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ANNCE Conzervation iz now the izsue of the marment.
The Conservation Law Reform Bill got it's third reading in the House
thiz week. Conservation Minister, Philip Woollaston - good morning.
WOOLLASTON Good morning.

AMNNCRE What's the guts of this BiNY

WOOLLASTOM well the Bill does @ number of things. Ah, it
um, rearranges the whole process by which we have citizen input into

ah, conservation issues. It ah, replaces a whole host of conservation
quangos with a newe, more integrated structure, which will allow, |
think, a better ah, and more orderly citizen input into conservation
alicy. It alzo rearranges the, ah, the um, Fish and Garme Council, or
the Acclimatization Society and the Fish and Game Council, which
have ah, again a more modern structure and ah, will involve perhaps,
.ed

[aK)

less overheads and ah, and make sure that the maoney which 15 rai:
from people who catch trout and such like things iz spent whers it
ought to be and to make some changes Lo the marginal strip
provisions  That iz, those, those provisions which, under which the

crown keeps the Queen’'s Chain as it zells of f any crown Tand.

)

oit's @ generaly tidy up of a 1ot of things that

£
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have been messy in the conseryation area and I'd like to talk to you

about the Queen’s Chain, - that strip of marginal land, now 17 1 may.

And g3y good marning to Bruce Mazon of the Public Lands Coalition?

MASOM Yes, that's right. Good morning, there, Fathryn.
ANNCE what 1 your concern about the Queen's Chain

pravision within thig Bill?

@
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HMASOH Qur concern 1% that we see it as a fundamental

||‘|

attack on the private, on the public’'s existing right of access to
water bodies and in many respects we see the passage of this Bill at
this stage a5 the worst poszsible birthday present Mew Zeslanders
could ever receive on their 150th anniversary.

AMNNCE well, let's take that point up. How is their right
of access being Yimited?

MASON It's being limited, because the Bill repeals the
major provision for the Queen's Chain, which is under the Land Act.
There has been provision since our first settiement in 1640,
progressive provisions, Currently it is & section S8 of the Land Act.
It is repealing that and all the =trips that have been created over the
years, suddenly become marginal strips subject to the Conservation
Act. And there are totally new criteria of

ANNCE Of - hold on - are there fewer strips now?  will

there be fewer strips under the provisions of the BillY

MaASTM Urn, i, The existing ones will become
marginal strips. But the strips will physically exist, wherever the
strips governing the putlic use and the management of thern have
drastically changed.

ANNER Mrowoollaston, your view first of all, on
whether the right of access will be limited under the provisions of
the Bill7

WOOLLASTON Mo, the Bill actually does the opposite.  &h, the
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Land Act says the strips shall be reserved from sale for the purposes

T access, but it doesn't actually say in the law that the public have

o

any right of access to them and that, therefore, is something which
iz in the gifts of the Department of Conservation - it used to be the
Department of Lands - ah, any public right of access was st the
pleasure of the Department. The Bil1, this Bill, says that the public
have a right of access and they can only be - the strips can only be
closed for public access where there is public danger, or where there

is a high fire risk.  So 1t actually stipulates when the public may be

excluded.
MASON With respect ..
WOOLLASTON I'm =orry, if | may finish - the, it stipulates

that the public may only be excluded temporarily for reasans of
public safety or at times of high fire risk and ah, that does Jive s
statutory guarantee of access at other times.

FAS0OM Well | will have to constradict you totally,
Minister. ['m afraid this iz one of the biggest myths this gowvernment

has perpetrated against the peoaple of New Zealand. “ou are claiming

that there is no exizting right of access on the Queen’s Chain at
present.
WOOLLASTON Mo, no, no I'frisorry - you misheard me there,

vwhat | said is that the existing law, the old, the Land Act, does not
given any statutory guarantee of that right.
MasoM Well that's the same ..
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WOOLLASTOM .. the right - no, no, no. Pardon, | repeat what |

«aid.  The public have the right only at the pleasure of the
Lepartment of Conservation or, it used to be the at the pleasure of
the Department of Lands that iz the legal situation .

