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Crown Pastoral Land
Tenure Review

Lease name : Glenlapa
Lease number : Ps 020

Public submissions

These submissions wera recelved as a result of the public advertising of
the preliminary proposal for tenure raview.




May 2002

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this draft report.

Comment

GLENLAPA PL DRAFT TENURE REVIEW

I have three main suggestions based on my ecological knowledge of the Pastoral
Lease and studying the DoC Resources report.

The steep aroa between “Area 17 and “Area 3" should be restored to the Crown
for its high inherent values and ecological values. Tn the absence of fire, shrubland
and fernland regeneration will continue. In the Jonger term forest regeneration of
both beech and broadleaf is possible too. This regenerating, mainly native
vegetated area is likely to be important for native invertebratcs. Tn terms of rescrve
design it is imperative that these two areag are linked.

The catchment immediately to the south of “Area 3" should be restored to the
Crown in terms of its high inherent values. The native vegetation pattern and
content are warthy of restoration to the Crown This steep land will quickly revert
to an even more natural state.

It is very disappointing that no effort was made 1o survey either terrestnial or
aquatic invertebrates. An assessment of them would make more sensc of the
regenerating parts of the Pastoral Lease. This Tenure Review process 1s too
important to do half-hearted assessments of the values Flow are we going to come

up with lasting solutions?

yours faithfully
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DTZ New Zealand Ltd., ALEXANDRA
Land Resources Division, | b MAY 2002
P{) Box 27,
ALEXANDRA. RECEIVED

SUBMISSION ON PROPOSED TENURE REVIEW OF GLENT.APA PASTORAL LEASE

Dear Sir,

Thank you for sending me & copy of this document and I appreciate the opportunity to
comment on 1t. [ do so with some detailed knowledge of the area since | was involved with the area
during the PNA Survey of the property by Dr Katharine -Dickinson, as part of-the Nokomai Ecologica]

District in 1989,

I have read the proposal carefully and am aware that a substantial part of the original Glenlapa
Run has been excised since completion of the Nokomai PNA Survey, to create the East Dome Scenic

Reserve.

I'note that the proposal is for 4111 ha to be freeholded while only 345 ha in two parcels
(Areas ] and 3) is 1o be restored to full Crown ownership and incorporated into the East Dome Scenic
Reserve, while a third area (Area 2) of 15 ha on the floor of the Dome Burmn, i3 alao to be transferred
to full Crown control as a Historic Reserve. While the allocation between freehold and Crown
ownetship thus appears to be highly unequal, the earlicr establishment of the East Dome Scenic
Reserve is relevant in this context, since this represcnts a significant area {the actual extent i not

given in the report).

Areas ] and 3 are mostly forested and I arn under the impression that much of Area 3 has
already been formally covenanted, though these aspects cannot be confirmed from the report. T am
aware that the arca between Areas 1 and 3 is largely non-forested though this is not stated in the report
either. Nevertheles, I believe this latter area should be included in the area to be transferred to the
Crown since it complements the conservation values and also the landscapc values of Areas 1 and 3,
and would also be logical in relation to regularisation of boundaries. It would also obviate the needs
for both the new fences proposed along the lines a-b and c-d, as well s the “Tascrnent Conccssion
C1” for “access for farm management purposes” as shown on the Plan 1 (Schedule A) of the proposal.
I believe that this area between Arcas 1 and 3 has the potential for further enhancement of their
conservation and landscape values, with significant aveas of indigenous shrubland and tussock
grassland, as well as fernland of bracken fern which is obviously seral or successional in this
situation. Over time, if reserved, it would allow the natural succession of the adjoining beech forcst to
oceur across this steep western aspect slope. In this context I emphase my concern for perpetution of
the ouldated concept in conservation values, that forest outweighs non-forest ecosystems, and that no
provision need be made for natural successional proceses in the allocation of land for conservation.

I assume that the southern-southcastern boundary between Area 3 and the land to be freeholded, is
alrcady {enced. Otherwise, provision would need to be made for this in the final agreement.




I
There is also a strong casce for including the entire catchment to the west of %ﬂrip,

overlooking the Mataura River, which is larpely foreted, to also be included in the c%@};g to
2, 4,

fuil Crown ownership and management for conservation and reercation purposes, s
C e

There should also be provision for legal public access near the Mataura River, to thg @%)
"

edge of the conservation land that will adjoun the East Dome Scenic reserve, as probably the mi ,2,_
logical formal access to this importand conservation and ecolopical area. ”"’:,—' e
&{;f
o

Similarly, therc seems to be a need to provide formal public access to Area 2, the proposed
Historic Rescrve on the Dome Burn flats. | assume this waterway has no formal marginal strip since
none is shown on the map (thus contrasting with the Mataura River), in which case one should be

provided for as part of the lenure review exercise, .

I trust that my recommendations will be given serious consideration.
Yours sincerely,

rfadk..

——

Alan F Mué, FRSNZ.
Professor Emetitus,
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Sunday 2 June 2002

The Commissioner of Crown Lands
C/- DTZ New Zealand Ltd.

PO Bax 27 Alexandra

Please find attached a submission for Federsted Mountain Clubs of NZ Inc regarding the
Preliminary Proposal for the tenure review of Glenlapa.

We hope you will accept this FAX version of our submission.

Hard copy of this submission, together with the copy of the FMC Repon (2000) on Glenlapa,
will follow by regular postal mail,

. Dr Michael ) S Floste

FMC Special Vice President, }jyou ry Tenure Review.
N 17/
%W- ﬁff“"/( /:_,
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FEDERATED MOUNTAIN CLUBS OF NEW ZEALAND (’%}{/gx
P.0. Box 1604, Wellington. &%;)

'
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2 June, 2002

The Commissioner of Crown Lands,
C/- DTZ Mew Zaaland Lid,

Land Resources Division

PO Box 27

ALEXANDRA

Dear Sir

| writs on behalf of Federated Mountain Cluby of NZ Inc. {FMC) which represents some 13,000 members of
tramping, mountainesring, climbing and other outdoor racreation clubs thronghout NZ, and Indirectly represonts
the intarssts and concerns of many thousaads of privata individuals whe enjoy recreation in the back country.

On thoir behalf, FMC aims to snhance, and to have formally recognised the recrsation opportunitiss on leases
under roview, ta have protected the significant inheremt valuas of those proparties, and to ensure public access
avar high country lands currantly undes pastoral leaschold tenure, through the tenure review process.

FMC fully supports the aims of tenurwe review. “1o promote the managemeni of reviewable land in a way that Is
ecologically sustainable... ... ... .. to enable the proleciion of the significant inherent volues of the reviewakle
landi .. ... ... ... and 1o make eaxier the securing of public access o and enjoyment of reviewable land” (Crown
Pastoral Land Act |998, §.24).

FMC is grateful for this opportunity 1o comment on the praliminary proposal for tonure review of Glenlapa
pastoral lense.

THE PRELIMINARY PROPOSAL

“Tha followiny dagignations and protectiva mechanisms are included in the proposal:-

(1) 90 ha to ba designated as land to be restored to fult Crown ownership and comrol to be
incatporated imo the East Dome Scenic Reyorve,

(2) 270 ha to be designated as Jand to be restored to Crawn control sy a Reverve for the following
purposos -

s 15 ha as Historic Reservs

« 25% ha to be incorporated imo East Dome Scenic Reserve, subject Lo an ssssment for
mandgement purposes.

Subject to the following qualifications:-
(i) A grazing concession for ongeing grazing of the proposad Higtoric Reverva for 30 years.

