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30 June 2014

Commissioner of Crown Lands,
CBRE House, 112 Tuam Street,
Private Bag 4721,
CHRISTCHURCH 8140

Dear Sir,

Re: Preliminary Proposal for Tenure Review Irishman Creek Station (PT 104)

1. | write on behalf of Federated Mountain Clubs of NZ Inc. (FMC) which represents
over 17,000 members of tramping, mountaineering, climbing and other outdoor
clubs throughout New Zealand. We also indirectly represent the interests and
concerns of many thousands of private individuals who may not currently be
members of clubs but who enjoy recreation in the back country. On their behalf,
FMC aims to enhance recreation opportunities, to protect natural values, especially
landscape and vegetation, as well as historic values and to improve public access to
the back country through the tenure review process.

2. FMC fully supports the objectives of tenure review as set out in the Crown Pastoral
Land (CPL) Act 1998, and government’s stated objectives for the South Island high
country especially the following:-

e *topromote the management of the Crown’s high country in a way that is
ecologically sustainable.

e *to protect significant inherent values of reviewable land by the creation of
protective measures; or preferably by restoration of the land concerned to full
Crown ownership and control.

e *tosecure public access to and enjoyment of high country land.

e to ensure that conservation outcomes for the high country are consistent
with the NZ Biodiversity Strategy.

[EDC Min (03) 5/3; CAB Min (03) 11/5 refer]

* Note that regardless of the changes of government and of governments’
policies, these objectives are still the law as stated in the Crown Pastoral Land
Act 1998.

3. We believe that the additional objectives (introduced by the last government), are
fundamental to the future well-being of the South Island high country and should be
given appropriate weight in the tenure review process.
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4.

In this submission we present our views and recommendations in the same format
as the preliminary proposal quoted above.

Proposal 1.1 - the land shown marked in pink on the Plan, being 2613 hectares
(approximately) labelled “CA1”, “CA2” and “CA3” is designated as land to be restored
to or retained in Crown control as conservation area subject to easement and grazing
concessions.

FMC supports this proposal, but considers that the stewardship land status (section
62, Conservation Act 1987) being granted to it is inappropriate. It would be better to
classify the land to a permanent status such as scenic reserve. We agree that the
area has significant conservation, landscape, and public access values, with CA2 and
CA3 sitting within a viewshed on the northern shores of Lake Pukaki. CAl protects
important landscape values on the outwash plain extending down to the Tekapo
River. FMC also supports the grazing concessions as set out in Appendix 6, and the
limitations on access during the lambing period. These are normal restrictions and
expected by our members in the high country during lambing time.

Proposal 1.2 - the land shown marked in pink on the Plan, being 1400 hectares
(approximately) labelled “SR1” is designated as land to be restored to or retained in
Crown control as scenic reserve subject to easement and grazing concessions.

FMC supports this proposal, and considers that scenic reserve status is appropriate.
It would be better to classify all the land returning to the Crown in this area as scenic
reserve, as stated above. This scenic reserve protects a vital viewshed extending
from the floor of the valley up the sides of the outwash plains to the Southern Alps.
FMC also supports the grazing concession in this scenic reserve, as set out in
Appendix 6, noting that there are no restrictions on public access within the scenic
reserve. There is a discrepancy though in that lower country immediately below the
scenic reserve that has high values has no protection proposed for it at all.

Under this Proposal the land shown marked in green on the Plan, being 5789
hectares (approximately) is designated as land to be disposed of by freehold disposal
to the Holder subject to:

(a) Part IVA of the Conservation Act 1987;

(b) Section 11 of the Crown Minerals Act 1991;

(c) the conservation covenant (shown on the Plan shaded yellow and labelled “CC1”)
substantially as set out in Appendix 7.

FMC supports the conservation covenant CC1 for landscape values, as a continuation
of the viewshed on the shores of Lake Pukaki.
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However, FMC wishes to raise one issue with the proposed freehold. There is a large
area of lightly grazed tussock with significant inter-tussock species, some of which
are classified as threatened (such as coral broom) existing in the proposed freehold.
This area is currently fenced, and appears to have been well-managed by the lessee.
It forms part of a viewscape extending down to the State Highway and up to the
scenic reserve. Photographs of this area are inserted below.

It would be more appropriate if a conservation covenant CC2 was placed on this area
and if the boundaries were defined to be contiguous with the existing fenceline. The
difference between the vegetation state on either side of the fenceline is marked.
The absence of this covenant and recognition of the values within is the marked.

(Figure 1, on the proposed conservation covenant CC2, showing the high tussock and
intertussock values present and the good existing stocking regime)
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(Figure 2, an example of oversown tussock with loss of intertussock species, on the
other side of the fence)

(Figure 3, coral broom, a highly palatable but endangered native plant present within
the bounds of proposed conservation covenant CC2)
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8. Subject to the above recommendations FMC supports this tenure review proposal
and thanks the runholders for providing our executive members access to the
property to conduct an inspection.