MASON Mo, that iz not the legal situation, Mr
Woollaston and | have legal opinion before, which says totally the
opposite. | think we have to put this whole Queen's Chain thing into
perspective and to a historical perspective - becausze Mr 'woollaston
and the government are presenting this Bill az if it is the base line.
It is the starting point and in fact we have to go back to 1540, when
Queen Yictoria igsue instructions to the then Governor Hobson, that
he vwas directed to lay off 1and - set aside land for recreation and the
amusement of the inhabitants, alang the sea coast and in the
neighbourhood of navigitable strearms and she specfically instructed
Hobson that we do strictly enjoin you and require you, that you do not
on any account, or on any pretence whatsoever, grant, convey or
demise to any person or persons, any of their land o specified as fit
to be reserved, nor perrait ar suffer any such lands to be accupied by
any private person for any private purposes.

WOOLLASTON Yeah, | heard Jim Anderton make that speesch, ah

couple of days ago.  Um, and ah, but, ah - and 1t's becorme a rather
partisan political debate | think for that reason - but | want to say
that ..

MASOH .. oh loak, Minister, we have - ve must pursue
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this 1egal matter on the

WOOLLASTON ftalking over the top of Mr Masaon) .. yes, well if

| may respond to it, Bruce. 1T you, if you actually look at what is in
the law, it 15 a very long way from what Queen Victoria said. The
lave, under the Land Act, which | have just had amended in
parliament, is very specific. It doesn't apply to all lands, it only
applies to land that is administered as crown 1and under the Land
Act. 1t doesn't have that prohibition on, on selling any marginal strip

any Queen's Chain, which Queen Yictoria clearly envisaged,
because that had been removed. The Land Act, which has just been
changed says very clearly that the marginal strip shall be reserved
for sale unless the Minister of Conservation thinks it's unnecessary
to do so. There's no, no guidance as to how that judgement is made
and in the past, marginal strips, or Section 53 strips, have not been
taken in a lot of areas as you are aware. ‘what, what this Act says,
what this new law says, 15 that the only circurmstances under which
the Minister of Conzervation can fail fo take a strip, are it it would
be of no use either for public access or for public recrestion ar fufnr'
conservation purpose

AMNCE But how can you detine what will be of no uze,

Mrwoollaston?

WOOLLASTOMN Well, the only, the only situation | can think ah,

off hand, where that might apply, is where for exarnple, part or all of
the marginal strip would be at the top of a very high bluff and there
A«



are some situations where there's, there's physically no possible
mesns of access.

M&SOM well, why don't you make the strips wider than

|’_||

twenty metres, Minister?

WOOLLASTOM Well, - I'm sorry - if | can finish answering

Kathryn's gquestion, Bruce.

MASON wWell, you've not allowed me to finish the legal
gquestion
WOOLLASTON (talking over the top of Mr Mason) ... if | could

finish answering Kathryn's question. The only circumstance | can
think of, iz where it would be physically impossible to get access to
the river from the strip, because there are high cliffs or it would be

phyzically impossible to get access along the river becauze o of high

buff=.

ANNCE well, let's take Mr Mason's point then  ‘Wwhy not
in that case make the strip make the chain wider, o that you can get
public access in those areas.

WEDLLASTON Oh, urm - it's, it's very eazy, to ah - in that case

miaking the chain wider wouldn't give public access. U, making,

making the strip wider wouldn't, wwouldn't help at all, because what

I'rm =aying is that where there are bluffs and cliffs

FASON well, you have wider strip that goes round the

top of & cliff or an obstruction, as is pozsible currently under the

Lands Act in which you have specifically repealed. The Minister ..
AT



WOOLLASTOMN .. Bruce, if | can - | would like to ansy/er one

question at a time.  The question iz why not make it wider to cope
with a situation where the strip is physical separate by reason of
cliffs or bluffs from the river. The answer, the answer to that is
that making it wider, as a strip wouldn't help because that - because
the wider strip would be just as divorced from the river. The
solution there is a simple one.  And it is to take a reserve, which
allows the two bits of strip above and below to be linked up and
that's often done. There are many means of doing it, but it's not
strictly a marginal strip, because it's physically separated from the
margin of the river.

ANMCE wWouldn't it be simpler, Mr woollaston, just to

have a blanket provizion of that Queen's Chain everywhere instead of
hawing to worry about what may or may not be useful?