(i) An casermnant Lo pravide access for tha holder oo an existing track through the proposed Scenic
Page 1



FAX 64 1 445 282p HIGH COUNTRY o T P03

Roserva for farm management purpaves. % %

{(3) 4,111 ha to be designated as land to be disposed of by frechold to the holder ubjedt’
to:.-

(1} An easement to provide public foot access from the margin of the Mataura River
to the proposed addition to the East Dome Scenic Reserve

(i} Essements for management purposes over farm tracks o the proposed Historic
Reserve and to the proposed addition 10 the East Dome Scenic Reserve

EMC POSITION

FMC supports the general principles of tanure revisw and also supports the general thrust of the changes proposed
for Glenlapa. We are aware that thero was consultation with mcreationg| interests a¢ an Esrly Wamning Mesting
in1995, although FMC was not directly represanted, It seems from the terms of the Preliminary Proposal for the
tenura reviow of Gilentapa that vary few of the recommendations made at that time havo bean carried through into

this proposal,

We understand that both the Southland Fish and Gume Council and recrastional groups represented at the Enrly
Waming Mesting. stressod the importance of public access up the farm track along the Mataurs River terraces for
fishermen, and to provids the most practical public access to the East Dome Scenic Reserve (and now also to the
proposed extensions to that Reserve). Access from the margin of the Mutaurs River to the proposed extension to
the Scenic Reserve (at BY) in net & satisfactory olternative. We nato the following m the original
recommendations from the Dapartment of Conservation in 1996:- “The Mataura River Jaces and gullivs with their
predominamly natural chargcter enhance the recreation xetting of the Mataura River fishery. Also there iy the
potential for a future short walk into the beech foress {covenamt) ar the rood end near the river as well as the
possibllity of impraved public access to the East [Doma Scenic Rexerve and to Fast Dome summis. The lack of
practical access currently limits wxe of this large reserve. * Rt was recommendad that “the 2WD farm access 1rack
along the Mataura River terrace from Gleniapa Road become legal road. (Fatling this a section 7))
Conservation Act 1987 foot only access easemens be created with public vehicle access being available with the
{andholder's psrmission), ™ It is a serious omission from the Preliminary Proposal that neither of these options has
bien implemented and no satisfactory public access has been provided over the track alang the Mataurs River

1arracos.

There are 8 number of other important issues which do not ssem to hava yot besn wstisfactorily addresaed in this
review,. Thete ixguax ars:-

{1} Only partial recognition of the significant natural and landscape vatues of the Mataurs faces northwards
from Tng J.

(i) Pailure to recognise the old pack taek routs up the main ridge leading to Trig J and East Doms a5 &
valuable public recreational routs for foot and mourtaln bikse use, and to provide an appropriate cagsmant
over the proposed frashold over this route.

(i) Failure to provide public accsss to the propored Historic Reasrve in the Doma Bum.

(iv)  Failure to make any arrangernants for public use of sither the Musterer's Hut or the Racemnan’s Hut in the
Dome Bum.

(v) There ix no provision for public access either to the Dome Bum, or along the alignment of the Muddy
Terrace Watar Race to the eastern extreraity of Glenlapa, or acrom the routoe indicated E2 in tha Propoyal
(Glenlapa Homestesd to the Domas Bum), which has been propossd as an easement for management
purposes.

{(vi)  Wilding pine spread down-wind from sources on Mid Dome is known to be a sericus thrast to
conservation values in the area but there is no provision for wilding troe comtrol as a condition of
frecholding some 4000 ha of the Glealapa pastoral lease,

(vit)  There seems to bs no formal recogniticn of, or Inying off of, marginal strips along the Dome Bum and the
Gurvie Bumn.

Puge 2
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FMC notes that in the section of the Preliminary Proposal headed “*Land to be dispossd of by way @hﬁ%‘p
disposal............." There is the followmny statement - ,g’,f P,
§2%:

Class V1), and iv mainly above 850 m being located along the main ridge crest of the southern Garvie Range, 45%
bush arcd serub in steep gullies,

This statement appears to be inconxistant with the first purposs of the CPL Act 1998 (5. 24 (a) (i), which is "m0
promole the management of reviewable lapd in a way that is ecologicatly sustainable. " We bellave that 1t would
only be pogsible to manage this land m a way that i3 acologically sustainable if nutrient losses are made good by
fertilizar application, but that this is not economically jutifiable in this situation. Accordingly, FMC balisves that
tho Preliminary Proposal ix inconsistont with the Act and that the Proposal should be amsnded such that this land
is restored 1o full Crown ownership and control, to be managed for conservation purposss.

If thiz changs was made to the Proposal it would then bs reasonable to delsts two unsatisBactory (and
challengeable} statements in the wsction of the propossl dealing with “The Praposul In relation to the Objects of

Part 2 CPL Act.™ Those statements aro;_

"The areos where thix (land Is af a quality and nature ax to economically jusiify development} does vot apply are
of a relatively minor nature.”

“The portion af the land that wos identifled ax containing signficans inherant volues that it not prolected in this
proposal is relanvely minor.”

In fact, the entire 620 ha area (indicated as Area | in the |6 Juna Submimsion — CPL Preliminary Propozal -
Ltandard R) should become Congervation Arewm, Wa note that Standard 8 recommended.- 620 hecrares
approximately land to be rastored (o or rejained in fildl Crown ownership and control to be added to the adiacent
East Dome Scenic Reserve under Section 33 (2) (a) (1) CPL Ac1. The proposal will protect significant inherent
values arising from the ragencrating shrublands, besch forest remnonts and tussocklandy present and which
contribute to the naturalness of the visual corridar of the Mataura Gorge and are vs such importance that the
land deserves protection of numagement under the Raserves Act 1977,

We understand that subsoquent to the originsl recommendations contained in Standard 8 (June 2000) that the
boundaries of proposed conssrvation land within originat Arsa | wars revisod and that only rome 345 ha (the now
Areas 1 and 3) are included and that some of the onginally recognised and recommendsd significant inherent
values have beon overleoked or ignored.  Altheugh the now proposed frashold (within the original Area 1) has
soms farming valuoe it still hag significant inharent values ag originally recognised: “significant inkerent values
arising from strengly regenerating shrublands, beech forest remnants and tussocklands which in aggregare
contribuie o the ecolngical function of the adjacent East Dome Scanic Reserve and the natiralnexs of the visual
corridor of the Mataura River Gorge . .. ... .. Induced graxsiands are showing evidencs of {{rong regengration
towardt woody vegetation and ultimately rowards the original forast compunity which existed here pre-
European . Clearly the recovery potential wag recognised as » significant inherent value.

FMC would point out that the CPL Act (Section 24 (c)) makes it cloar that “the freehold disposal af reviewable
Jund is subjoct to puragraphs (a) and (b)) which includes the protection of significant inherent valuss. Tharefors,
freghold disposal of the land within the original Area 1, and now lying betwosn Arex | and Area 3 on the map
provided with the Praliminary Proposal in April 2002, is not consistent with §.24 ofthe CPL. Act.

FMC strangly recommends that further work be done on the terms of the Proposal so that all the significant
inharent values recognised in the Congervation Resources Reports, and originally recommended for protection are
50 protected by return to full Crown ownership and control.

Wa note that ownership of the Mustgrers hut in the Doma Bum is unknown. FMC therefore belisves that it would
bo appropriate to provide for public use of this hut, in nasociation with the proposed Historic Resorve in the Dome
Burn. as part of the tenura review process,

Puge )
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We do not find uny referancs ta public foot or mountain bike access to the proposed Historic v '
Tecommend that it would be appropriate to include such use with management purposes over the r @
Easement E2 shown on the map. Furthermors, it seems that access to the start of Easement E2, at the :
leazehold land ix across existing Glenlapa freehold. There ssenis to be no mention of an easement acro olg’f:,
to enable use of Easernent E2: this deficiency should be eorrected, % <
5N

%

A report was commissionsd by FMC in 2000 to assess the rocraational and relnted significant inherent values
of Glenlapa. The report concluded that; “rhe rerure review of Glenlapa offers an opportunity to enhance the
recreaftonal opportunities of the novihern Sourhland area and to increase the quolity of recreational
experience on those londs by recognising and protecting the significant inkerent natural, landreape and
historic values described above and in the Convervation Resources Report.”

