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Dear Luana

Blue Mountain — Preliminary Proposal for Tenure Review

Thank you for providing copies of a summary of the proposed designations, the notice and
proposal document.

Unfortunately, as a result of Council prioritising its work programme for this financial year, we
are no longer in a position to provide information to the tenure review programme. However,
this doesn't preclude you from making a formal request, in writing, to access specific
resource information held on file.

The Council will continue to meet its obligation to the programme in terms of any legal
interests (such as a Land Improvement Agreement pursuant to Section 30A of the Soil
Conservation and Rivers Control Act 1241} it holds over Crown leasehold land.

We have no legal interest in Blue Mountain under a Land Improvement Agreement.

If you have any queries please don't hesitate to give a call on my direct line (03) 687 7848.
Yours faithfully

" W(%QMM

Neil MacDonald
Senior Planning Officer

cG Cathie Brumley
Environment Canterbury

File Mo: INBT/46 & AG5T/451 & PL5C/M03
Contact:  Neil MacDonald
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Submission 2

3 November 2011 Ima
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Geraldine Tramping Club -7 N0V 20m
C/- Denisc Macpherson Secretary e

56 Langridge Road :

g N | )

R.D 25 Temuka.

The Manager
Darroch Limited
P O Box 27
ALEXANDRA

Dear Sir

SUBMISSTONS ON BLUE MOUNTAIN TENURE REVIEW

FROM THE GERAI.DINE TRAMPING CLUB

Members of the Geraldine Tramping Club have tramped in the
area on many occasions during the last 35 ycars and wish to
continue to do so, on the basis of the access sought, which will
be responsibly accepted.

We are in agreement with the designation and disposal set out in
items 1. and 2. subject to the conditions set out below.

I

2,500ha approximately to be designated as land to be restored

to full Crown ownership and control as conservation area under
section 35(2) (a) (i) Crown Pastoral Land Act 1998).

6,935ha approximately to be disposed ol by frechold disposal to
Blue Mountain Station Itd. (under Section 35(3) Crown
qualified designation.

Protective Mechanisms

(1) A conservation covenant over an area of approximately 250

hectarcs (under sections 40 (1) (b) 40(2)(a) and 40(2)(b)
Crown Pastoral Land Act 1998

(2) A covenant over three historic huts (under sections

(40(1)(b)and40(2)(a) Crown Pastoral Land Act 1998

Qualified Designation

(3)An easement in gross [or public and conservation management
access (under section 36(3)(b) Crown Pastoral Land Act 1998)
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The Geraldine Tramping Club conditions sought are:

(1) Easements to ensure practical access must be brought up to the
same standard as the legal roads.

(2) A covenant providing for foot access to Mt. Edith and Mt.
Frances consistent with farming requirements to be part of the
agreement.

(3) Access to Mt. Catherine should be for the Public as well as
D.0.C.

Yours faithfully
Denise Macpherson.

O ﬁayég;ﬂf*i
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SUBMISSION ON BLUE MOUNTAIN PASTORAL L EASE TENURE
REVIEW PRELIMINARY PROPOSAL, | DARFCET LT

T4 WOV 2011
My Name is Adran Cogle of 60 Matai Crescent Timaru. I retived from the Department of Conservation in 2009

after a 22-year carcer. [ worked in South Canterbury and 1 am familiar with the Blue Mountain property and the
initial tenure review conservation report.

Introduction:

It is my contention that the preliminary proposal falls woefully short for the following reasons

s Tt fails to provide for adequate protection for a range of significant intrinsic values (5IVs) identificd on the
property. (See conservation resources reporl for full details)

»  ltis deficicnt in lerms of the currant Natiﬂﬁai CGovernment policy for the South Island High Country
parlicularly as the pp has little to indicate that any form of collaborative management has been considered.

= |t does not meet, in the fullest sense, the objeels o parl 2 seclion 24 of the Crown Pasloral Lands Aet
(CPLA) 1998 namely the protection of significant inherent value (includes landscapes) and it fall short of
meeting (1) b in that it does not apply the preference [or restoration of land (with 5TVs) la [ull crown
ownership and that public access and enjoyment of reviewable land is not adequately provided for.

= It does not adequately provide for balanced sustainable development outcomes. Tn the context of sustainab
development “Ecological sustainability”, as the act requires, can be understood as “the maintenance or
enlancement, in the longer tevm, of present ecosystems attributes for “ defined tract of land, whilst

aveiding effects that compromise off site ecosystems” (2004 Landcare Research report

The Present and Past stewardship:

Much 1s made of the stewardship role of lessees, in terms of protection of inherent values, whilst not disparaging
the clforts of many lessees, its needs to be stated that the truth of the matter is that to a fair degree it’s anly duc lo
(he instance of controls imposed by the CPLA,

Onee freed from any constraint imposed by the CPLA a holder is likely to intensify land use this inevitably comes
at the expense SIVs. Upon [recholding the only recourse against any attenuation and loss of S1Vs will be the
controls imposcd by local government plans (derived from the RMA) this in terms of protection of 5IVs is a weak

proposition,

The previous holders farmed the property in a conservative manner that might be construed as a “sustainable™
method given that the stocking never seemed to have too much of an impact on significant valucs. Assumedly this
was an cconomic proposition for the holders.

The property is notable for its “high tussock” cover and lack of a burning history. In a calchment deemed importar
for water harvesting the presence of and benefits of little modificd tussock lands should not be over looked.
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Research has identified the valuable role played by tussock in proper watershed functioning. In the interests off
maintaining lhe services, that the intact tussock land provides, the Commissioner may wish to consider cslablishin
“sustainable management covenants” under section 97 of the CPLA that could then be turned over to the regional
council lo manage,

Values:

The conscrvation resources report, established on accepted conservation criteria, identified a extensive range of
signilicant inherent values present across the whole property including those of a landscape nature. On the basis o
the outeomes of the conservation report protection recommendations were submitted. 'The report, recommended
about 60/40-split conservation /free holding was appropriate given the extent and scale of significant inherent
values
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Given that the pp (see below) has suggested the reverse of the above with 6000 ha going into freehold then
somelhing extraordinary must have occurred, given that the intrinsic values on the property were so extensive. It
begpars belief then as to how the proposed allocation can write off the values identified when policy requires a
balanee must he struck that ensures land with significant inherent values is protected and maintained to ensure its
best use for all NZs.



RELEASED UNDER THE OFFICIAL INFORMATION ACT

* Further more the policy gocs on to state, “high country lands must be managed in a ceologically sustainable
manner whilst maintaining inherent value which include landscapes. (See definition in the intro above)
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For this large part of this tract of reviewable land. I'm seeking a more representative ceological sustainabilily
disposition based on the map provided below.
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1 (a) Alter a fence line providing for a shorter more cflicient fence line. It provides a better access proposition lo
CA| and will protect values alrcady identified in CAl. The long tapering nature of the proposed frechold in
the pp seems a poorer choice in terms of the limited grazing offered and the longer fenceline associated.

I (b) Alter a boundary line the boundary line is small change lo incorporate the historic hut into the doc-controlls
arca. I is not obvious but possiblc thal (he hut falls within the marginal strip to be set off proposed along
Totara Stream. Whilst the hul may be considered a holders asset and thus acceptable according lo the
marginal strip law, it is also a historie place, as an archeological site, and thus management emphasis may
have more credence under crown control.

I (c) allow a boundary change that takes in the McNaughtons Sircam. Marginal strips along the stream are, in th
strict interpretation of the law unavailable for farming and associated purposes; this may impede future
pastoral development. However the incorporation of this inte CA 1 will better serve the purpose of public
aceess and will offer protection to a range of valucs present. It also improves the design layout in that it scrv
the purpose of establishing conneetivily across an altitudinal range there by reinforcing the longer-term
ceological sustainability and enhaneing the arcas natural character. The quality of grazing lost should be mo
than compensated elsewherc .

2 (a) extend the crown-controlled area to cover the Andrews Stream catchment and the mid Orari River slopest
to ITut Spur. The range of valucs here are quite extensive in the conservation resources report The area also
has a strong local communily interest in terms of usage and appreciation of the landscape. The one covenant
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covering, biodiversity values in the pp is (o limiled in the degree and scope of protection provided, It is
doubtful that a covenant alone will achicve the purposc ol the CPLA for the purposes of meeting sustainable
development.