WOOLLASTON Ah, yes, but it would lead us into some silly

situations, that's all. That, | rmean that the old, the o1d Act left it
entirely up to the discretion in theory of Ministers, but in practice of
afficials and ah, Bruce, who's researched this area quite a 1ot and
knowes a 1ot about where there are strips and where there aren't
strips actually was the person, the person who, | think, initially
drew it to my attention, that, that the performance had been very
uneven and in some of the old land districts, you get a very good
marginal strip system, Section S8 strip system, and in octher land
districts you don't because there was, there was a Commissioner of
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Crown Lands there at the crucisl time, who didn't really think they
were necessary and, and what this Bill does, it ensures that it can't
depend on the whim of an official or a Minister as to whether theyre
taken or not. They have to be taken, unless it cah be dermonstrated -
and that means demonstrated in court - that there wouldn't be any
point in taking it, because it wouldn't give physical access to the
river or have any recreational walue.

MASON Mr ¥woollaston, I'm afraid you've gone off onh a
tangent. We must return to the matter of existing legal rights.
That iz absolutely essential an understanding of this discussion. You
have stated that that under the Land Act if you look at public roads,

you cannot even find what a definition of what the purposes

WOOLLASTOMN .. that's right
MaSOM . 0f what & public road and yet everyone in this
country, knows what @ public road 1z for and the courts have upheld

that the public have the absolute right to pass and repass on public

raads at all times

WODLLASTOMN. . no roads can be clozed.
M s 0N .. ah, laok that ic a separate provizion, Minister
WOOLLASTON .. ho, no, roads, rosds can be - the public can be

excluded from public roads, i1 happens quite frequently.

M&AS0N Mot walking - there is walking access at all

times, Minicter

WOOLLASTOM Yes, no, na. I'm sorry that's not correct, Bruce,
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you'ra, youw're - if you think about it, you think of the number of
occasions when you see roads closed off by the police for reasons of
public safety, where, where there is - and it's very necessary that
they be so - or where there has been, where there's an armed
defenders incident - where there is a gas leak, where there are
floods. There are all sorts of emergency situations in which roads
can be and are closed.

ANNCE MNow let's take up Mr Woollaston's point, Bruce
Mazon, you do accept that the government has certsin powers to close
roads for matters of public safety, why not accept their
rezponsibility to fook after things like the marginal strips in this
instance in this debate?

MASON Because the government does not have the
powveetr Lo close roads now. The police do, Tocal autharities to do
WOOLLASTON Civil Defence.

MASDON

A

ight.  Now theyre completely .

fll

WOOLLASTON (talking ower the top of Mr Masan) .. any

guthority does, the Ministry of Transport does, the .

FMAS oM .oexcuyze me Minister, ook | am representing a
sighifticant area of the public interest are you prepared to listen for
a change?

WOOLLASTEN I, 'am histening, Bruce, but | do, | do think |

should be gtlowed Lo respond.
ANNCE Indeed. Plesse carry on vwith your point,
LA10



please, Bruce Mason.

MASON The point is that there is an abscolute, unless
the road is closed and there are rights of appeal to a Planning
Tribunal, but there iz an absolute right. There is any amount of case
law for road. Now, Section S8 strips under the Land Act are the
equivalent provision. It ig not specifically set out in the taw that
there is an absolute right of public access, but my legal opinion 13
that the courts would uphold that right. Now, you are replacing that
with a privilege. A discretion in the hands of yourself or your
officials. Mow, that is & fundamental change.

ANNCR Can | get your reply to that Mr Woollaston®
WOOLLASTON Yes, yes, certainly. Ah, I'm afraid, Bruce, that

you have misunderstood. | think you'we got it back to front. At the
rmorment the Section S8 strips are exactly Hke the roads. There is
nothing in the 1aw that says the public have a rnght of access, there
iz what you might ¢all a cormmon law prescription which protects

that right of access, but it is a right of access that can be

L[l

ywithdrawn, under undefined circumstances. Obwiously there :
circumstances in which the public have been kept out of Section 28
strips, just as there are rmuch more often circumstances in which the
public road are kept of the roads, of f certain areas of road.
Ternporarily, for reasons of safety, for other reasons from time to
tirme.
MASON (talking cver top of Mr Woollaston) There is
WAk




anly one existing provision now Minister, either under the
Conservation Act, the marginal strips or Section 55 for the public to
be excluded and that ic under the Forest and Rural Fires Act, Section
32, which already applie