We reproduce below some extracts from the FMC Report (in #alics), and cormment on those extracts in
the light of the torms of the Preliminary Proposal.

Tha raport detailed the following access requirements:-

» "The historic pack trock which can be traced over East Dome and which generally follaws the main
Jarm track up the ridge ro the airstrip on Glenlapa is not a legal road but provision for public usa of this
track would greatly improve the accesy 1o the Faxt Dome Scente Reserve. An casemant for foot and
mountain biks use of this route 1o East Doms should be established through tenure review. ™

This in not provided for in the Preliminury Proposal

«  "There is an opportunity for a round trip (mowmain btke or tramping) along the ridge 1o East Dome and
refurning via Dome Burn. There are 2 huly in the Dome Burn valley which could provide shelter in case
of nead. Although all this area ix likely 1o be suitable for sustatnable postoral farming and therefore for
Jraeholding, it would be useful during tenure review, to make some arrangement for public use of one of
these hurx”

This is not provided for in tha Preliminary Propossl, but as the ownership of the Dome Burn
Musterers Hut Is unknown, provision for public use would be appropriate.

* "It is recommanded thar public access to the historic feateres on the Muddy Ierrace Water Race, and
the propoxed Historic Reserve be provided by way of an earement for fool and mountain bike uve.
ldeally thix would follow the Race and/or the Dome Bumn to the GlenlapaMoonlight Station boundary
and thence acruss Moonlight to McKenzie Road and Ereshford "

This is not provided for in the Preliminary Propossl, but should be provided by including
public use of Essement E3.

®  "The hest option al this xrage in the wenure review process would be 10 extablish an casement down the
Dome Burn in aniicipation of this route being used at some later dare, but meantime 1o provide a

femparary vasement oyl via the Garvie Burn cotchment and the main Gleniapa farm aceess track.”

This is not provided for in the Preliminary Proposal, but this might be achievable by lnying off
2 marginal atrip of adequate width to permit public access on font.

»  "Public aeeesy 10 the fill lenyth of thin purt of the Maiaura River which runs through (ilenlopa should
be provided through tenurc review. Public vehicle use of the road uver the river flars should be

Page 4
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legalised, and an eatement establiched over the track which continues along the foot qf'lheﬁ!ﬁug <
joces to the Fast Dome Sceric Reseny. ™ {,ﬁf\ /‘Zg)
| %,
This is not provided for in the Preliminary Propesal, but should be provided as discumed ;%,7)‘ //;:./

ghove, -"22,/ &«

In ordar that recreational users ger most enjoyment from their exparisnce it was alto recommended that the '553,5
following aignificant inherent natura!, landscape and historic values be recognised and pratoctad as follows:-

o "It it recommended that the arca northwards from Tng J up the main ridge 10 Eaa Dome, and
extending westwards down o the Motaura River wrraces (and including the covenant area), should be
retained In Crown ownership and be transferred to DOC 1o be managed together with the East Dome

Scenic Reserve for conservarion and recreation purposes.

Thi» ia only partially provided for In the Preliminary proposal, but cowld ensily be
accommodated if the land betwaen Areas 1 and 3 wan alvo Included in the additlons to the Eagt

Dome Scenic Rescrve.

e« Tt it recommenced thar an arca including the hixtaric feanires of the Muddy Terrace Waler Roce and
the asxaciated raceman s hut be protected ax an hisioric rexerve, and that publiic access be provided by
way of an ecxement for foot and mouniain bike ute ”

FMC is plessed to note that & 15 ha ares including the histeric festures in the Doms Burn is
proposed a1 Historlc Reserva. It is however, ansatisfactory thet no public sccess to this
Reserve is provides in the Preliminary Propusal.

s "Ax part of the teaure ravisw agreement, a wilding pine control programmy needs 1o be pur in place and
rigorously purswed to ensure thar the twysock grasslands of Glenlapa do not become infested with Pings

contoria.”

This in not pravided for in the Preliminary Proposal

= “Recreational ure of Clenlapa would also be enhariced by the formal recognition, through tenure
review, of marginal strips on the Gurvie Burrt and Dome Burn, and a moveable marginal strip along the

Mattira River, ™

It s not clear from the Preliminary Froposal whether marginsl strips are to be laid off along
any of these waterways. They should be formatly recognised.

We snelose a copy of the report for vour mfonmation, because it presents an account of the recreational use and
potential of Glenlapa, and becanse it details the arguments why FMC belinves that these should be made available

for public enjoymant.
R \ntiona for fartl | bt Prelimi r |

On the basis of our identification of important wsuex in the Preliminary Proposal for the tenure review of
Glenlapa which have not yet boen satisfactorily sddressed, and on the basis of iccommendations made in
Standard 8 (Jume 2000) which have oot bosn adopted, and our recomnmendations in the FMC Report in 2000,
wa have come to the following conclusions;

Page ¥
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gains for public recreation and conzervation. Howasver, there are many deflcisncies in this review which tﬂ/‘,‘@,
nead to be addreused if the cutcome is to be satisfactory from a recreational perspective, (_??

We strongly urge that further work be undertaken on this review with a view to razolving the irsues we have
detailed in this submission,

Finally. we appraciate this opportunity to comment on the Preliminary Proposal for the tenurs review of
Glenlapa, and wish to be heard in support of this submission if a hearing is hald. We would be happy to ba

involved in further discussions regarding any of the ixsues diccussed in thiz submiszion,
v/ fodf,

il

Secretary, Federstod Mountain Clubs of NZ (Inc.)

Youry faithfully
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LIST QF FIGURES ,%)%

Fig. 1 Glenlapa is situated on the true left of the Mataura River and is seen here across the river ¥
Cattle Flat Station. Much of the lower ¢country bas been improved and the highest land, including
Dome (skyline, centra) was retirad under a Southland Catchment Board run plan. East Dome was ‘-//?%

gazetted as a Scenic Reserve in 1992, ,-;76}

Pig. 2 Tha East Dome Scenic Reserve, consisting of some 768 ha of the dome itseif and the steep
faces running down to the Mataura Rivor, containg a diverse variety of plant communities bt public
access to the dome and upper slopes 18 not readily available. Public access could be much improved

through tenhurs review.

Fig. 3 The route of an historic pack track 1# followed by the main farm track to an airgtrip at about
900m, smd contmues on over East Dome (far skyline) to Nokomai and the Nevis. The route passes
Trig J at 995m on the prominent Imoll beyond the airstrip. An easement for public uss on foot and
mountam bike over this route should be established during tenure review.

Fig. 4 Most of the lower country has besn improved by oversowing and topdressing; it now hasg little
conservation value and appears suitable for freeholding. It will however, be important to ensure that
public access is available across the new freehold land to the scenic and historic reserves.

Fig. 5 Looking down the Dome Burn with the raceman’s hut by the Muddy Terrace Water Race on
the valley floor in the foreground. Thig valley would provide an excellent way out from a round trip
over East Dome. The route couid follow the water race or the margmal stop along the waterway.

Fig. 6 The musterer’s hut in the upper part of the Dome Bum counld provide shelter for recreational
users of the area as an alternative to the raceman’s hut on Muddy Terrace, Either one or the other
should be available for public use ag an cutcome of tenure review.