N.B. (It could however be further subdivided and managed as part DOC {ull control and part collaboratively
managed)

A real weakness in covenants is that any shill in grazing intensity and potential changes in ownership, it will
serve to impact covenanl values thus a “guality of protection” is not entirely a given going forward. In
keeping then wilh section 24 part 2 (b ”} a larger fully protected zone is more desirable utilising existing
fence lines,

A point that seems lost in the PP is the protection of landscapes. . The conservation report identifies a numbg
of arcas with high landscape value. . These landscape provide an overarching confirmation of the natural
character of this tract of land. Several community user groups further emphasize these landscapes values
through reference in local regional government plans and through the expressions ol inlerests.

Colour contrasts in this pic highlight
the extent of indigenous vegetation

| along the slopes of both Andrews
Stream and the Orard River. The
weighting of value lics more with
S51Vs rather than grazing herc
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The oblique below further displays the property split as the above submission represents. The red/brovn line
ig as full erown control (DOC, land to the left of the divide) The blue line could further be an elaboration (2
{b)) based on a collaborative managed area (DOC). Land in the top portion being fully protected and land
along the Orari faces protected SIVs protected but with controlled grazing provided for.

The Green line marks out the approx boundary of the current freehold area with land below the green line
being frechold.

3 (a) the creation of a covenant on southwest slopes below Mt Edith As a site of geological importance. (See
NZ Geological Regisler; “Mt Edith Patterned Ground”) this landform feature has some resilience in the
landscape and is recognised in the Mackenzie District Plan. However that plan only protects against land
disturbance but not from any pastoral intensification, which could conceivably eliminate the features
cxpression from the land. A conservation covenant will be a useful mechanism to more formally recognise
values.

3 (b) Create a covenant incorporating the historic hut, as proposed, but by cxiension include the N East slopes o
take account of the tall tussocks and small arca of shrublands prescnt.

4 The Commissioner considers creation of sustainable management covenants (o address issues such as s
and water concemns, across the extent of frechold lands proposed. The regional council then could manage
these,
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Summary:

In the end it is a mool point as to what constitutes sustainable economic development in the instance of farming th
leasc, this is a question for the holders of the land, Much of the land is identified, under the land classification
systcm, as being low producing grassland. Altitude and topography do conspire fo restrict some options to improv
a fair portion of this, however new development will in all probability arise as any holder sees fit.

In order to achieve this, increased application of a range of resources will be required. In the final analysis marke
and the general economic conditions will dictate.

It does to my mind seem remiss that no attempt has been put forward to evaluate the finuncial retums
(direct/indirect) in leaving the land to reverl to a native woody environment. In Hme, considerable potential
economic benefit arising from carbon sequestralion will be a natural oulcome of suitable land returning o a more
carbon dense cover and concomilant with that will be a increase in potential gains for biodiversity and ccosystem
function.

Whilst the negotiations are conducted primarily between the Crown and the holder, the outcomes are expected to
henefit the wider NZ public.

Other property divisions other than those listed are possible with the right attitude and application of the principle
of economic sustainability. The best outcome will be achieved with a more collaborative management approach
for the pastoral lease land. Grasing can have posilive merils, in lerms ol mainlenance ol 5TVs under controlled
application. Lands could remaining in crown control (DOCY) but subject to a grazing lease this could proveaw
win outcome.

I seek that the Commissioner make the recommended adjustments outlined and if negotiations cannot he
concluded that meet all veasonable expectations then I wonld contend that the Commissioner of Crown Lands

exercise the prerogative to withdraw from the review,

I do not wish to be heard
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T'o the Commissioner of Crown Lands ¢/ - Darroch limited, PO Box 27, Alexandra

Submission on preliminary proposal of tenure review on Blue Mountainpt 031 ..
AR LD
From
Hilary Iles, BSc Physical Geography, MSc Environmental Educatiop 1L NOV 7011
34 Hislop St o
Geraldine 7930 = Pt s
inthehills@clearnct.nz = =

I have been tramping the high country and mountains of NZ. for the last 20 ycars and
have secn the changes resulting from Tenure review. In many case the review process
has seen the uneconomic land return to the crown at large expense-mainly mountain
tops — which actually have little biodiversity value compared to forest. Whilst the
Jower more economically viable land has been kept as free hold by the farmer. The
consequences of this are the intensificd use of this land with heavy application of
fertilisers and often the removal of all native vegetation. The new conservation land -
mainly mountain tops are accessible to a small scction of the population and those
which do want to access them lind that the routc is usually straight up a fence line on
some horribly steep slope or up miles of meandering river bed whilst nearby is a farm
track.

The tenure review proposal for Blue Mountain stations seems to follow this same
formula and I have climbing Tripp peak and Mt Francis. On my last trip to Mt Francis
1 noticed how the native vegetation had been bulldozed off the land owners exisling
slopes above the Orari to “improve the land”. Also he has been progressively burning
off the tussock for several years. ITence some of the comments below.

1. Conservation values of the arca.

a. Proposed full crown ownership arca CAl. There is some beautiful trce
fuschia on a southern slope but otherwise — similar to the other
mountain arcas which have come out of tenure review we are basically
petting the poorer quality of land which as the document states is
unsuituble for pastoral use yet has been subjected to this for the past
100 years and henee is degraded.

b. ‘The conservation covenant on the arca CCl is supposed to cnsure its
protection. However permission to build a track across the bottom of
this area is given in the covenant. | am strongly opposed to this
because bulldozing a track will undermine the whole stability of the
slope above. Tt is not a stable slope and it is steep, the only reason that
vegetation has survived on it. Heavy rain (and more storm events are
predicted with climate change) would starl a rapid erosion process and
saon there would no vegelation left on the slope. You can see this
process happening all over N7.. The rivers in this area already run
brown afler rain because of the poor vegetation cover.

c. Once the farmer has freehold use of the land the slocking rate will be
increased and this will put pressure on the CC1 area

d. The real value of this tenure review would be to put a conservation
covenant onto a much larger area of tussock to protect the water supply
of Geraldine and the Orari river biodiversity values. Hence I proposc
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that the CC1 area be extended {0 include the whole area east of the se —
nw ridge line of Mt Edith, This would ensure some tussock remained
to help slow down and clean water running from the flanks of Mt Edith
and on into the Orari,

2. Public access

Much of the ease ol access lalked about in the review is dependent on the legal roads
surrounding the property. However jusl because a legal road is drawn on the map does
not mean anything exists on the ground or that the ground can be travelled over,
Which means that the tracks (identified on the tenure review land) claiming to provide
“wood public access” will not necessarily do so as the rontesa—b, i—jand ¢--d all
rely on legal roads to reach them. There are (racks, marked on the map but the legal
roads do not necessarily follow the existing tracks.

4, The access a— b is typical of access provided under tenure review —
out of the way - a long drive from anywhere — a “legal road” and then
proceeds straight up stecp contours. Inlerestingly enough the
helicopter photo with a-b drawn onlo it is not in the same location as
the one on the map — it is further north on the shonlder and would
provide better access.

b. I'd like to propose the addition of an easement to providc access to
Tripp peak from the Geraldine side following the continuation of legal
road along Andrews Stream to the CAI boundary.
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Submission 5

Wednesday, September 14, 2011 Chris 'earson
Conunissionct of Crown Lands 18 Rewa Si
c- Darrach Ltd Dunedin

PO Box 27

ALEXANDREA

To Whom il may concern

T'would like to make the following submission for Preliminary Proposal for
the Tenure review of the Rlue Mountain pastoral lease which is undergoing
tenure revicw under the Crown Pastoral Land Act 1998. I think that this has a
lot of commendable features and I foel that I can support it without reserva-
tion,

I feel that this tenure review docs an excellent job if identifying and protecting
public access by adding easements to public roads to ensurc that they repre-
sent practical access. | know that at leasl one of the public roads does not cur-
rently give practical access and (while I do not know the details of the propose
cascient) I assume that it will take care of the problem. T fecl that both of
these legal roads will provide valuable public access Lo the countryside. It will
also avoid a lot of conflict between recreational users and the farmer as to ex-
actly where the legal road is.

