
Advocacy: I was interested in advocacy but did not analyse it in depth due to the other
research questions covered within my research. Further studies could focus on it more fully as
well as delve deeper into the topic of how people see themselves as advocates. The connection
between restoration work and the wide public support appears to be important for the restoration
work to have a long-term impact, but it may not be well understood. The participants in this
study were aware of themselves as advocates but did not prioritise advocacy.
Environmental History: Further research on 'triggers' to participation is needed. Although
I have scratched the surface of participants' background by asking several questions related to
their personal history, I feel that more in-depth interview research is needed on the role of
previous environmental education and engagement. Specific questions regarding childhood,
adolescent and adult experiences should be asked of volunteers in local environmental groups. A
look at formal education experiences, such as those while in primary or secondary school, versus
more informal, family-based experiences could be a basis for study.
10.3 Final Summary
Wetland conservation is a cause that has been neglected in New Zealand and specifically
Canterbury over the last hundred years. Although the general public could be considered more
knowledgeable about environmental matters in today's society, wetlands are still enclosed away
from everyday life. Restoration attempts are young and although great strides have been made,
there is still much to be learned. The wetland conservation groups' methods of restoring the
natural habitat are under constant revision and experimentation. It is most difficult to restore a
habitat when there are so many gaps in knowledge about wetlands, which no longer exist in an
untouched state. A critical component of wetland conservation, however, is that of educating the
public to appreciate wetlands. Early steps are being taken by the Travis Wetland Trust and the
Otipua groups to reach out to their local communities, but both recognise the struggle against
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apathy, ignorance, and disrespect of wetlands, including vandalism. Neither group officially lists
advocacy as an objective, although their education and restoration work is towards that goal.
Participants believe the groups advocate for their wetlands, but neither group officially considers
advocacy an objective. By concentrating resources on informing the public, hopefully more of
the surrounding communities would appreciate the beneficial qualities of wetlands and nature in
general. This is difficult because although there are many people involved with the groups who
value nature and plants and birds, there are still others who are not aware of wetlands at all and
who do not understand their importance. That is why understanding the human-nature
relationship is essential to nature conservation and protection. The human-nature relationship is
individually based and contested; although studies have created basic cultural models and themes
can be constructed from quotes, it is still impossible to predict to an individual. People generate
their personal definitions of nature and wetlands within the framework of their background, their
other interests/activities, and how they see their place in the landscape specifically and world in
general. Every wetland, as well as other restored habitat, dwells within a certain locality; each
has a place-based natural community composed of native/indigenous flora and fauna, as well as a
community of people who identify themselves with that place. There are numerous 'triggers' to
urge people to become involve in preserving their special living places, whether wetland, forest
or seascape. When groups and their participants recognise and strengthen their ties with the
communities surrounding the wetlands, their efforts to protect the Travis Wetland and the Otipua
Wetland will make an even greater difference.
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Appendix A - Interview Questions for Participants and
Government Employees
Interviews with Group members
Intro about me- explain research- sign consent fonn- explain anonymity and ask to tape recordtum on mic, then tape recorder- ask them to give me a tour of the wetland while talking about the
group's involvement and their personal involvement in the protectionlrestoration- ask questions
while walking or as they come up in conversation, etc.
Current Involvement
How are you involved in the TWT/FOTOW?
Are you involved in other community organisations?
What is most important to you in your involvement with the Wetland Protection Group?
Do you consider yourself an advocate for the wetland? (What does the word advocacy mean?)
Specific Group Queries
When did you get involved with TWT/FOTOW group? And How?
How does the TWT/FOTOW group advocate for wetlands? What is your role?
What importance would you give to community involvement in the TWT/FOTOW?
How much of a difference do you feel the TWT/FOTOW has made?
What role does CCC/ECan representatives have in the TWT/FOTOW?
Generalised
Why/How do people advocate for wetlands?

What meanings do wetlands have for you?
What role does the government have in the preservation and restoration of wetlands?
Background
Where did you grow up? Where your parents environmentally involved?
Why are wetlands important to you?
What do you do when you come to the wetland?
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Questions for Government Representatives of the Wetland Protection Groups

1) What is your position within CCC/ECan?
2) What is your role with the TWT/FOTOW?
3) How do the members of the TWT/FOTOW see you?
4) What is the structure and operating procedure of the TWT/FOTOW?
5) What does advocacy mean to you?
6) What are the priorities of the group? (-is advocacy one?)
7) Does the group consider itself an advocate for the wetland?
8) How do volunteers get involved with the TrustiFOTOW?
9) Would you speculate on any similarities group members have in common?
10) How does the Trust/FOTOW reach out to the community?
11) What are the dates of any work parties coming up?