Fig. 7 Some of the steep faces and scrubby gullies on the true left of the Mataura River have been
mcluded 1o the conservation covenant area to the south of the East Dome Reserve, but there are other
vilnerabie areas with gignificant inherent values to the west of Trig J which should also be included
within an snlarged area to become conservation land thrcugh tenure review.

Fig. 8 The Muddy Terrnce Water Race wae constructed in 1907 but is typical of nmeteenth century
gold mining techniques. The race and ity associated engineering relics are totally unprotected undor
the Histonic Places Act 1991 but deserve to be protected as an higtoric reserve through tenure review.

Fig. 9 The inteke to the Muddy Terrace Water Race wag extended some 600m upstream when the
original dam wag washed away. This neceasitated the construction of a pipe bridge and & massive
berm some 100m long which in turn mvolved the construction of a light railway. Remains of the pipe
bridge are still to be seen at the top of the termace.

Fig. 10 Two lone pairs of bogey wheels bear testimony to the efforts of gold miners who in the carly
part of thig century even built a railway to extend the water raca in their endeavours to extract gold
from the alluvial deposits in the lower Dome Burn. Features such as these could add great interest for

recreational vigitors to Glenlapa.
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In part this report is basad on knowledge of the property and in part it is based on nfo

from other sources. Field mspection of the property was carriad out in February 2000, The
sources include both publications and accounts by members of local tramping and outdoor rec
groups that have been consuited about trips undertaken in the area. A stndy of “Outdoor Recreats
Otago” was undertaken by Magon (1988) and publighed by the Federated Mountain Clubs of New
Zealand (FMC). Reference is made to this recreation plan for Otago in the recreational opportimity
discusmon below. The Conservation Management Strategy for Mainland Southland has also been used
as a source of reference, together with an early verzion of the Congervation Resources Report for
Glenlapa Station.

sEN LD ENLAP

Glenlapa is a medium sized property consisting of about 4,500 ha with some adjoining freehold land.
It 10 located on the southern end of the Garvie Mountains between the Dome Bum end the Mataura
River. The homestead iz on (lenlapa Road some 24 km north of Balfour m northern Southland. The
property extends from the floor of the Mataura River valloy at about 200m to about 900m at the
northemn end of the property adjacent to the boundary with the East Dome Scenic Reserve (Fig. 1).

Tho East Dome Scenic Reaorve was formerly part of the Glenlapa pastoral lease but was retirod under
a Southland Catchment Board nn plan, It was identified as # Recommendsd Area for Protection
(RAP) during the Protected Natural Aren (PNA) survey conductad in 1986-87. In 1989 an area of 768
ha (most of the RAP Nokomai #5, East Dome), was surrandered and trangferred to DOC, md
subsequently, in 1992 was gazetted as the East Dome Scenic Reserve which forms the northem

boundary of the property (Fig. 2).

There is currently Little recreational use of Glenlapa other than for fishing in the Mataura River which
has an mternational reputation. Thera is a need for improved access to the East Dome Scenic Reserve
md if such accesy became avnilable 1t 1e highiy Itkely that a greater varniety of recreation could occur
on Glenlapa. Such use might include a mountain bike trip np the main ridge to Bast Dome (Fig. 3),
returning via the historic gold workangs in Dome Burn which include the very large, disused Muddy
Terrace water race, to make a round trip.

East Pome is a prominent feature of the northem Southland landscape (Fig. 1) and together with the
associated steep shrubby Mataura River faces, has important and significant inherent value as tha
backdrop to wildemess fishmg in the Mataura. Brian Tumer (1983) eloquently described it thus:
“Steep tawny hills enfold the sparkiing river. The country Is not picturesque — it is beautiful and the
walking well worth it. Several davs will be needed to explore the fishing around Nokomai and Cartle

Flar ™

One of the threate to this landscape is the spread of wilding pines from the protection plantings which
had been carried out in the past on the nearby Mid Dome. A control programme needs to be put m
place and ngorously pursued to ansure that the tussock grasslands of Glenlapa do not become infosted
with Pinug contorta.

Most of the lower country on Glenlapa has been much modified from its original natural condition by
oversowing and topdressing. It appears to be capable of supporting sustamable pastoral use and is
therefore likely to become freehold through tenure review. One of the most important aspects of this
tenure review for recreational users will be to gamn formal public access to the new conservation and
higtoric reserve land by the eatablishment of an easement for foot and mountain bike use across the
land to become frechold (Fig. 4).
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The recreational significance of the property lies m 1ts location m northem Southland whers thorg%g,

4

o
cwrrently limited opportimities for backcountry recreation and in the scenic attraction of the East ™~ %\

Dome country for day walking, tampmg and mountain bike trips, L
Mason (1988) describes the Southern Garvies ag being a very dissected greywacke landscape with '%3"4)
stoeply graded catchments off the leading ridges, which iz vory different from the schist landscapes of

the Northern Garvies. Beyond that description, the Southern Garvies are not considered in detail in

the Qutdoor Recreation plan for (tago. :

There was an historic pack track which provided a more direct and more open route from Southland to
Nokomai and the Nevis than the bogs and forests of the valleys (Fig. 3). The old pack track can be
traced over East Domo, The main farm track on Glenlapa follows approximately the same route but it
15 not & legal road.  An eassment for foot and mountain bike use gshould be satablished through tenure
review and this wonld greatly improve the access to the East Dome Scenic Reserve,

There 15 an opportunity for a round trip (mountain bike or tramping) along the ndge to East Dome,
returning via Dome Bumn (Fig. 5). There are 2 huts in the Doma Burn valley which could provide
shelter m case of need, The top hut ig a typical musterer's hut (Fig. 6) and the lower hut, is a
reconstructed racernan’s hut beside the Muddy Terrace Water Race (Fig. 8). Although all thig area is
likely to be suitable for sustainable pastoral farming and therefore for freeholding, it would be useful
during tenure review, to make aome arrangement for public nse of one or other of thess huts.

Tha most interesting route out from the Raceman's hut for racreational users would be to follow the
Muddy Terrace Water Race over the Glenlapa boundary and jom up with a track leading across
Moconlight Station to McKenzie Road and Freshford. The best option at this stage in the tenure review
process would be to establish an eagement down the Dome Burn in anticipation of this route being
wed at some later date, but meantime to provide a temnporary easement out via the Garvie Bum
catchmert and the mam Glenlapa fhirm access track.

An increasing problem for people wishing to do trips involving overnight stays in the backcountry is
security of car parking at road ends. Consideration should always bo given during the tenure review
process to making provision for car parking where possible off highways, and in the most secure
places posaible near the start of new easements over land which becomes freehold through tenure
review. In the case of Glenlapa, the most suitable car parking ares would be in the vicinity of the
yards af the saddls above the homestead.

‘The recrestional significance of this property should be assessed not only on its present usage, which
is minimal, but also on its potential. Thig i3 because current usage i3 much less than its potential for a
mimber of reasons. Partly because of the current land tenure under pastoral leass, the recroational use
of Glenlapa anid the East Dome Scenic Reserve, ig less than it might otherwige have been the cass if no
impediments existed. There ia potential for greater use for day walking snd mountain biking as well
2 more passive enjoyment of the conservation and higtoric festures descnbed olsewhere in thig report.
It is the full range of possibilities which should be considered during this tenure review.

The greatest recreational use of Glenlapa et the present time is by fishermen enjoying the wonderful
opportunities for trout fishing in the Mataura River. As all the terrace country is likely to be suitable
for fresholding, 1t is important that durmg temire review access 15 provided to the full length of that
part of the Mataura River which nms through Glanlapa.