The area CA1 covering the slopes of Bluc Mountain and Iripps Peak repre-
sent a potential valuable addition to the conservation estate. T note that from
the Conscrvalion resources report that this area has the highest reercation, and
landscape values combined with the best preserved area of of natural vegeta-
tion on the lease. I also accept (hat the balance of the lease has limited conser-
vation and recrcational value and would be best managed as parl of a frechold
farming property. My only concern is to weather the the easement a-b will
really provide practical public access. | am not familiar with this route but it
looks steep on the map. The obvious route is fhe cascment g-h which is re-
served for management acccss. Now I note that this easement ends in frechold
land so I suppose Lhat is the reason why it was opened o public use. I note
however that in Google Farth there scem to be good access from the Peaks
range down from Tripps Peak and Devils lookout (o he legal road along the
southern boundary of CA lso thal may very well take care of the problem.

Sineercly yours,

Chrislopher Pearson

a: 18 Rewa 31 Dunedin Mew Zealand &: opeareaniAGEanl oom
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Submission 7

DALY C2M T
2 V20
2 1 NOV 2011 South Canterbury Section N7, Alpine Club
RECSNED PO Box 368
| WM WL Timaru

Sunday 20" November 2011
The Commissioner ol Crown Lands

¢/- Darroch Limited

PO Box 27

Alexander

9340

Dear Sir/Madam,
Re Tenure Review of Blue Mountain Pastoral Tease

‘Ihe members of the SC Section of NZAC have a long history of recreational use of the
land under consideration for tenure review in the Blue Mountain Pastoral Lease.

We consider Blue Mountain offcrs important recreation opporlunities in an arca of
growing popularity with a wide range ol'recreation users from our district. There is a
history of restriction ol access to the public on lands in the greater Four Peak District.
This has been an ongoing frustration for many people and we belicve there is pent up
demand for access to land such as Bluc Mountain for mountain biking, walking and
winler activilics such as ski touring.

As such we are keen to see public access preserved to this block of land. The Orari Gorge
area is scenically very attractive and is currently only known to a relatively small sector
of our community. ‘The Brown [amily have allowed rcasonable access in the past .Our
concern is in ensuring this access for future generations regardless of ownership of the
land.

The main population of recreational users are in the Timaru Geraldine and Temuka
districts, Togically they will wish to access this area principally lrom the castern side.

The proposed tenure review leaves a greal deal ol uncertainty with respect to public
access because the leasshold land appears to be surrounded by sections of [reehold land
owned by the same tun holder as the leasehold property. Unless certainty of access can be
provided across these pieces of land as well the proposcd access in the tenure review
becomes a “ Claylons access” providing the public with very little.

With the above comments in mind we suggest the following amendments to the tenure
review proposal as il stands. Pleasc refer to the map in the tenure review document.

Include arca from ab back to Y in CA . This would improve access from Mowbray Road.
Include Mt Catherine in CA |

Include area between sheets 2 and 3 down to new easement in CAl

Include south facing area above MceNaughtons stream in CA L. Access from the east lo
CA1 is poor this addition will improve this.

We would like to scc a loop from Mowbray road Lo Blue mountain Pass along the ridge
over Tripp Peak, Blue Mountain and Mount Catherine down the DOC only easemenl (o
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the road. The tenure review document suggests that this would be a difficult issue for the
run holder but public access to the DOC only casement would improve summer
recreational opportunities and would open the area up for winter ski touring.

Easement I-] is excellent but it is meaningless without security of access across private
land to point I. The other end at point J access is along a private road on Orari Gorge
Station which we don’t know il'il follows the legal right of access. The proposed track
within the CC1 covenant on the face of it scems a bizarre proposal when there is a
perfeetly good track on the other side of the stream. This track is the same one that users
of I-] would have to access on Orari Gorge station, This would suggest that public acecss
can not be assumed if the run holder of Blue Mountain can’t even use il to move stock
over that shorl distance,

The value of the Orari Gorge easement cd has the same issues. Al both ends we have
private land with no easement so access can be denied.

These access issues in our opinion mean that the proposal as it stands fails to meet “THE
OBRIECT OF SECURING PUBLIC ACCESS AND ENJOYMENT OF REVIEWABLE
LAND" we can not see how the preliminary proposal provided by Darroch Limited can
claim othcrwise.

We thank you in anticipation of our submission being heard and would welcome any
further discussion you may wish to have with us.

My email address is eastonholloway@xtra.co.nz , tel. 03-6844985

Yours sincerely

Mark Easton
(sce. 8C section NZAQ)
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Luarla Pentecost

Submission 8

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Temuka Tramping Club
R Hamilton

29 June St.

Timaru

21 1.1

To

The Manger
Darroch Lid
PO Box 27
Alexandra

Submission on thePreliminary Proposal for the review of tenure Blue Mountain Pastoral Lease under the Crown

Pastoral Land Act 1998

On behalf of the Temuka Tramping Club we wish to submit the following aspects:

That the terraces along the Crari River from Andrew's Stream upstream in the south to lease boundary in the north
become full Crown Ownership ,as local organizations such as Cueen's Scout, also Duke of Edinburgh participants
use this area to gain their awards. We [ The Temuka Tramping Club] have appreciated the nalural attributes of this
area —— the gorge and the river, frequently over the past twenty to thirty years. We want continued access to this area

Robin Hamilton [robinh23@xtra.co.nz]
Monday, 21 November 2011 2:02 a.m.

Luana Pentecost

Blue Mt Tenure Review

5T T
7 1 KOV 201
i'-ii’-’--a caviianb) N

regardless of who owns the land. If ownership changes we would |ike o be assurred of ongoing access.

We suggest that this area be open to non-motorised vechicles, foot traffic and horses, except during lambing tims.

Perhaps this could be made info a scenic Reserve that Depariment of Conservation administers.

V.A.Paul

President Temuka Tramping Club.

E-Mail Contact
Raobin Hamilton

robinh29@xtra .co.nz
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The Orarl River Protection Group (Incorporated)
Cfo 78 Silverton Rd,
22RD Geraldine ETE S Tl
South Canterbury DAELOSH LT

Emall. sintenie@farmside.co.nz

The Commissioner of Crown Lands 2 1 N[]v 2[] H
o~ Darroch Limited
PO Box 27 REC

Alexander L
9340

izt

Submission on the Preliminary Proposal for the review of tenure
Blue Mountain Pastoral Lease under the Crown Pastoral Land Act 1998

Dear sifmadam

Orari River Protection Group (ing) has over a 130 members, made up of a cross-section of the
local community.

The ORPG was established in 2004 by members of the community to provide long-term
protection of the environmental, recreational, and aesthetic values of the Orari River and its
catchment of which Blue Mountain Pastoral Lease is a significant part.

We believe that the Orari Catchment has many values that are prized by the community, as a
whole, for a variely of reasons,

The Orari River Protection Group (ORPG) has aclively worked to protect these values through 2
number of avenues; through the instigation and development of an Integrated Catchment
Management Plan for the Orari; and through submission processes on District and Regional
Plans, National and Regional Policy Statements, and Canterbury Water Management Strategy.
The ORPG secured $10,000 grant for Blue Duck Predator Control Programme in the upper
catchment, conducts regular weed control in areas of habitat for known threatened speciss, and
has lobbied Ecan successfully for the control of the problematic and invasive Alder species
(identified in the Conservation Resources Plan) that had spread down-stream of the Upper
Calchment site where they were originally planted for erosion control. The Alder problem has
since been dramatically reduced, after a concerted effort by Ecan, and there is real potential for
eradication of this invasive species.

ORPG's general observations and background about the proposal.

Landscape

Blue Mountain Pastoral Lease is situaled in the Upper Orari Catchment above the gorge, an area
that has been recognised as having significant landscape and ecological values. The high-
country upper Qrari Calchment is designated as an area of "High-Naturalness” by the Regional
Council's Natural Resources Regional Plan, the Eastern Mackenzie Landscape Study (March
2008) also describes the Orari Catchment as having "Outstanding” and “Significant” features and
landscape values.