WODLLASTON | would like to answer the question because it

does need an answer that that's a red herring, because the forests
aren’'t actually included under, under the Land Act at all at the
mament, and that's another question that | will come toin a minute,
but the, the - at the morment there is no right in statute that says the
public can be there. There are circumstances in which the public
have gquite properly been excluded fram rmarginal strips, Section S8
strips, just as they are from public roads from time to time. Moy,
what we have done, is we have said that in the Taw, that those, that
right of the government, or of government agencies, or of public
sgencies, to exclude the public has limits toit. And we have given
those very tight limits, so there is now & much - there 13 now 8
statutory guarantee that the public can be there at all times unless
there has been declared to be, by rme or my successor, & public, a
public emergency of some sort, or there is g high Tire risk in @
forested ares as covered under section 32 Now Bruce, has touched
on an interesting point, though, because the, the 1aw at the moment,
the section S8 of the Land Act, only applied to crown lands under the
Lands 4ct, which meant there were nor marginal strips in forested
areas which might be said, unless they were first declared to be
AV



crowen land. Sometimes there were, sometimes there weren't. It
meant Tor example that there was no legal possibility of creating
marginal strips in the state forests, when the management and
cutting rights of those forests are Sold, because the land isn't being
sold. what this Bill does, it ensures that any lands of the crown are
trought into that regime and it ensures that, when the cutting rights
to thoze forests are sold, there will be margin strips created there
and | think that is another great public benefit of this legiglation.
AMNCE we're not going to get agreement between you
two on this particular issue, | would 1ike to maove to the issue of
dizposing of these marginal strips. Dizposing of parts of the Queen's
Chain.  Mow you, will have the power under the Bill to do that,
Miniztery

WUOLLASTON Mo, no, na. The, Bill az 1t was introduced, and

Eruce quite properly raised public concern about that - had 8 power
of disposal and acquisitian, which ah, was, was put in there
principally to, to deal with the problem where marginal strips are
nowy not retated to the rivers that they were once adjacent to,
becausze that's happened where rivers have moved their course
considerably. Urn, the ah, that created a perception - and | think it,
it got Bruce going because he felt that there vwas a plot to actually
sell off the marginal strips, um - how |, | wasn't too happy with how
that was worded either
ANNCE .. are you saying there's no way that thece
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strips can be sold of f at all?

WOOLLASTON Mo, no there's no way. What, what there's been

been, that's been replaced with a provision which allows an unusable

marginal strip to be swapped for a usable marginal strip.

AMMNCR vwhat's a usuable, versus an unusuable one?
WOOLLASTOM Well, ...

ANNCE . like the Bluff for example, you said before
WODLLASTOM well no, ah that is possibly an example. There's

a better one though. One of these Canterbury rivers that maowve around
alot, ah, might for example have changed its course totally and
there's - what was a marginal strip is now high and dry in the middle
of farm land, doesn't give any access to the river - it is not possible
under this Bill to swap that for the equivalent strip along the river,
So it can only be done by a swap, and that swap can only be done if
it's going to actually improve access to the river or access alang the
river. But there's no means of disposing of marginal strip at all in
the Bill nowe and it's a much better Bi11 for that.

M

lU

S UM I'd like to cormrment there | acknowledge that

that dizposal mechanicsm has been replaced, because there was just
massive public concern over that. However, what is 1t being
replaced by? It's being replaced by another provision that's been put
in, subsequently into the Bill, allowing the waiver. Initially that
was to be a total waiver, so it would allow officials or yourself to
avoid creating marginal strips when any lands to the crown are

AT



dizpozed of 1o SOEs. Mow there are ..
AMMNCE .. tantbut in there. ‘You're talking about &

walwver. Youre talking about a situation where no rmarginal strip

ericts

MaSOnr That's correct ..

ANMCE .. and the Minister has the power nat to create
ity

M&S0oM Mot to create it. You have to keep inmind,

these strip's hormslly created only when the crown land is disposed

of.

AMNMCE So the Minister haz the power to say, no we

ywon't put & marginal strip there, you are saying?

MA&SON Yes, he initislly had introduced the power that
would have a tatal discretion. That has been narrowed, again because

of abjections, narrowed to just a situation in rivers and streams,

where he has no waiver, however it's been bounced - it's a case of

ANHCR Mrwoollaston, can | get your response to thaty
WOOLLASTON ¥es, yes. The, ah, - a3 | - thiz is touching on

sormething that we have already, we've already mentioned. But as |

said before, the existing law says that the marginal strip will only

be taken if, if the Minister of Conservation thinks 1ts necessary to do

0. To face that around (¥} It will be taken unless he thinks it's

not necessary. It doesn’t say hoy that judgement should be reached
AL



at all.  Ah, what we've done here is said - is stipulated what grounds
| zan consider it unnecessary for and that igif it would be of Tittle
or no walue for conservation purposes, for public access, or for
recreation and those purposes can be better met another way.