Recreational use of Glenlapa would also be enhanced by the formal recognition, through tenre
review, of marginal strips on the (iarvie Bum and Dome Burn, and a moveable marginal strip along
the Mataura Biver.
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This report focuses on those features of Glenlapa which are known to be importart or potentially |
important for public recreational interests. It shonld be nated that while much of this interest focuses é,
on rccess, the natural values and Jandscapes of the areas concemed have a fundamental 1mpact on the |, 2 (“
recreational value of the back country and groatly influence the quality of recreational expenenco ‘ e
enjoyed. It is for this reason that reference is also made to both natural and landscape values of the th

property.

In many places, the asseasment of the significance of such natural values is aided by the reports of
Protected Natural Area (PNA) surveys and the Recommended Areas for Protection (RAPs) which thoy
highlight. In the case of Glenlapa which 18 m the Nokomai Ecological District, PNA surveys were
carried out in 1986-87 and one area on East Dome was identified as an RAP, This area had already
boen retired from the pastoral lease under the terms of a Southland Cetchment Board run plan and
RAP Nokomai #5 (768 ha) was gazetted in 1992 as the East Dome Scenic Rogerve.

Ancther smaller area (172 ha) was protected under a conservation covenant. This area is not
contiguous with the Scenic Reserve but lies some one km to the gouth on the true left of the Mataura
valley. It i situated oppogite the Mataura Range Scenic Reserve and commandz a good view of that
reserve with which it is complementary. It extends from the Mataura River terraces to the crest of the

main ridge runming up to Eaxt Dome,

While the East Dome Scenic Reserve is no longer actually part of the Glenlapa pastoral lease, it is
adjacent to the northern boundary of the property and the conservation covenant is included within the
leagehold tand. Together, these two areas are of congiderable interest to the public because they
contain a diverse vaniety of native plant communities. These include red bsech and eilver beech
forests on polluvial slopes, gullies and alluvial flats, subalpme shrublands and tuesock grasslands on
colluvial slopes, scree slopes and rockfields, herb tussocklands and herb fields on colluvial slopes and
ridge crests, and of particular interest are the significant scree habitats and their flora which ia of
biogeographic and scientific importance. Most of these features camnot easily be accessed from the
road by the river, so access up the main ridge leading to East Dorme 15 important.

Most of Glenlapa congists of developed pastures and modified tigsock gragslands, lying between about
500m and 900m, which have been improved by oversowing and topdressing. Much of thiz country is
claggifiod ag Land Use Capahlity (ILUC) Class VI or higher and is therefore hkely to be capable of
suppotting ecologically sustamabie pastoral production and could be considered to be suitable for
frecholding. Becauss of the extent of modification for farming purposes most of the nitural valua hag
been modified and cannot be congidored to have significant inherent value for conservation.

The only areas of more or less natural vegetation which have significant inherent values for their
landscape and botanical composition are on the Mataura faces south of the East Dome Scenic Reserve,
including and extending south of, the covensant area (Fig. 7). Tho Mataura faces and East Domo itgelf
are important for their significant inherent landscape value as the backdrop to wildemess fishing in
the Mataura. Brian Tumer {1983) eloquently described it thus: “Steep tewiry hills enfold the sparkling
river. The country Is not picturesgque — it is beautiful and the walking well worth It. Several days will
be needed to explore the fishing around Nokomal and Cartle Flat.”

It is recommended that t¢ enhance tho value of both the East Dome and Mataure Range Scenic
Regerves, and to add value to the recreational experiences of people enjoying the landscapes of the
Mataura vailey north of the Cattle Flat huts, the area northwards from Trig J, and extending westwards
down to the Mataura River terraces (and including the covenant area), should be retained in Crown
ownership and be trangferred to DOC to bs managed together with the East Dome Scenic Reserve for

conservation and recreation purposes.
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Burn and there are about 10 areas of river-edge sluicings. There are algo the remains of‘

water race. The Muddy Terrace Water Race is ono of the largest mining races in Otago or

being up to 6 ft deep and up to 12 fi across at the top (Fig. 8). It was apparently designed for

but the extension to the inteke via an iren pipe (which still spans the Dome Bumn at the top of the

terrace, Fig. 9) limited its capacity to about 30 heads. The racc runs for some 23 kms to the gold ,;!
workings on the upper terraces at Froshford, and the first 4 km of the race across Glenlapa is still ‘5}5
largely intact with some major rock cuttings and revetment work ncar the southern boundary. The

tace is historically significant for its size and complex engincoring (Fig. 10). Though constructed efter

1900 the technology used, both on the race and on the surviving it are typical of nineteenth century

gold minmg. The whole system is totally unprotected under the Histonic Places Act 1991,

There are also features that are of historical interest on Glenlapa. Gold mining occu mz;

The historic features of the race, together with the reconstructad raceman’s hut beside the race also
add significant interest for recreational visitors (Figs. 8, 9, and 10). It is recommended that the area of
these historic features be protected as an historic reserve, and that public access be provided by way of
an sasement for foot and mountain bike use. This easement should ideally lead across Moonlight
Station to Freshford but such access may not be casily available to the public. An alternative, porhaps
tarmporary casement should be established through tenure review over a farm track from the Dome
Burn to the Garvie Bum catchment (Fig. 4) and thence to the main farm access track at the saddle

above the homestead.

The Conservation Management Strategy (CMS) for Mainland Southland includes a section on the
Garvie Landscape Unit, which includes Glenlapa and East Dome. The CMS states that “the PNA
survey of the Nokomal Ecological District identifled 11 areas for protection.”

The objectives Include:-
v “To contlnue to seek protection for those areas recommended by the PNA survey, and

» To provide opportunities for winter and summer access 1o the open mountain tops for remote
recreation experiences where thase do not compromise natural and historic values.”

AREAS TO BE FROTECTED

There are significant inherent natural, landscape and historic values on Glenlapa which should bo
retained in full Crown ownership and control and traneferred to DOC to be managed for conservation
and recreation purposes. Thess areas will alzo enhance the recreationzal valus of Glenlapa for public

5.

It 15 recommended that the area northwards from Trig I, up the main ridge to East Dome, and
extending westwards down to the Mataura River terraces (and including the covenant area), should be
retamed in Crown ownership and be transferred to DOC to be managed together with the Enst Dome
Scenic Ressrve for congervation and recrastion purposes.

It is recommended that an area including the historic features of the Muddy Terrace Water Race and
the associated raceman’s hut be protected as an historic reserve, and that public access be provided by
way of an easement for foot and mountain bike use.

As part of the tenurs review agreement, a wilding pine control programme needs to be put in place and
rigorously pursued to ensure that the tussock grasslands of Glenlapa do not become mfested with

Pinus contorta.

Recreational use of Glenlapa would also be enhanced by the formal recogmition, through tenure
review, of marginal strips on the (farvio Bum and Dome Bum, and a moveable marginal strip along

the Mataura Rivor.
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ACCESS REQUIREMENTS ’2‘% &

The followmng access provisions will be required:-

The historic pack track which can be traced over East Dome and which generally follows the main A’%})}
farm track up the ndge to the airstrip on Glenlapa 15 not & legal road bt provision for public use of

this track would graatly improve the access to tho East Dome Scenic Reserve. An easement for foot

and mountain bike use of this route to East Dlome shouid be established through tenure review.

Thers 18 an opportunity for a round tnp (mountam bike or trampmg) along the nidge to East Dome and
returning via Dome Burn. There are 2 huts in the Dome Bum valley which could provide shelter in
case of need. Although all thig area iz likely to bs suitable for sustamable pastoral farming and
therefore for freeholding, it would be ugeful during tenure review, to make some arrangement for
public use of one of thege hixts.