Much of the Pastoral Lease is a very prominent part of the landscaps, Tripp Peak being one of
the Four Peaks visible from the plains. It also has cultural significance, being one of the
grandchildren of Chief Tarahaoa (Big Mt Peel) and his wife Huatekerekere (Little Mt Peel) in the
local Purakau (legend). Much of this area is also highly visible from the Tarahaoca (Mt Peel) range
Public Conservation Land and from the Plains.
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Ecosystem Services

The area is important for its unique ecological values (which we will address later), but the area's
biota is not only significant in its self; it is tremendously valuable for the ecosystem services it
provides. We have been very fortunate that the catchment on the whole, until recent years, has
been carefully and sustainably managed. This conservative farm management has allowed, most
importantly, for the retention of large areas of healthy tussock grassiand. It is this ussock
grassland that is primarily responsible for sustaining the high water quality and consistent levels
of flow in the Orari River, through the gorge, and into the aquifer beyond. Tussock grassland has
been proven to provide the optimum water yield of any vegetation cover: it even has the capacity
to harvest and store water from mist. It is for precisely this reason that Dunedin has protected the
tussock grasslands in that city's water catchment. In our area much is dependant on the water
that flows from the Orari Gorge. The high quality and consistent flows of the Orari provide for the
waler supply of the Geraldine Township, and for the water dependant irrigating farmers on the
plains. Given that this water supply from the Qrari River is already over-allocated, ie more
consents than there is water, this should start ringing alarm bells.

The indigenous tussock grasslands, scrubland and pockels of forsst (on the steeper hillsides and
gullies) within the catchment also carry out another vital service for our community. They are
essential tools against flood damage. This vegetation has the sponge-like capability of soaking
up water from excessive rainfall events, so decreasing rapid run-off, and the deep-rootad
scrubland and forest also protects against erosion on the steeper slopes and gullies. After the
Initial clearing of bush and scrub in the catchment in the late 1800°s, South Canterbury’s plains
experienced horrendous floods the likes of which have never been seen since. Dr Barker of Orari
wrote “The 4™ of February 1868 will be long remembered in New Zealand” "without exaggeration
the whole sea beach of the eastern coast of the island is lined with thousands of dead sheep and
callle, "The flood swept away all the crops, stock and fences of our next-door neighbour, togsther
with his house, stockyards elc, he and his family having to swim on horse-back for their lives® The
peak flow of this flood has been put at 1200 cumecs, compared to the March 1986 flood which
was 800 cumecs. The disastrous nature of this flood was, in no small way, related to the removal
of vegetation by the first fires of the catchment. It was not an isolated event. There were a
number of significant floods at that time and following that event, the size of these reduced as
time went by and vegetation regrew. The downstream effect of flooding as a result removal of
vegetation of upper calchment has been demonstrated in recent times in the Nelson area,
Manuatu and Hawks Bay.

The "development’ and intensification that we have seen in recent years, particularly on Blue
Mountain Station, with the burning of tussock, and the replacing indigenous grassland and scrub
with exolic pasture is of great concern to us. This is egpecially concerning with view to this
Tenure Review Proposal, where potentially a large chunk of the catchment would become
freehold and thus open to further developed in the same vein. It is also likely that the
neighbouring leaseholders (which would, in effect, encompass the whole catchment) have similar
aims. The proposed (3.5) freshold “is capable of ongoing economic use in an ecologically
sustainable manner” but recent development of current freehold land makes the likelihood of this
very doubtful.

We are also concerned about the possibility, in the future, of pine tree plantations. This land use
is known to reduce water yield further and it has lead to problems now experienced in the Nelson
area where large plantations have dramatically reduced water yield those calchments.

Whilst this proposal obviously has to be appraised as a discrete entity, we are concerned about
the piecemeal approach that the Tenure Review process in general allows. It is essential that the
effects of further, similar proposals for the remaining pastoral leases within the catchment, is
considered in order to avoid cumulative detrimental effects on the down-stream community as a
whole. There is a significant risk that the down-stream community will receive either too little or
too much water. This includss the future water supply for the township of Geraldine, as well as
the many irrigating dairy farms of that economically important area of the Canterbury Plains below
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the Orari Gorge, and Fonterra’s Clandeboye Faclory adjacent to the Orari River.

Ecological values

The area covered by the Blue Mountain Pastoral Lease has ecological values that are significant
in their own right. The tall and (particularly) short fussock, scrublands and farest remnants are
examples of rapidly diminishing indigenous habitats, habitats that are becoming increasingly rare
particularly in the foothills situation. These remnants of indigenous vegstation are the remaining
toshold for a number of threatened species including specific insect and lizard species, as well as
the endangered Blue Duck which up until relatively recently was often sighted in the Orari
Catchment. The Orari River Protection Group is at present conducting a predator control
programme for Blue Duck in a neighbouring part of the calchment, and is working with DOC to
translocate Blue Ducks into the catchment in order to strengthen that population. The Blue
Mountain Pastoral Lease contains tributaries that are prime habitat for Blue Duck, and Blue Duck
have been sighted on the Orari River and in Andrews Stream in the past. To our knowledge, no
assessment has yet taken place with specific regard to Blue Duck on Blue Mountain Pastoral
Lease.

Access

We will discuss specific access proposals later, but generally speaking ORPG has concerns
about access. In the past, under the previous leaseholders (the Buicks), locals enjoyed regular
right of way from Andrew's Stream up the Orari River on the legal road to the Hewson
confluence. The vehicle bridge was built by the Buicks with the understanding that it would be
maintained by the district councils (bridging Timaru and Mackenzie District Councils). This never
happened and the bridge fell into disrepair and had to be removed because of safety concems.
Consideration was given to the current leaseholder's reluctance to have ready vehicle access,
and last year it was agreed with the community fo replace the bridge with a fool bridge, thus
giving recreational foot access to the uppear catchment from the south,

The proposal includes a number of access proposals, all of which are problematic due to their
dependence upon access over adjoining legal roads, either across neighbouring properties or
across the leaseholder's own freshold land. These access routes are therefore subject to the
discretion of those landowners, so although the proposal may provide access across the
propased freehold land and to the proposed Public Conservation Land, there is not necessarily
ready access to that access. In addition to this, in some instances we understand, the legal road
on the map doesn't aclually follow the same route as the track on the ground.

Specific comments on proposal

We have not had the opportunity, nor the time, to revisit all parts of this Pastoral Lease. We are
basing our understanding of the significance of the ecological values on our members' historical
knowledge of lhe area, as well as on evidence from land assessmenls and Conservation
Resources Reports.

In order to ensure the ecologically sustainable management of the catchment, the long-term
protection of ecosystem services for the communily in the Orari catchment as a whole, and the
pratection of significant landscape and ecological values (in line with the Conservation Resourcas
Report) we believe that it is essential that larger areas of significant vegetation in the catchment
are afforded greater long-term protection.

We would like to reiterate that until relatively recently this catchment has been carefully and
sustainably managed, with 30-40 years without burning, but we are concerned about recent
intensification of farming practice and are concerned about the outcome this proposal would have
on the catchment,

The assessment of Botanical Values in the Conservation Resources Report shows significant
values that extend north over and along the range from Tripp Peak, and Blus Mountain past Mt
Catherine, including the head of Tolara Stream and east across the cental ridge of Mt Edith. The
area from Moa Stream, north of Mt Frances and encompassing the whole of Mt Frances to



RELEASED UNDER THE OFFICIAL INFORMATION ACT

Pinckney Stream and east across to the corner freehold block (between Andrew’s Stream and the
Orari) is also very significant in terms of botanical values and habitat for threatened species.

Protection has the potential of being achieved through a number, or combination, of mechanisnis.
One option could be the restoration of a much larger proportion of this land to full crown
ownership, this is the mechanism which is most likely fo ensure long term protection, Other
mechanisms might include some type of management covenant over a larger area of land than
that proposed near Mt Frances. The covenant would result from negotiation centered around the
property owners intentions and the protection of identified ecological values. The covenant might
have a freehold tenure, and be managed by DOC, or under a QEIl Covenant arrangement. Such
a mechanism has the potential to provide adequate or even, some would argue, better,
protection. However, wilh huge imminent cut-backs in DOC funding, we fear that the manitoring
of such covenants will be less likely to happen than they do now, and our understanding is that
DOC rarely has resources for such monitoring at present. Any covenanting arrangement would
have to be managed and involve vigilant monitoring in order to ensure protection, whether by
DOC or QEIL The issues of access would also have to be addressed under such an

arrangement.