AMMNCE Mowe Bruce Mason, said before that he said that

he thought there was a plot to sell it to the state owned enterprises.

MASOM That's right.
ANMNCR What's this plot?
MASON Well the piot is that the whaole government's

azset sale programmme and the programme to transfer land from the
crown to the SOEs and in due cowse to sell the S0E Tand to the
private sector, that has driven the so called reform of the marginal
strip legislation. Little elze. Conservation and the protection of
public ess have been second on the agenda, and the proof of the
matter is that thiz Tegizlation .

AMNMCE Can | interrput, why shouwld the state owned
enterprises want these marginal strips?

MasON

They don't, they don't want them. 'Well, some

do, some don't. But Landcorp in particular, and to a lesser extent,
Forestcorp, do not want thermn. The lobbied gowernment very hard so
that they'd be exempt from the existing requirement to establish
these strips and the proof of the pudding i in some Cabinet state
owned enterprises committee minutes that | have before me now,
that are dated the 9th March 1980, The topic was marginal strips,
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objectives and options. |t vas chaired by Richard Prebble. Mr

Woollaston was also present as a ...

WOOLLASTON 19807

MASON 1988.

WOOLLASTON Oh '88.

MASON And that was, that Cabinet committee was

directing this reform and it directed officials and the State Services
Commission to actually review those matters of objectives and
options and invited yourself, as Associate Minister, to deal with the
Associate Member of State Owned Enterprises. Now, that committee
came up with some startling information and it was a State Services
Commission paper of the 10th June 1988, and they identified two
major problems for all the SOEs, where no interest in a marginal
strip could be granted and that a marginal strip cannot be disposed
of. So they perceived that as an existing problem. And further, that
they ...

ANNCR ..can | stop you there. Wwas that 1obbying
successful, Mr Woollaston?

WOOLLASTON No it certainly wasn't and the result of that is

in the legislation that we have before us. Certainly at the time
when, when the legislation, when the first Conservation Act vas
being produced and the marginal strip ides was created in that
legislation, yes there was very lobbying from - particulariy from
Land Corporation, as Bruce has pointed out. But they wanted to
AN



actually retain the riparian rights to all the streams and they wanted
to be able to on sell those riparian rights | think. Now, that, that
view was rejected then. They came back and said there were certain
difficulties and that there were, the State Services Commission did
report, yes. But that report did not find it's way into the legislation.
The fact that various officials came up with certain views is not a
matter to attack this legislation on, because if you look at the

legislation you will see it doesn't reflect those views.

ANNER Given the fact though ...

WOOLLASTON .. they can get an interest in the marginal
strips.

ANNCR But given the fact though, that you have the

power not to create to marginal strip where it doesn't exist, and that
could coincide with an area where a state owned enterprise wants
that land, there is the potential there, for them indeed, to get the
land and not to have to put the public strip in.

WOOLLASTON That's why | insisted that the qualification go

into the new legislation, which isn't in the old one. That is, that,
that it has to be able to be demonstrated that the marginal strip

vwould be of no value for conservation.

ANNCR And is that a sufficient safeguard, Bruce
Mason?
MASON No, it isn’'t because times have changed. In the

past there wasn't a wholesale disposal of the lands of the crown.
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Now there is. The government actually has a monetary incentive, now
to dispose of lands without, without these marginal strips and this
official paper, actually records the Minister's position on this. That
they recorded that one of the side - the necessity of the survey, is
the effect on asset values of SOEs and it recorded that the Ministers
agreed that the 1and which was to transfer to Landcorp, should be
valued with no allowance made for the 1oss of marginal strips. They
further went on to say, that Landcorp had raised objections, that if
the government attempted to renegotiate the asset valuation, that
they've agreed now, that if the government insisted on marginal
strips being created, Landcorp would insist on renegotiating the
whole package and hence delay the whole asset sale programme. And
that is the central thing that has driven this legisiation from start
to go.