It is recommended that public access to the historic features on the Muddy Terrace Water Race, and
the proposad Historic Reserve be provided by way of an easement for foot and mountain bike use.
Ideally this would follow the Race and/or the Dome Burn to the Glenlapa/Moonlight Station boundary
mnd thence across Moontight to McKenzia Road and Freshford.

The best option at thig stage in the tenure review process would be to eatablish an essement down the
Dome Burn m amticipation of this route being ueed at some Jater date, but meartime to provide a
temporary eagement out via the Garvie Bum catchment and the main Glenlapa farm access track.

Public access to the full length of that part of the Mataurs River which runs through Glenlapa should
be provided through tenure review. Public vehicle use of the road over the river flata should be
legalised, and an casemetrt established over the track which contmues along the foot of the Mataura
faces sto the East Dome Scenic Reserve.

Car parking will be recuired at the end of the road along the river flats, and it would be very ugeful if
armangements also be made for car parking in the vicinity of the yards at the saddle above the
homestead.

CONCLUSIONS

The tenure review of Glenlapa Station offers an opportunity to enhance the recreational opportunities
of the northern Southland area end to increase the quality of recreational experience on those lemds by
recognising and protecting the significant inherent natural, landscape and historic values described
above and in the Congervation Resources Report.

The outcome of the tenure review of Glenlapa, if it mcludes the recreation and conservation
recommendations included in this report, could contribute to the achievement of the abjectives
declared for the Garvie Landscape Unit in the Conservation Management Strategy for Mainland

Southland.
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Submission on Preliminary Proposal Glenlapa Tenure Review

PANZ wishes to maake comment on the following aspects of the proposal.
*  Mataura River faces
* Mataura valley access
* Incomplete reclassifaction action
*  Marginal strip provision
* Proposed historic reserve already marginal strip
* Lack of public access to Dome Burn

Mataura River Faces
While we acknowledge and appreciate the lessee's earlier voluntary surrender without compensation
of leasehold for the East Dome Scenic Reserve, the tonure review preliminary proposal is inadequate

in making further necessary reservations.

mtﬂ.mgalienmm_omhummm These are pﬂrt of "mmmmm extﬂnding from the East
Dome Scenic Reserve to an existing conservation covenant area. The report concludes, “for the
existing landscape character to be maintained and enhanced, the steeper and more visible slopes on

Glcmlapa should be managad to enabla natural guccession to oCcCur.. Am_fmmmm_mm_g_b_lﬂﬂ

W To allow this block to fully rcgcnarate would mean that a phymcal linkage
between East Dome Scenic Reserve and the covenant area is protected and enhanced” (our emphasis),

Public Access New Zealand is a charitable trust formed in 1992, Objects are the preservation and improvement of public

uceess lo public lands, waterd, and the countryside, through retention in public ownership of resources of value for

recreation. PANZ {s supported by a diverse range of lund, freshwater, marine, and conservation groups and individuts.
PANZ 18 committed 1o resist private predation of the public estate.




7

best known brown trout fisheries, with many overseas anglers visiting this section of t

River on a reguler basis. This arca’s amenity values are well known. "Steep tawny hills
sparkling river. The courary Is not picturesque - it is beautiful and the walking well worth @y
days will be needed to explore the fishing around Nokomai and Cattle Flat”. ’%, <

D

%0
In a regional context “these western slopes form the immediate backdrop to (m@%ﬂ
a

e

In DOC’s onginal recommendations (pp. 11-12) the protection of a contipuous Area 1
(approximately 620 ha) was justified on the following basis —

“Landscape

This arca extends southwards from the southwestern boundary of the Fast Deme Scenic reserve along
the Mataura river faces and gullies. It includes the forested gully west of Trig J. The western slopes of
East Dome and the Mataura River corridor with their forests, shrublands and tussocklands contribute to
the natural character of the river setling and associated recreation nse and add to the quality of the

recreational experience.

Vegetation
Native vegetation sequences on the faces and gullles adjoining the Mataure River downstream of the
East Dome Scenic Reserve are the most 3ig }ilBricy 8t -

Protected Area Design

Whilst there are no species and communities present not already represented In the adjoining Fast
Dome Scenic Reserve, the acquisition of this ares can be justified on the grounds of deficiencies in the
design of the boundaries of the existing scenic reserve. The southern boundary of the reserve conforma
with that selected for the RAP Nokomai 5 during tha PNAP survey and largely was based on
Tepresentativonesa criteria. This regulted in the adoption of the forest margin as the southern boundary
which cuty in half the largest catchment that drains off East Dome into the Mataura River.

The reserve boundary ia unfenced and the forest margin cannot be readily protected from adverse
inpacts such s intensive grazing and probably burning to control shrubland regeneration on the
adjacent predominantly shrub and tussock covered southem part of this catchment.

The adoption of ridgelines to protect sensitive natural and catchment values is the most effective
long-term strategy for protected area management. The protection of this southern part of the
catchment wil} therefore beneflt both the existing scenic reserve us well as the remaining area of
relatively intact native vegetation sequences along the Mataura River Faccs.

This area also consolidates an expanded protected natural area by expanding to encompess the cxisting
conservation covenant,



2%

! it .
He gTen .,-,f_o 'fl FIMIN L _[1RA(]

petation sequences but shrubland regencration is ry sirong snd given tim gt lq-q_-m “
burning and grazing giglion shouwld eventually refin to a more natural fore ul.‘l'*«nn
The shrubland communities have current intrinsic value also. $hrubland communities e
good habitat for mobile invertebrate and bird species and potentially enhance unsurveyed n%
elements.

,\-

Recreation
The Mataura River faces and gullies with their predominantly natural chatacter enhance the recreation
sotting of the Mataura River fishery..."

These recommendations survived revision in 1999, and expanded the justification in terms of the
requirements of the Crown Pastoral Land Act (CPLA).

“Justification
The land ie characterized by:
! Areas which alone or collectively sustain the special natural quality and integrity of the high
country landscape especially the indigenous component.
2 Areas which sustain the most culturally valued attributes (eg, Maori, scenic, aesthetic, recreational
and historic} and their context within a narural high country landscape,
3 Hablitaus of threatened species (including those which are regionally threatened).
4 Areas which make a special contribution to the overall quallty natural functioning and ecologlcal
intcrg:ty of ﬂgn{ﬂcam values (e g lmkages bqﬂ‘m elc) whethsr in their present or potential state.
AT G iytoric v or I'¢ o, anltles in the high country.

o 'I"

DOC’s recommendations were adopted in the Drajt Preliminary Proposal, as being compliant with
tho objects of the CPLA. However after consultation with the holder, Area 1 was reduced to 90 ha,
and part of the original 620 ha, being a new Area 3, proposed for freeholding. This is 275 ha between
Arecas 1 and 3.

This change of stance is explained in the Repart on C‘onsu[mrirm (p 3) - “although this area does
contain some native shrub cover, jig 5ig f

mmmuﬂﬁmlmmm and thua tha mspmd of thm ared on fn:chold tlﬂe s hk@ly to

promote sustainable land management” (our emphaais),

Further reasons are advanced that —
“The holders advised that they were not prepared to accept the proposal on the basis of the entire 620
ha of Area 1 in the original Draft Preliminary Proposal being retained for conservation purpodes due to
the importance of the area to their farming operation. The proposed amendment identifies the area
which has the greatest potential economic use and which coincides with the area having the Jegat
significant inherent values within this area. The arces containing the most significant inherent values
comprising beech forest, mixed broadlenf shrubland and alpine tussock grassland, is proposed to be
retained in Crown control™.




It was also stated (p6) that—

“Although this area was identified as haying shrublands of sig

sustainable™.