2.1Land to be restored to full crown ownership and control as a conservation areea under
sectlon 35(2)(a)(i) Crown Pasforal Land Act 1998

We support the proposal to fransfer 2500 ha approx. as Conservation Area CA1 into full Crown
ownership, but would like to see this providing for protection of a larger area of land as identified
in the assessment of Botanical Values in the Conservation Resources Repaorl,

2,21
We oppose the leaseholder's right to build a new vehicle track above Andrew's Stream as

indicated on the designations plan proposal 2.2.1 regarding the Conservation Covenant-CC1
point 8. The averly steep nature of the hillside means that any track will significanlly compromise
that area of valuable indigenous habitat, which is known to contain threaten species. The track
(now two years old) on the adjoining freehold land that is nowhere near as steep, gives an
indication of the damage that could be expected from the proposed track. We would also like to
point out that the legal road on the other side of Andrew's Siream, to which he has access at
present via a crossing, is proposed access for the general public and as such should equally
provide access for the leaseholder. It seems unnecessary to have tracks both side of the stream.

Acceoss
We have already raised concerns about the problematic legal road access onto the leasehold

land being proposed, we would like to see some clarification around this issue.

We would also note that access from the south to the CA1 is very limited and dependent on
access granted by adjoining landowners. Access of any kind, via the Old Pack Track from the
Waihi River, across Saddle Peak Station to the stone hut, and over Blue Mountain Pass to the
Mowbray is actively discouraged by the present landowners.

We also note that the present proposal contains few possibilities for loop trips, which are
preferable, and have historically been easy to arrange and popular for trampers, climbers, skiers
mountain bikers and horse trekkers, on the various tracks linking Andrews Stream Huts,
Howard's Stream, Orari River, Mt Frances, Pinckney Stream, and in the Blue Mountain Pass,
Tripp, Blue Mountain, Mt Catherine summit ridge area.

3.23
It must first be noted that the access we request on behalf of the general public is foot, bike, ski,
or horse access, not vehicular access.
*  We support the a-b access roule (as marked in the photograph page 18, up the ridge,
rather than that shown on the designalion map along the fenceline on the face.)
o We support the c-d access, but as it stands it does not ensure the historical access
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alongside the Orari River from the Andrew's Stream Bridge to the confluence with the
Hewson and the Lochaber Road. We would like assurance that this will in fact provice
that through public access,

«  We support i access bul would like to see access from this route onto CA1. This would
be most feasible via the fenceline running close to pt 808 and through point 1183.We
would also like o see access onto Mt Edith. As the proposal stands the i-j access does
not have a destination or a purpose.

= We support g-h, e-f access but would like this management access to also include public
access onto Mt Catherine.

» We also request access to climb Mt Frances, which is historically a very popular day trip
with trampers. If the leaseholder is not apen to negoliation to access via farm frack
across his freehold land from Andrews Stream, then would the south east facing ridge
dropping into Andrews stream near leaseholder's new track crossing of the stream, via pt
604 be an option? Though this does still cross a very short section of freehold fand.

= We request access onto CA1 from the east and south. The most feasible access would
be from the legal road alongside Andrews Stream. Access could be provided from that
legal road, along McNaughton's Stream, and onto the northeast facing ridge of Tripp
Peak on the true left of that stream, though we're not sure how cbvious this legal road is
on the ground, and a short easement may be required to make this a realistic oplion.

We hope that the Commissioner will take into account, the need for actual, realistic and ongoing
public access onto, and across parts of this Pastoral lease: and also affard protection to a larger
part of this Pastoral Leass, both in terms of its significant ecological values, and of the ecosystem
services that those values provide for the long term, greater good of the community as a whole.

Thank you for the opportunily of being involved in this process.

Catherine Sintenie,

For the Orari River Protection Group.
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Orarl Gorge Station Ltd
2 1 NOV 2011 R D 21, Geraldine
= Ph: 03 692 2853
c : =t Email: graham@orarigorge.co.nz

We farm Orari Gorge Station to the south of Blue Mountain. The boundary between us is Andrews

Stream.

Our submission concerns public access by foot, bicycle and horse over easement "i-l." The easement
as shown on the plan is annotated “Easement to ensure practical access.” The commentary provides
that the farm track does not follow the legal road in parts so an easement is required to ensure
practical access to Andrews Stream. The access is along the Bernard and Howard Streams. It is
noted that a legal road is along one side of the three streams and the papers do not provide
sufficient information to indicate if a marginal strip will be created along the other side of these
streams. This is of particular importance to us as far as Andrews is concerned.

The area is in close proximity to Peel Forest and other public areas that are known for good
mountain bike terrain. Our concern is that while "safeguards” and stiles may be in place for Blue
Mountain and having regard to the map on the Walking Access Commission web site showing access
over Andrews to our land, the public will cross on to our land and use our track which is mostly off
the legal road. The public will interpret this as a continuation of the DOC access.

Cur track is on the opposite side of Andrews. There is a legal road along Andrews on our side. The
Commissions map shows both a legal road and our track. The scale is such that the public will not be
able to see that the track is in fact not on the legal road. There are no “safeguards” for our track.

We believe this is a track to nowhere and should not be included in the tenure review. The public
may see this as part of a round route from Orari River Road or Burma Road, along Andrews, then i,
then Lochaber Road, then Orari River to the starting point.

One of the objects of tenure review is to secure public access to reviewable land. Access i-j goes
nowhere except maybe a marginal strip on the Blue Mountain side of Andrews Stream. If that is the
case then DOC should provide a track along the Blue Mountain side of Andrews., We would also
require DOC to place an appropriate sign on the Orari Gorge side of Andrews tao the effect that the
track is a private farm track to clearly distinguish between the rights granted over Blue Mountain
and the end point of that right.

The information provided does not clearly indicate if there will be a marginal strip along the streams
through Blue Mountain. If strips are created then has consideration been given to allow access
solely within Blue Mountain? If a strip is created along Andrews then the public should be directed
along the Blue Mountain side of Andrews and not across it. We note there is to be a track through
CC1. Was this considered for public access for "enjoyment” of this protected area?

Graham & Rosa Peacock
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REDIVED
Southern Regional Office

PO Box 4403

Christchurch

Pouhere Taonga

Our Retf: 22015-001
21 November 2011

Inana Pentecost
Property Administrator
Darroch Limited

PO Box 27
ALEXANDRA 9340

Kia ora
Blue Mountain Pastoral Lease — Preliminary Proposal for Tenure Review

Thank you for the opportunity for NZ Historic Places T'rust (NZITPT) to comment on the
Preliminary Proposal for Blue Mountain Tenure Review. NZHPT is an autonomous
Crown Entity with responsibilities under the Historie Places Act 1993 to promote the
identification, proteetion, preservation and conservation of Lhe historical and cultural
resources of New Zealand.

The 2003 Amendments to the Resource Management Act added a definition of historic
heritage, where previously there was no definition, and elevated historic heritage to a
matter of national importance, to where now Lhere is a requirement to recognise and
provide for the protection of historic heritage from inappropriate subdivision, use and
development (Scction 6 (f)).

Desk-top study by the NZ Historic Places Trust identificd there are no registered historic
places, historic areas, wahi tapu or wahi tapu areas on Blue Mountain Pastoral Lease,
Blue Mountain is located in the Rural Zone of the Mackenzie District Plan and there arve
no heritage items at this location identified in the District Plan. No archacological sites
are currently recorded in the NZ Archacological Association Site Recording Scheme in
Lhe proposed frechold avea of the Pastoral Lease, The absence ol recorded archacological
sites in the NZAA Sile Recording Scheme on the property should not be laken as
evidence that no sites are presenl.

NZHPT notes that three historic huts are situated within the proposed frechold area of
the lease, These sites arve:

Tolara Stream Hut, e.18605
Mt Edith Hut, c.1860s
Hal Spur Hul, va860s

All three sites predale 1900 and as such are protected as archaeological sites under the
istoric Places Act 1993. NZHPT agrees with Lhe significance assessment of these siles
contained in the Preliminary Proposal. NZHPT supports the creation of a covenant over
the areas encompassing the huts, and supporls Lhe conditions detailed in Schedule 2 of
the covenant agreement.