9. We also thank the Commissioner for Crown Lands for this opportunity to make

submissions on the Preliminary Proposal for the tenure review of Irishman Creek.

Yours faithfully

Phil Glasson
Secretary, Federated Mountain Clubs of NZ Inc.

Appendix 1

Proposed conservation covenant, labelled CC2
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From: Nick & Claire [mailto:conn.graeme@amail.com]

Sent: Monday, 30 June 2014 6:09 p.m.

To: pastoral & tenure review

Subject: Fwd: Undeliverable: Fwd: Irishman creek tenure review

Dear sir/ madam

Submission 47

~2 UL 90
RE@EEVED

I'm very sorry but I mid-spelt the email address ( see evidence below) but I did send the original email in

time. I hope you can still accept my submission.
Regards
Ann Graeme

Submission:

the vast empty vistas of the Mckenzie country are a landscape found nowhere else in NZ and the reason
we come there on holiday. The natural values of Irishman Creek will be lost if the land is freeholded and
the inevitable pasture development follows. Please keep this iconic property in public ownership.

Ann Graeme

53 Princess rd Tauranga
Basilann@gimail.com
Sent from my iPhone

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: Nick & Claire <conn.graeme(@gmail.con>
Date: 30 June 2014 4:18:56 pm NZST

To:"pastoral&tenutereview(@linz. govt.nz" <pastoral&ienutereview(@linz.govinz>

Subject: Irishman creek tenure review

the vast empty vistas of the Mckenzie country are a landscape found nowhere else in NZ
and the reason we come there on holiday. It's natural values of Irishman Creek will be
lost if the [and is frecholded and the inevitable pastue development follows. We holiday

there

Sent from my iPhone

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:




RELEASED UNDER THE OFFICIAL INFORMATION ACT Submission 48

T gy |
__RECEIVED |

From: Angelo [mailto:angelo.tekapo@gmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, 2 July 2014 6:35 p.m.

To: pastoral & tenure review

Subjeck: Irishman Creek

Dear Commissioner of Crown Lands
LINZ Crown Property

Private Bag 4721

Christchurch 8140

I did not see that this was up for Pastoral & Tenure review. It has only been brought to my atteution
today. Will you please accept my late submission (2 days late).
iz Angelo-Roxborough

Irishman Creek Tenure Review

I have lived in the Mackenzie for over 40 years (SH8 at Burkes Pass) and love this area of New Zealand
for it's natural beauty and colour. My husband Maurie Angelo is an ARTIST and he and his fellow artist
friends have had to change their painting palette over the years as the countryside has changed in parts
from gold to green due to farming methods. Cattle farming has also affected our our water quality
which has deteriorated over the years.

I am a Trustee of the Burkes Pass Heritage Trust and have worked to retain our history. Sir William
Hamilton, who is buried in Burkes Pass cemtery invented his jet enginine at Erishman Creek Station
and I think he would turn in his grave if his farm was to be tamed and lose it's natural beautry.

Tourism has increased in the time we have lived here and we have to ask ourselves why do they come?
For this outstanding natural beauty of course. Do not kill this golden goose. Keep those golden hills and
blue skies for ever.

I would recommend those making decisions view a recent book called "' Vanishing Point" by artists
Bing Dawe. John Emery and Keith Walter. It will explain with images how beautfiul this region is and
why we care for it so much.

We have seen such reviews lead to changes in the land - it's colour, plant and bird life and even property

development.
New Zealand needs to keep this unique & stupendous scenery as it is. PLEASE DO NOT CHANGE IT.

Liz Angelo-Roxborough
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* 1 support the Department of Conservation’s advice on the significant inherent values as discussed in the A dddeid i
o Conservadion Resources Report Movember 2004 and the significant inherent values and recommendations for

protection identified in the map included in the report.

* The preliminary proposal does not meet the Ubjoctives ol Past 2 ol the £vovn Fagiorad Land Act (CPLA) for the

following reasons:

The proposal fails to promote future management of the land is a way that is eeologically sustainable.

The proposal fails to protect significant inherent values including the highty legible landforms that contribute to the
experience of being in the Mackenzie and are highly visible as you drive along SH8 and SH80 along the opposite shore
of Lake Pulaki.

The proposal has not taken into account the fact that the ecosysiem values in the outwash fan rank as 'critically
endangered', the highest threat ranking (under 2012 research) - this means they should be a national priority to protect.
The proposal is in confiict with the recommendations for farge scale bioéiversity protection as agreed to by the Upper
Waitaki Shared Vision Forum - a process supported by the Government

The conservalion covenant (CC1) provides no pernnanent protection of the significant geological values and in fact will
contribute to the loss of the legibility of these values by providing for the ability to over sow and top dress and

build structures.

Please ensure the proposal gives praper effect to the Objectives of Part 2 of the CPLA by protecting the “significant
inherent values’ by returaing the land to fuli Crown ownership, and for it to be managed in perpetuity for

conservation.

Liz Angelo-Roxborough
03 4719505

angelo.tekapof@gmaii.com