Macossion of official justifications
From the above, it is apparent that no new information as to the inherent qualities of the area

influenced the most recent recommendations. It was known that the inherent values “were somewhat
degraded” when the original and revieed DOC recomrmendatioos and Draft Preliminary Proposal
were written. They wers then seen as being compliant with the CPLA. A]] that has changed has been

the emphasis to justify the new proposals.

Howaver, despite the inadequately justified change in emphesis, significant inherent values remain
over the entire original 620 ha Area 1 to justify addition to the scenic reserve.

Distinguishing inherent values into “most” and “least” categories is not in accord with section 24 (b)
and the section 2 definitions of ‘inherent valoe’, ‘significant inherent value’ and ‘natural resource’.

There are well argued justifications in the DOC recommendations and the DPP, on the basis of
landscape protection, botanical values, potential for forest succession/recovery, and reserve boundary
design to justify retention of all of the original 620 ha in Crown ownership. [t should be noted that
even if our view on botanical values is not accepted, there is an obligation under the CPLA, accepted
by the CCL, for landscape protection, There is no specific advice to the CCL on this. Therefore the
Preliminary Proposal fails in this requirement.

dmposad caf tl:ua area on freehold title is hkcly to promote sustainable land management”.

The active regeneration of shrublands along the lower Mataura faces (photo 1) can only be suppressed
by repeated buming or herbicide application. There is no scientific evidence to suggest that, even with
fertiliser application, that this is “ecologically sustainable”, being the primary requirement of s24.
There is vigorous tall tussock above the shrubline (photo 2) that will, as a consequence of burning of
adjoining shrublands, also be burnt. Even with fertiliser inputs, buming and grazing will eventually
result in depletion and loss of tussock cover.

The Mataura faces, due to their imposing presence as viewed from the river, dominate the scene. They
must be protected in Crown ownership. The almost complete reversion to woody species along the
lower slopes testifies to the fact that these faces cannot sustain pastoral farming and should never be

freeholded.



The Mataura River is a world class brown trout fishery. The setling, for this recreational

activity in and along the river, is an integral part of the experience. Omginal

most confined part of the Mataura gorge, with steeper gradients than immcdiatnly‘ﬁ_ﬁw

there is an obvious transformation to developed pasture. /2;}5)
7
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What is proposed in the PP is a disjointed reservation that bears no relationship to landscape Vﬁ%
and due to its shape, provides little practical protection for the areas proposed for reservation. Ori
Aren 1, as depicted in the DPP, is the minimum area that should be retained jn Crown ownership, If
inclusion of this into the scenic reserve cannot be agreed we submit that the CCL does ot proceed

with tenure raview,

Mataura valley access — access to East Dome Scenic Reserve

The Land Status Report, p 2, notes that the scenic reserve has no legal access. The Conservation
Resource Report, p 12, states that “the lack of practical access currently limits use of this large

" reserve’”. Page 16, ‘NGO Consultetion’ recorded “concerns about the need for improved public access
to the Enst Dome Scenic Reserve along the Mataura River terraces and the need to make the 2WD
farm accoss track a legal road, with foot access at strategic points to the Mataura River”. DOC states
in their ‘Justification and Recommendations’, p 11, “there are important requirements for access to
the east bank of the Mataura river and to existing and proposed conservation lands that need to be

addressed"™,

The Submission on Draft Preliminary Proposal, Appendix 1, states that “there is potential to provide
access through the Glenlapa lease to the upper reaches of the Mataura River for fishing however a
more practical solution would be to pursue public access through Cattle Flat Station on the opposite
side of the river”. This view depends on “a moveable Section 24 Conservation Strip adequately
providing for access to the Mataura River”. However the official view, which we contend, is that it is
not possible to create a movable strip along the full length of the river, in place of the existing fixed

strip.

While we understand that under normal river conditions jt is not difficult to ford the river on foot and
80 gain access to the Glenlapa river bank and the scenic reserve, reliance on access from Cattle Flat
Station provides no assurance that this is legally provided for now, or will be as a result of future
tenure review on this property. Our inspection of NZMS 261 sheets shows discontinuous strips, either
marginal strips or roads,along the true right bank, with gaps or uncertain connections to the public
Ardlussa Cattle Flat Road. If legal road access cannot be assured to the right bank, concurrently with
tenure review on Glenlapa, then the Crown has failed in it"s duty to secure access to public lands ex
Glenlapa, unless alternative arrangements are made over Glenlapa. The 2WD standard farm track
along the river terrace, with foot access routes off thig track to get to the riverbank, is the obvious

alternative.

We submit that unless convenient public road access is assured to the Cattle Flat river bank, that a
public vehicle access easement be secured over the Glenlapa 2WD farm track, with at least two foot

access casements to the river bank.,



Unless satisfactory public access is secured, we believe that the tenure /g nld not proceed.

e
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Incomplete reclassification action {\

We note that there were two conditions attached Land Settlement Board approval of I t/; on of

946 ha, notified to the lezsee on 27 June 1978, These were that public road access be crea

remaining pastoral lease, and that 20 metre strips were to be reserved from sale along nvm

streamsa.

Whilst the first condition has been complied with, the second has not. The Garvie Burn within the
now frechold (part section 3 Block IV Garvie SD) does not have any marginal strips laid off,

DOC notes in its Conservation Resource Report (p 14) that “The Garvie Burn flows through Glenlapa
freehold and for some reason, no section 58 Land Act marginel strips were created at the time of
frechold title being issued. The Southland Fish and Game Council are particularly keen to see
marginal strips created and are anxious that the matter be considered as part of the pastoral lease

tenure review negotiations”.

The Due Diligence Report, while noting the completion of road access to the PL fatled to mention
lack of compliance with the other condition of reclassification. This is a serious omission that must be
rectified as a condition of any review of the balance of the property. If no effort is made to rectify past
Crown freeholding omissions, there can be no confidence in current freeholding actions.

Wo note that the CCL decided that the Draft Prellminary Proposal would exclude an easement in
favour of DXOC over this frechold land. This was on the basis that a concurrent process for negotiation
of that easement be run at the same time as tenure review on the pastoral lease (Penelope Stevenson,

Barmister to DOC 18/9/00).

As the CCL is in favour of concurrent action affecting this frechold that is in favour of DOC we
would have considerable difficulty in accepting a lack of concurrent action in favour of the public in

the form of marginal strips.

Marglnﬂl strip pmvislnn

Om 1, (refer to these as part

of thm aubrruﬂmou) it 18 complataly untcnahle for decisiony on margmal strips to be divorced from the
tenure review process. We will not accept continuation of the CCL's hands-off policy.

Examination of official information supplied to PANZ reveals that—

1. Unlike in many Canterbury pastoral lease renewals, despite a variation of lease mechenism being
nsed on Glenlapa in 1992, as distinct from a straight lease rencewal, a marginal strip was laid off




along the Dome Born. This is a section 24(9) movable strip. We congra t/(q@&f;?pﬁ" 1cialy

involved. It provides a welcome contrast to the conduct of officials in Can have used

lease vanation as a means of circumventing the marginal strip reqmrnmmnt:% nﬁ@tmn
Act. The Glenlapa case demonstrates that there was no necessity for the Cantcrbu%

2y, %
SO 11911 records the above strip and an existing section 58 strip along the bank of the Mﬂt
River, but no strips along the Garvie Burn within the leasehold. The Southland Figh and Gaﬁ%/’&‘
Council belicves that the upper reaches of the GGarvie Burn are useful for brown trout spawning
(Preliminary Proposal Standard 8, p 8). DOC reports (Conservation Resource Report, p 14) “it is
also possible that the lower part of the Garvie Burn may be sufficiently wide to warrant marginal
strips being leid off”. Any marginal strip should be created so as to be movable.