“Saving Our Pust For Qur Furure’

New Lealand Historic Places Trust 3
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NZHPT [urther noles that the hisloric herilage component of DOC’s Conservation
Resources Reporl is limited Lo the three huls deseribed above and historie heritage in the
pre-existing freehold areas. Desk top research indicales thal a fourth historie hut is
situated on the northern boundary at McLeod’s Spur and a pre-19o0 pack Lrack, bridle
track and fenceline are sitnated within the proposed freehold boundary. In light of this
and given the early history of the avea NZHPT recommends that a historic heritage
survey is undertaken to identify any potential historie values within the area of proposed

frechold land.

NZHPT recomimends that:

1. Prior to the release of the substantive proposal additional research should
be undertaken on the land to he freeholded.
2. A comprehensive heritage survey should be undertaken to ensure any

sites are appropriately recorded. NZITPT should be supplied with the
results of the survey al that time.

3. If significant historic heritage places are idenlilied in the survey, further
consideration should he given to appropriate protection measures.

Thank you for the opporlunity for us to provide our input at this stage. Please contact
me if you have any questions.

Yours sincerely

Maleolm Duff

General Manager Southern
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Federated Mountain Clubs of NZ (Inc)

P O Box 1604

> — WELLINGTON
DARFOCH LTD www.fmc.org.nz
2 2 NOV 2011 secrefary@fmc.org.nz

21 November 2011
RECEIVED

Comumnissioncr of Crown Lands,
C/- The Manager

Darroch Timited

P O Box 27

ALEXANDREA

Email: luana.pentecost@darroch.co.nz

Blue Mountain Tenure Review

Iederated Mountain Clubs represents clubs involved back country rcereation with a particular focus on
mountainous arcas.

Federated Mountain Clubs [ully supports the aims of tenurc review : “lo promote the management of
reviewable land in a way that is ecologically sustainable............ to enable the protection of the
significant inherent values of the reviewable land............ and to make easier the securing of public
access to and enjoyment of reviewable land” (Crown Pastoral Land Act 1998, 8.24).

This run has some significant values for recreation. The high points of Tripps Peak, Mt Frances and Mt
Catherine are of particular interest. Access to Tripps Peak [rom the Waihi River catchment is important,
The routes closely following the legal roads up the Orari River and through the centre of the property are

also of interest,

The property offers some easicr country without technical difficulty. It has good views and the tussock is
a key to its appeal.

We nofe the proposals and the values listed in the conservation values report and support the points noted
there, We are concerned at the extent private land proposed — especially at higher altitude. Some ol (his is
tussock and deserves protection and should be added Lo the area being returncd for conservation, We note
that the conservation report indicates that the area has not had a proper PNA survey and feel that one
should be completed belore the boundaries are finalised.

We slrongly support the protection to the head of Waihi Stream as proposed. This area is known Lo have
Blue duck.

Our other main area ol commenl concerns the access provisions in the proposal.

We supporl the provision of access easements from ¢ to d and lrom i to j (Howards Stream lo Bemards
Stream valleys). Both of these casements will more or less follow existing legal roadlines and we feel that
providing for practical access along (hese routes is needed. The Orari River (along ¢ to d) is also of
interest to mountain bikers anglers and for water based reercation. The route from i to j will be of interest
to mountain bikers and the casement nceds to provide for this aclivity.
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We support the access eascment between a and b. This will give access to the Tripp Peak block in the
future.

There are some omissions from the access. We like to see a public [vot access easement along the
proposed management eascment between h and g. This would enable walkers (o traverse the ridge
between Mt Catherine and Tripp Peak. There should also be access link between the legal roadlines in the
Andrews Stream from the spurs off Tripp Peak, This could be achicved by enabling access down the
ridge (or slopes) to the legal road in Howards Stream (linking to casement i to 1) A shorter alternative
would link the be to join the existing legal road that follows McNaughtons Stream from Andrews Stream
to a relatively lat area on the ridge to the south. An easement similar to the ones for the other legal roads
could be necessary to cnable this legal road to be used properly.

Finally, we appreciate this opportunily to comment on the Preliminary Proposal, We would be happy to
be involved in (urther discussions regarding any ol the issucs discussed in this submission.

Yours faithfully

M

Phil Glasson
Secretary
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WALKINGACCESS

21 Movember 2011 ARA HIKOI AOTEARDA

Commissioner of Crown Lands, | N ;-?-- ' r_l 11 Tn_
C/- Darroch Limited pet Pl
PO Box 27 -
ALEXANDRA 9320 27 NOV 2011

i A e A

Preliminary Proposal for Tenure Review of the Blue Mountain Pastoral Lease Pt 031
Submission from the Walking Access Commission

Thank you for providing an opporlunily to comment on the Preliminary Proposal for the tenure
review of the Blue Mountain pastoral lease. As you will appreciate, this is the first opportunily that
the New Zealand Walking Access Commission (the Commission) has had to comment on this

proposal.

We have not had the opportunity to undertake a ground inspection.

The following submission should be considered as new information as the planning, extensive
discussion and consultation, to date, have been undertaken without input from the Commission.

The Commission’s public access statutory role is described below, under section A. Introduction,
and the detailed submission is presented in section B. Submission,

In summary, the Commission:

o Notes that there is existing public access via the legal road that bisects the pastoral lease
along the Bernard Stream - Howards Stream valleys, and also via legal road along the
Orari River Valley,

¢ Notes that the legal road access from Lochaber Road, through Rural Section 25250,
(providing the link to the legal road adjoining the pastoral lease along Bernard Stream)
appears, from the aerial imagery, to be obstructed by farm buildings, and that that needs to

be addressed separalely from the Tenure Review, and

= Notes and supports the proposed 1km walking access up the fence line to provide public
access to CA1 via easement ‘a-b’,

The Commission also seeks to have:

= All legal roads, which provide immediate access o or which share any boundary with the
pastoral lease, clearly identified on the plan and identified as being separate parcels from

the pastoral lease.

+ Additional Information provided with the summary of the preliminary proposal to clarify
which waterways qualify for marginal strips. (All waterways qualifying as having marginal
strips reserved from sale on the disposition of land, as a result of the lenure review, should
be shown on the plan or at least provided with the summary of the preliminary proposal),

» Public 4 wheel drive access provided for on the proposed easement 'g-h' and 'ef'.

Mew Zealand Watking Access Comimilssion | Aro Hikoi Aoteoroo

¢ Level 6, Revera llouse, 48 Mulgrane Streel, Wellinglon » m{06) 815 8502 [ > e contact@wolkinguccess.goukng
PO Box 12348, Thorndon 6144 I F{D%4) 815 8516 v iukwolkinguocess.goutng
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» Practical public access provided from the existing and proposed public access ‘i’ to the
norlh eastern boundary of CA1, and

« Public walking access to the four covenant areas, including the three historic huts.

The Commission also seeks to ensure that:

o Marginal strips lo be created on waterways which originate within CA1 (i.e. on Andrews,
NcMaughtons, Howards (plus tributaries) and Totara Streams and Mowbray River) will link
with CA1, and will be created with sufficient widlh lo enable practical public access.

» The development of the survey prescription for this tenure review includes the requirement
to define all the legal roads and confirm where vehicle tracks deviate from the defined road
to enable public access easements to be created for those areas — should the long
established vehicle tracks be confirmed as not defining the legal road alignment, in places.

The detailed submission is set out in section B below.

A. Introduction

Purpose, Ohjective and Functions of the NZ Walking Access Commission
The Walking Access Act 2008 (sections 3, 9 and 10) sets out the purpose, objeclive and funclions

of the NZ Walking Access Commission.

Central to its role is the Commission’s leadership functions in negotiation and provision of free,
certain, enduring and practical access lo the outdoors for New Zealanders and visitors.

Focus of Submission is Public Access
The Commission's submission on the Preliminary Proposal for Blue Mountain is designed, as
envisaged by the Act, to achieve appropriate, enduring and future focused public access in this

area of New Zealand.

The Commission's submission reinforces the objeclives of the Crown Pastoral Land Act 1998, in
particular section 24(c) which is to make easier the securing of public access lo and enjoyment of
reviewable land. Specifically, our submission addresses the public access and public enjoyment
matters specified in subsection (2) (c) and (d) of section 40 of the Crown Pasloral Land Act 1998.