12) Do I have your permission to study the TWT/FOTOW?
13) Could you give me the contact details ofthe Chairman/Officers of the Friends of the Otipua
Wetland for the purposes of this study?
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Appendix B - Research Information Sheet
Environment, Society and Design Divisionl Social Science,
Recreation, Parks and Tourism Group
You are invited to participate as a subject in a project entitled Wetland Protection in
Canterbury, New Zealand: Human-Nature Relationships and Advocacy in Local
Environmental Groups.
The aim of this project is to explore the relationship between wetlands and people
involved in volunteer wetland conservation groups and the various forms of advocacy
the groups use through interviews,. observations and photographs. The likely timelength of involvement in this research project will only be one hour approximately.
Your participation in this project will involve taking the researcher on a tour of the
wetland while discussing and talking about your involvement in the Travis Wetland
Trust! Friends of the Otipua Wetland local environmental group and the wetland itself.
Interviews will be tape recorded and then transcribed. A still camera may be used to
take photographs of items in the wetland you find interesting and attractive or worthy of
special attention. These photographs will help to demonstrate your interests in the
wetland, such as a favourite raupo planting site or an important waterway. Some
photographs may feature you engaged in activity during a work party. If an individual
can be identified from! is in focus in the photograph, a copy of the photograph will be
sent for approval and permission to use the image in the research thesis.
As a follow-up to this activity, you will be able to have a copy of the transcript of the
interview mailed!emailed to you to check for accuracy. If there are any sections which
you would like to retract, omit or change, the researcher will omit or change them for the
final product. In the performance of the tasks and application of the procedures, there
are no risks.
The results of the project may be published, but you may be assured of the complete
confidentiality of data gathered in this investigation: the identity of participants will not be
made public without their consent. To ensure anonymity and confidentiality, you will be
given a pseudonym to be used through the research. Your contact details will be known
only to the principal researcher. All interview material will be labelled with the
pseudonym and kept in a locked drawer in a locked office.
The project is being carried out by Tara Sieber under the supervision of Dr. Harvey
Perkins and Dr. Pip Lynch of the Social Science, Parks, Recreation and Tourism Group.
Tara Sieber can be contacted at 021-557-576 or siebert2@lincoln.ac.nz or PO Box 86
Lincoln University. Dr. Harvey Perkins can be reached at 325-2811 or
perkins@lincoln.ac.nz or PO Box 84 Lincoln University.
Dr. Pip Lynch can be contacted at 325-2811 or lynchp@lincoln.ac.nz or PO Box 84
Lincoln University. Dr. Perkins or Dr. Lynch will be pleased to discuss any concerns
you have about participation in the project. The project has been reviewed and
approved by Lincoln University Human Ethics Committee.
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Appendix C - List of Interview and Observation Dates and Locations
Interviews
Nigel Buttery, ECan - ECan Timaru Office
A - at place of employment
B - at Travis Wetland
John Skilton, CCC Ranger - at Travis Wetland
C - at Travis Wetland
D - at Otipua Wetland
E - at Travis Wetland
F - at Christchurch Environment Centre
G - at Otipua Wetland
H - at Otipua Wetland
I - at Travis Wetland
J - at private home
K - at Otipua Wetland
L - at Otipua Wetland
M - at Otipua Wetland
N - at Otipua Wetland
0- at Timaru YHA
P - at Otipua Wetland
Q - at private home
R - at Travis Wetland Conference Centre

15.10.04
21.10.04
25.10.04
3.11.04
3.11.04
5.11.04
6.11.04
9.11.04
17.11.04
17.11.04
1.12.04
4.12.04
10.12.04
10.12.04
11.12.04
11.12.04
11.12.04
12.12.04
22.12.04
15.1.05

Observations
16.10.04
Travis Wetland Trust Work Party
19.10.04
Travis Wetland Trust AGM
20.11.04
Celebration of Wetland Walk at Travis Wetland
15.1.05
Travis Wetland Trust Work Party
World Wetlands Day and launch of Travis
Wetland Guidebook
2.2.05
Otipua Wetland Charitable Trust celebration of the
Covenant signing with the NZ Department of
Conservation
10.2.05
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