There must be transparent official action to assess the width of this stream, with the findings of
such assesament made part of the public tenure review process. If it does not qualify for a
marginal strip then consideration should be given to creating a reserve of some other classification
to protect the figsheries values the Fish and Game Council identify.

- Moveable mnarginal strips required
SO 11911 records a fixed-position section 58 strip along the true left bank of the Matsura River.

The Due Diligence Report, p 2, states that “the Mataura River channel has altered greatly”, and on
p5, that “there has been many requests for the existing section 58 strip to be converted to a strip
that moves with the river (under s24(9)". Plans of property boundaries supplied for this tenure
review confirm that the present river course coincides with the existing marginal strip for less than

half of its length.

The Conservation Resource Report, p 14, states—
“A former section 58 Land Act 1948 originated marginal strip exists along the true left Mataura River
bank. This marginal strip Is flxed and does not move with any changes in the channel of the
watercourse. The Mataura River is recommended for protection by a National Water Conservation
Order due to its outstanding international reputation as a brown trout fishery. Legal riverbank access Is
crucial to enable public use and enjoyment of this resource. It is proposed to negotlate during the tenure
review the replacement of this unmovable marginal strip with a moveable marginal strip under Part

VA Conservatlon Act 1987,

However on p 14, DOC’s commentary on NGO consultation (p 16) states—
*The concerns raised are afl generally supported by DOC except for the proposal to replace the section
58 Land Act marginal strip along the Mataura River with a Part IVA Conservation Act marginal atrip.
Legal advice indicates that this is not poseible under existing legislation. A Part IVA Conservation Act
marginal strip will automatically be laid off along the river where the channel no longer conforms to
the fixed location of the section 58 strip. The section 58 strip would remain in its entirety”.

We believe that this advice is flawed to the extent that replacement “is not possible under
existing legislation”. Section 24E of the Conservation Act reads—




2%

5 24E. Exchange of marginal strips--—(1) The Minister may, by notice in 0&7 /Zp
the Gazette, authorise the exchange of any marginal strip for another % ® 4
atrip of land. /4;//0 ;@(\
KNG
(2) The Minister shall not authorise the exchange of any marginal ':,:(}? /f&‘
atrip unless the Minister is satisfied that the exchange will better .»f/
achieve the purposes specified in section 24C of this Act. A’%’}y

(3) The land taken by the Crown In exchange for any marginal strip
ahall be deemed to be reserved as matginal atrip.

(4) The Minister may authorise the payment or receipt by the Crown of
money by way of equality of exchange in any case under this section; and
all money 80 received shall be paid into the Department of Conservation
Grants and Gifts Trust Accoumt, and shall be applied, without further
appropriation than this section, for the purposes of this Act.

(%) The Minister or the Director-General may, on behalf of the Crown,
do all such things as may be nocessary to effect any exchange authorised

under this section.

{(6) District Land Reglstrars are hereby authorised arxd directed to
make auch entries in registers and do all such other things as may be
necessary to give effect to exchanges authorised under thls section.

This is an express provision that over-rides the general prohibition of sale or other disposition under
section 24. Section 24E was specifically designed for the purpose of making fixed strips movable or in
other situations where relocation is desirable. I should know, as T was involved in negotiations with
then Minister of Conservation, Phillip Woollaston, which resulted in introduction in 1990 of this
section. In any event, it's clear, unambiguous terms authorise exchange actions over any marginal
strips, something, that DOC inexplicably denies.

A couple of years ago T heard a claim by Tony Perrett of DOC that fixed strips cannot be exchanged
for movable stripa. | pointed out to him the existence of 824E and supplied him with a copy. There has

been no response.

For sll the reasons stated in our other submissions, the existing fixed atrip must be replaced with a
movable strip. Nothing less is required for a naticnaily importaot river.

We submit that the CCL ignores DOC. and just gets on with ensuring that the department takes such
action as a condition of tenure review. No performance; no tenure review.



Proposed ‘Muddy Terrace’ historic reserve already a mm@&a{ﬁﬁi{p /,Z/(~ %
It is proposed that approximately 15 ha (Arca 2) in the Dome Burn be retaites as histnrig rmc% ’9 &

4 4, . b, 4/:}& /2?’
The boundaries of this proposal are based on an incorrect assumption in the DOC C'f?rk\‘ervminh?‘_ /z/,%}

Resource Report, p 15, that there is no marginal strip existing in the Dome Bum. However 50O 11911

shows otherwise. N
s '

The DOC report states —
“The Dome Burn marginal strip may need to be wider than 20 metres along that section of the creck

adjacent to the Muddy Terrace water race unallocated crown land. A normal 20 metres wide marginal
strip may leave small parcels of land between it and the water race land. The land between the water
race land and the creek contains important historic sites nasociated with early gold mining. Section
24(6) Conservatlon Act 1987 should be used to justify this actlon being taken.

Where the existing berm fencing is more than 20 metres from the creek upstream of the unaliocated
crown land, it is suggested that the berm fencing be adopted as the boundwry of the new marginal strip”.

Whilst we agree that the existing fence should become a landward reserve boundary, we disagrec that
the marginal strip should be replaced by an historic reserve if thet means that movability is Jost. In any
ovent disposition of the marginal strip is prohibited by s 24. We believe that a variable width strip be
created with one fixed boundary, if legally possible, rather than creating an historic reserve, Or, make
a smaller area an historic reserve, leaving the marginal strip alone. Another uncertainty is the width of
the movable marginal strip es this is not recorded on SO 11911 {(another inadequacy of LINZ’s plan
records). The width will affect the area required ae a historic reserve.

PANZ cannot get wildly excited about the historic reserve proposal as, without any provision for
public access, it serves no public purpose. We note that DOC will be well provided with access to this
gite, However, public needs appareotly don’t count in the scheme of things. To set aside a public
reserve without public access, when there is opportunity to provide such, is unconscionable.

Lack of public access to Dome Burn

The Dome Burn is the major drainage from the southern Garvie Mountains, partly on Glenlapa, and
mostly on Nokomai pastoral lease. Marginal strips exist on both banks for many kilometres upstream,
however there is no practical access to these mid and upper reaches. The Glenlapa tenure review
provides the only immediate opportunity to provide public access to this catchment, however nothing
is officially proposed. As noted above,a historic reserve consisting of goldfield remains is. proposed on
Glenlapa but with no public access. This failure to secure public access to and enjoyment of
reviewable land is contrary to the objects of s24(c) CPLA.

Downstream from Glenlapa there is no marginal strip or road access over Moonlight Station on the
true right bank. A marginal strip on true left bank is steep, incised and partly forested, and thercfore
access would be difficult.
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(Fiven that there is no practical access from the lower Dome Burn to the mid and lﬁ‘éf ont
there is necd for practical, convenient ccess over Glenlapa. ( 7 4/%
W,

2

We submit that a public foot access casement be created from the ridge crest at point 913m on%
enlarged East Dome Scenic Reserve boundary down an easy ridge to the valley floor. There is a fa ﬁ’
track that could be utalised (photo 3). This would allow access both up and down valley along A"z::)‘

marginal strips. These appear to provide practical access.

We believe that providing access via the scenic reserve is preferable to utalising a farm track from the
Glenlapa homestead area (as is to be used for DOC vehicle access), as this will be shorter and provide
better utalisation of the scenic reserve through a linkage to the very large Dome Burn catchment. In
the longer term, with tenure review on Nokomai Station, this southern access could become very
important for access to possible conservation areas in the Dome Bumn headwaters.

Y ours faithfully

L) 7 o

Bruce Mason
Researcher & Co-Spokesman

Appendices: 3 photographs
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