The Commission was not consulted during the preparation of this preliminary proposal, which had
commenced well before the introduction of the Walking Access Act 2008. Nor has the Commission had

the opportunity to underlake a ground inspection.

Therefore, this submission should be considered as new information - provided by the Crown agency
with statutory respansibility’ for leading and supporting the negoliation, eslablishment, maintenance,

and improvement of —
+ walking access (including walkways, which are one form of walking access) over public and

private land; and
s types of access that may be associated with walking access, such as access with firearms,
doas, bicycles, and motor vehicles

! Seetion 3(b) Walking Access Act 2008

‘Blue Mountain (EMS B678) NZWAC respunseE:— PP page 2 of 5
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B. Submission

General comments
The identification of legal roads bordering or intersecting the pastoral lease, and acknowledgement

of them, is generally inadequate. For example legal road appears to border the pastoral lease in a
number of areas, not only alongside the Orari River but also north west, the south-west and south
east of the lease. Legal road bisect the lease alongside Bernard and Howards Streams, and also
intersect the lease south of McNaughtons Stream, north-east of Blue Mountain Pass and a small

seclion west of Mathias Stream

The identification of existing legal access that bisects, interest or adjoin the lease parcels is a key
factor in considering how appropriate the public access resulting from the tenure review is. This
information should be clearly identified on the Preliminary Proposal plan with the lease boundary
shown abutting the legal road boundaries.

Part 4A of the Conservation Act 1987 applies lo the disposition of all land being freeholded under
tenure review. While we understand that the Commissioner of Crown Lands may have no statutory
funclion in the reservation from sale of marginal strips, the identification of qualifying waterways is
a key factor when considering the adequacy of public access proposed in tenure reviews. The
Preliminary Proposal plan should identify this information, or it should at least be made available

with the advertising of the Preliminary Proposal.

The Commission:

1. Seeks to have the boundaries belween the pastoral lease and all legal roads clearly
depicled as pastoral lease boundaries on the plan.

2, Seeks to have appropriate information identifying which waterways qualify for marginal
strips shown on the plan - or at least be provided with the summary of the preliminary

proposal.

Existing public access
Legal roads exist through the properly in the vicinity of Bernard and Howards Streams, and also in
areas south of McNaughtons Stream, Andrews Stream, north-east of Blue Mountain Pass and a
small section west of Mathias Stream. Legal roads border the lease alongside the Orari River, and
also in the south-west corner of the lease and in the vicinity of Totara Stream. There are vehicle
tracks on or about the legal roads near Bernard and Howards Sireams and the Orari River, but it is
not known if the legal roads provide practical vehicle and foot access. (Only a cadastral survey will
delermine if and where the present vehicle irack alignment define the legal roads)

The beds of the Mowbray River, and Bernard and Andrews Streams may also provide some
access alongside the lease.

Proposed public access
We commend the proposed use of easements ‘c-d’ and ‘i-j’ to complement existing public access

on legal road alongside the Orari River and through the property (Bernard and Howards Streams)
where the formed tracks are deemed to not define or be included within the legal road. And we
support the proposed public access to CA1 via an easement 'a-b’.

There will need to be care and clarity in defining the appropriate route for the proposed access
easements ‘c-d’ and 'Ij' in relation to the existing 4 wheel drive track, the legal road and any
marginal strips to be created over pastoral lease land intersected by, or abutling the waterways.
While the route should link with the existing legal road and the marginal strips to be created, it may
need to be specified as the existing 4 wheel drive track with the easement to be created over the
track "where the track is nol confirmed on the line of the legal road, or within the marginal strip”.
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This determination will need lo be part of the survey prescriplion for this tenure review.

We note lhat the Qualifying Water Bodies Assessment also identifies thal marginal strips will be
created alongside a number of other waterways. Of particular note are a number of marginal strips
to be created which appear will provide legal access to CA1 (assuming there is already existing
legal access to the lease boundary). Unfortunately the boundaries of CA1 shown on the Qualifying
Water Bodies plan are different from the boundaries shown on the proposed designations plan, so
it is not clear whether or not some of the marginal strips to be created will actually link to CA1.

Assuming the marginal strips will link to CA1, the most relevant are:

¢ Andrews, McNaughtons and Howards Streams (plus tributaries) which should provide legal
access to the north-eastern boundary of CA1, and

e Tolara Stream and Mowbray River which should provide legal access to the north-west and
south-west corners of CA1

These marginal strips to be created should be of sufficient width to ensure that practical public
access is possible.

The Commission:

3. Supports the proposed use of easements ‘c-d’ and I to complement existing public access
on legal road alongside the Orari River and through the properly (Bernard and Howards
Streams), and support the proposed public access to CA1 via an easement ‘a-b'

4. Seeks to ensure thal marginal strips to be created on waterways which originate within CA1
(i.e. on Andrews, NcNaughtons, Howards (plus tributaries) and Totara Streams and
Mowbray River) will link with CA1, and will be created with sufficient widlh to enable
practical public access.

5. Seeks to ensure that the survey prescription for this tenure review includes defining the
legal roads abutting, intersecting and bisecting the pastoral lease parcels, and that the
cadastral surveyor is requested to specifically report on the sections of vehicle track
deemed lo be outside of the legal road alignment and to be included in the proposed

easements.

Desirable public access
It would be very desirable to secure public vehicle access to Blue Mountain and Tripps Peak to
enable a grealer number of the public to appreciate the * good views across the upper Orari Basin
and of surrounding mountain ranges including the Mt Peel Range.” Notwithstanding the holders
reservations about the proposed DOC management access easement ‘g-h' and 'e-f' and the fact
that the easement links with freehold land, tenure review is the appropriate mechanism to at least
provide for public vehicle access on this track within the current pasloral lease. Public perceptions
and land holders change with time, and just because public access over the entire route from the
legal road to CA1 is not able to be achieved now, does not mean that access over the part within
the current lease should be foregone. The provision of this public access will help meet the
objective outlined in section 24(c)(i) of the Crown Pastoral Land Act 1998 if and when additional

access may become available.

The Commission:

6. Seeks to have public 4 wheel drive access provided for in the propased easement 'g-h' and
‘a-f.

There is presently only one point of public access to CA1. Given the legal road, and the proposed
public access easements about the alignment ‘i-j', it is very desirable that access to CA1 be
available from this route to potentially enable a ‘one way' tramp through CA1. As discussed above,

Blue Mountain (EMS 676) NZWAC response to PP page 4 of 5



RELEASED UNDER THE OFFICIAL INFORMATION ACT

practical public access may be provided for by the creation of marginal strips, but this is far from
guaranteed. The proposed roule ‘a-b' appears lo follow a fence line, and a logical second access
point would appear to be alongside the fence line from the legal road al the head of Bernard
Stream some 1,100 metres to the north-western corner of CA1. An alternative could be from just
north of the sguare block of freehold land by Howards Stream), south west to near the corner of

CA1.

The Commission:

7. Seeks to have practical public access provided, from the existing legal road and proposed
public access easement about the alignment '+, to the north eastern boundary of CA1.

The four conservation covenant areas on the pastoral lease, parlicularly the three historic huls,
provide desirable areas for public enjoyment, and therefore provision for appropriate public access
to and across these four areas should be provided for. The existence of the legal road into Totara
Stream, and the existing tracks across the eastern ridges of the lease appear to provide practical
access through the covenant areas. Securing these public access option will ensure that New
Zealanders and visitors have greater range of opportunities to enjoy this desirable part of the
country.

The Commission:

8. Seeks lo have practical public walking access provided from the legal road at the northwest
corner of the lease into Totara Stream Hult and conlinuing on a practical route to link to
CAT.

9, Seeks to have practical public walking access provided from the marginal strip on the
northwest side of Meleod Spur through to Mt Edith Hut and thence south eastwards along
the most practical and desirable roule to join up with the legal road in the vicinity of |.

10. Seeks to have practical public walking access provided from the marginal strip on the north
west side of MclLeod Spur through to Hat Spur Huf and thence southeast to the
conservation area CC1 to join with the proposed track within the CC1 and to join with the
legal road.

Thank you for the opportunity to make a submission on the Preliminary Proposal for tenure review
of the Blue Mounltain pasloral lease.