WOOLLASTON No, it's not correct, Bruce, and | have, | have

been involved in the legislation - not just since 1985, but since we
decided to set up a Conservation Department, and that is absolutely
incorrect. The fact that you have, you have got one paper which is
laying out the views of Land Corporation, doesn’t mean that Land
Corporation has been driving the government. [t's absolutely
incorrect. | do take, | think your statement that this is the first
time that there has been a wholesale disposal of crown land is wrong
on two counts. One, is there is not a wholesale disposal of crown
land at the moment. Um, there is a very small disposal through Land
../19



Corporation of crown land. 1f you add the areas, it 15 not vast. |f

LII

you go back, though a century or so, well just about a century - you
will find there was a wholesale disposal of crown lands, that's how
two thirds of Mew Zealand came to be in private ownership because it
vas, it was - the law at the time and the Treaty of YWaitangi made
this absolutely clear ~ said only the crown can acquire land and then
the crown will on sell that land as crown land to private owners and
that's why the original requirement for a Queen’'s Chain was put in
there. ‘what we have done here, in this Bill, have made it impozsible
for a state owned enterprised to acquire land without having the
marginal strip made of f and that is, that is what | thought you
wanted 11's certainly what | want. | don't want to have land soid to
the private or to the public into private ownership, or to a state
owned enterprise, without having that marginal strip laid out and
that's what this law .

ANMCE .~ but the potential exists for that to happen, M1r

wonllaston, doesn't 1t%

WOOLLASTOM Mo, it doesn't. Ah, the potential existed very

much in the old legislation, because 1t just required the Minister of
Lands or one of his officials under delegated authority, to say it is
not necessary to have a marginal strip and there wasn't @ marginal

strip. Mo justification was required.

ANMNCE I would ..
WOOLLASTOM . under this Bill, it has to be able to be
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dernonstrated in a court of law, because me decisions are 31l subject
to judicial review, 5o | have to be confident that | can prove in a
court of law, that any strip | had decided shouldn't be taken, had
little ar no value for conservation or public access and those needs
could be better met some ather way.

ANNCE There are other aspects of the Bill, and other
matters of conservation I'd 1ike to get on to, so I'd like to finich this
discussion on the marginal strips. Now, Bruce Mason says he
represents a large lobby group. People who are concerned that these
places of beauty around rivers, lakes and the seashore that we have
public access to, that people want to retain access to, that it may be
threatened. Moy what, what do you say to that expression of concern
by 1arge numbers of people?

WOOLLASTON well Bruce, certainly has a very good netwaork,

Eruce has alarmed s 1ot of people and | think initially, the work he's
done in the Bill was very good because there were problems with it
and he, he analysed thoze. But | think he became convinced by his
awn rhetoric and he's put out & lot of material which has alarmed a
1ot of people. | sat down with the three, the leaders of the three
arganisations which are the parents of Public Lands Coalition, - the
Federated Mountain Clubs, the Forest and Bird Society, and the
Acclimatization Societies and we worked out what changes really
were necessary it the Bill was going to allay their concerns and that
was done. And they declared themselves happy with that, since
A2



then they've come back after the Select Commitiee stage and said
there are a few more problems. | agree with that, and they've been
addreszed in the Supplementary Qrder Paper. But they've declared
themselves well happy with the Bill. 1've, I've - anybody who's
actually been taken through it, seems to be fairly happy with it and |

think Bruce really has become .

MASON I'm on my own, am |, Minister?
WOOLLASTON Mo, no. You're not on your own, you're a very

qood publicist, but | say, | think you've become a bit obsessed by this
plot theory that you see there.

ANHCE Can | have your, your final response briefly,

please IMr Mazon?

MA S0 well | have to correct that three parent

organisations are not happy with the Bill as at present. They were
not consulted whern only a week ago, the Minister introduced a
Supplementary Order Paper which gave Forestcorp, or the owners of
crown forestry licence, the right to not only harvest existing trees
on future rmargingl strips, but to plant another crop. This is further
proot that the SOEs are driving it. However, so - | have to correct

you on that Minister, those parents organisations are not happy when

WOOLLASTOM .. were they lying to me when they told me they

were happy in my office?
MASON when?
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ANHCE Please continue briefly with your reply, Mr

Mazan.

MASON Fight, yes. The point iz that this is a very
unhappy piece of legislation, @ major area we haven't covered, but |
will just touch on - the whole appointment of private people over
public 1ands is a horrific precedent and the Minister in accepting
that, by having private land owners have control over especially
protected areas, has opened the floodgates for all the other
zonzervation estate right up to the nationsl parks, potentially being
in the same situation. And that is something that everyone in New

Zealand would be totally opposed if they realised.

T~

WHMER Bruce Mason thank you for your time this

marning.

DURATION: 35 minutes