We request timely advice as to how the points we have raised have been analysed and whal
amendments, if any, are subsequenltly proposed to the Preliminary Proposal designations.

Yours sinceraly

Mark Meeson
Chief Execulive
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Struan Farm, Ph: 03 6922852

34 Thatcher Rd, i J‘hh OFCELTD e mail: drewsallybrown@gmail.com
RD 21,

{icraldinu. ? 2 NUH 2[“-[

20/11/11 TR Vo

Submission on the PTO31 Blue Mountain Preliminary Proposal

To the Commissioner of Crown Lands,

As an cducator (Teacher of Outdoor Education and Education for Sustainability, Head of
Department of Outdoor Education, Geraldine ITigh School and Chairman of Peel Forest Outdoor
Cenler) with a duty and responsibilily to introduce young people to acccssible Crown Lands with
recreation and lcarning opportunities, I would like to make the submission that the following will be

considered:

That public access by all presently designated “Legal roads™ across and up to Blue Mt Station be
clarified.

(a) Any present Legal Road marked as being a Legal Road on the LINZ proposal map (which
includes proposed public access easement e-d) across Blue Mountain thal has deviated (historically)
through a scction of private land should be re-defined, re-settled and confirmed as being complete
and continuous public access without charges or requiring permission to travel on such roads.

(b) Any Legal Road marked as being a Legal Road on the LINZ proposal map that leads up to
and into Bluc ML Station across an adjoining property be re-defined, re-settled and confirmed as
being complete and continuous public access without charges or requiring permission to travel on
such roads.

(c) Any proposed Public Access way ( i-j) through Blue Mountain be defined, settled and
confirmed as being complete and continuous public access onto other Legal Roads without charges
or requiring permission to travel on such roads.

(d) That from agreed points on Blue Mountain the public should only travel by loot, mountain
bike or horse. This would disallow any form of public motorised traffic on these agreed designated
potions of Legal Road, and therefore on proposcd designaled Crown Land,

(€) The landowner should be given the option of using discretion to allow motorised transport at
different times on the aforesaid Legal Roads (i.e. handicapped access, 4 Wheel Drive Clubs etc. ),

(f) That the public should not be allowed (o lake dogs onto any public easement.

(g) That no dogs (apart from landowner's dogs) should be allowed onto Crown Land CAl

(h) The landowner should not be restricted in any way in the use of present Tegal Roads or
proposed public or management access for farming operations.
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2;

3.

(a)

That Landowners of Blue Mountain Station and adjoining properties be given monetary and
other resource material to assist with cducating and notifying public users of T.egal Roads
and Crown Land the terms and expectations ol care and respect lor farming operations
(especially gate usc) and the environment through which they travel.

That the proposed track through the proposed Conservation Covenant (CC1) be not allowed

for the following reasons:
The areu is to be covenanted and therefore should exclude the building of a track.

(b) The area is of a high landscape value and the track would cul across ecosystems that harhour

rare forms of flora and Fauna,

c) There is already a track crossing Andrew's Stream onfo Orari Gorge Station closer to the
Y

confluence ol Andrew's Stream and the Orari, allowing stock movement to the Pinkney
Stream and [Toward Strcam arcas.

That any agreed farming operations (including management and care) agreed to between the
landowncr and LINZ in the proposed area for Full Crown Ownership (CAl, CAla, CAlb, &
CAle,- sce extensions lo CA1 below) should not exclude public aceess and use of that area
at any time,

That the proposed area for I'ull Crown Ownership (CA1) be extended, because the proposed
public access to the proposed Crown Land is very limited.

(a) (See Map attached). 1t is submitted that an area CAla be added to Full Crown
Ownership. This will cnsure permanent and viable access through the Andrew's Stream
Legal Road.

(b) (See Map attached). It is submilled that an arca CATh be added to I'ull Crown
Ownership. This will add a signilicanl mountain to CAl (Ml Catherine) at the same time
allowing a logical and viable descent from a high mountain traverse down to a Legal road
access (cxtending north lrom the i-j proposed public easement). The arca CATh will also
incorporate signilicant botanical values and a shelter hut (Stone hut). This is seen as an
important refuge lor students in inclement weather,

(c) (Sce Map attached). It is submitted that an area CAlc be added to Full Crown
Ownership, This will allow far better choice ol foot traffic access lrom the west (Mowbray
Valley), and will include access up Totara Stream Legal Road, while at the same time
incorporating a shelter hut (Totara Stream ITut). This is seen as an important refuge for
students in inclement weather.

That the proposed CA1 Crown Land arca be not reduced.

That the farming practices in the proposed new frechold area beside the Orari River be
defined by agreement between landowner and LINZ, so that the watcr quality in the river
cannot be adversely affected. Loss of tussock and re-designation of graving regimes will
have a signilicant effect on run off into the river,
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Summary:

This submission is put forward with the following in mind:

The submiller has a great deal of sympathy for landowners who have public access through their
lands. Misuse of gates and inappropriate behaviour on privale land is a significant negative clement
in the farming operation of those landowners in this position. What stratcpics have to be put in place
arc unclcar at the moment, but it is hoped that some options will be suggested by all stakeholders
and that they might be able to work together.

It does seem obvious that where there is the collision of public and private ownership, that there has
to be a working partnership of some sort. Without an acceptance of that concept, then there will
always be friction and misunderstanding,

However, there are higher principles that illuminate values more important than the lesser values of
control and ownership. Education of our young people is of paramount importance, and a vital part
of that process is expericential in cnvironments thatl ave leasibly and safely accessible, especially il
they arc designated as Crown Lands,

All the submissions listed above, and especially the proposed extended Crown Land aveas, allow for
very greal learning potential, not only for young people in the McKenzie and South Canterbury
areas, bul also for all New Zealanders who wish to cnjoy their heritage, The proposed Crown Lands
should be seen as a part of the greater concept where we have the Best of New Zealand using the
Best of New Zealand.

It follows then, that no member of the public using foot, mountain bike or horse transport should be
charged any amount of moncy, or be denied access (o use a Tegal road designated as a public
easement, especially to Crown Lands.

‘Thank you for your consideration,
Drew Brown.

Geraldine.
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22 NOV 7011

21 November 2011 [

Commissioner of Crown Lands
C/- Darroch Limited

PO Box 27

Alexandra 9340

Dear Sir

Blue Mountain Tenure Review

The Timaru District Council submits that the proposal to create 6935 hectares of
freehold land may result in intensification of farming with tussock cover reduced. Any

reduction in tussock will affect water retention and flows as well as impacting on water
quality within the Orari River.

The Orari River is a major source of water for Timaru District Council water supplies.
Any reduction of water quantity or quality is a concern.

Timaru District Council requests that the issue of potential effects on water quantity
and quality be considered prior to the finalization of the area to be freeholded.

Yours faithfully
T ﬁ,—é-—""-—-/.__ -
/ % 3

Judy Blakemore
Utility Operations Engineer

2 King George Place Direct Dial: 03 687 7
Doc# 742440 PO Box 522 Timaru 7940 - lelephone 03 687 7200 e G367 2365
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i ’Tﬁ* Forest & Bird

- e
)| GIVING NATURE A VOICE

[DARROCH I TD
To
The M
Daimc?nnﬁﬁder 27 NOV 20M
FO Box 27 = oA
Alexandra o Pt 4 i

Email: luana.pentecosti@darroch..co.nz

Submission on the Preliminary Proposal
for the review of tenure Blue Mountain Pastoral Lease
under the Crown Pastoral Land Act 1998

General Comments
As the process of Tenure Review continues, the risk of losing significant ecosystems accelerates.
Many high country areas contain plants and animals, (lizards, insects and other invertebrales)

that have never been described or studied,

Ashburton Forest and Bird has a concern that the movement of areas with significant
conservation values Into private ownership, will result in the destruction of habitat and the

associated species,

As near neighbours we urge that the commissloners give full regard to the submissions prepared
by the South Canterbury Branch of Forest and Bird, whose members know this area well, and
have extensive knowledge of the conssrvation values to found on Blue Mountain Station.

Val Clemens

On behalf of Ashburton Branch

Royal Forest and Bird Protection Society
P O Box 460

Ashburton
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