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This documant includas information an tha public submissions received in
rasponge to an advertisemant for submissions on the tenure review
preliminary propasal. The analysis determines if an issue is acceptad or
not accoptad as meating the objactives of part 2 of the Crown Pastoral
Land Act (CPLA) 1988, and if further consideration and consultation
should be allowed or disallowad, as par Section 46 CPLA 1698.

The report attached is reluased under the Official Information Act 1982.
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Analysls of Public Submisslons for Preliminary Proposal
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RECOMMENDATIONS

(1) That the Commissloner of Crown Lands notes the receipt of this report
for Mt Oxford "Other Crown Land".

Signed by Contractor:

Barry Dench
Team Leader for Tenure Review
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Mt Oxford “Other Crown Lund™
Analysis: Public Subnussions

Details of lease: JELTASED UNDER THE

OFFICYAL INFORMATION ACT

Lease Name: Mt Oxford

Location: At the end of Sladdens Bush Road.,
approximately 8 kilomctres northwest of
Oxford.

Legal Description; Run 225 and Rural Scetions 36848 and 42115

Blocks X1V and XV Upper Ashley and 11 and 111
Oxford Survey Distrcts.

Area: 177985833 heotares
Public notice of preliminary proposal:

Date, publication and location advertived:

Saturday 14 June 2003

» T'he Press Chnsichurch
* Otago Daily Times Dunedin
¢ The Southland Times Invercargill

Closing date for submissions:
B August 2003
Details of submissions received:

A total of 6 submissions were reeeived by the closing date and 1 late
submission was received,

Analysis of submission:

4.1 Introduction:
Lxplanation of Analvsis:
Each of the submissions received has been roviewed in order to
identify the points raised and these have been numbered accordingly.
Where submitiers have made similar points, these have been given the

sante numbet.

The following analysis:

Tt



RE[EASEN IHINED THE |
OFF!CIAL INFORMATION ACT Mt Oxford “Other Crown Land”

Analysis: Public Submissions

(1)

(11)

»  Summuarses cach ol the points raised along with the recorded
number (shown in the appended tables) ol the submitler(s)
rmaking the point.

»  Discussion of the point.

* The CCL decisions whether or not to accopl/not accept or
allow/allow for (urther consultation.

The lollowing approach has been adopled when making the decision:
To accept/not accept:

The decision to “accept” the point made by submitters is on the basis
that the matter rinsed 15 a relevant matter [or the Commissioncr to
consider when making decisions in the context of meeting the
objcetives of Part 3 of the Crown Pastoral Land Act 1998, Conversely,
where the matter raiscd is not relevant in terms ol the Commissioner’s
consideration, the decision 1s o “not accept™.

Tt should be noted that points relating to the C'onservation Act, or any
other statutory authority outside of the Crown Pastoral Land Act 1998
are not ablc to be considered by the Commissioner of Crown Lands.

‘T'o allow/allow for further consultation:
Where the decision has been made to aceept, 2 firther decision has

been made to “allow™ those points that require further consideration or
consultation.

4.2 Analysis:
Point Summuary of Point Raised Submission | Declslon
- _ No. | . _
1| Proposed division of the L,5&7 | Accept Allow
land is supported

Threc submissions were received which supported the proposcd
designations into Crown land to be retained as conscrvation land and
land suitable for disposal in fee simple. No new information was
provided.

Submission 4 qualifies their supporl by stating “/fowever we wish to

seer A section 97 sustainable management covenant (o prevend o land

wse Lo exolic forestry (in order to protect the significant inherent value
of neighhouring Crown land ”. A stmilar comment was made in respect
of land in the southern tributanics of Big Ben Stream. This submission
inade a third qualification repsurding public access. Please see Points 2,
3, 16 and 20.
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T'he preliminary proposal for Mt Oxford “Other Crown Land” is based
on the Objeets of Parl 3 of the Crown Pastoral Land Act 1998 and this
point should be accepted.

oind

Mt Ox ford “Other Crown Tand”
Analysis: Public Submissions

h‘umma}}' of Polit Riised

2

Submission

No.

Shrublands within the
[rechold need 1o be

protected by covenant

1 & 4

-Dc'c'f.\'iﬂn .

Accept

| Allow

|

Two submissions were received which stated that shrublands within
the frechold need 1o be protected by covenunt. Submission 4 requested
a section 97 Crown Pastoral Land Act sustainable manapement
covenant o protect the regencrating shrub lands in the southern
tributuries of Big Ben Strecam.  Submission 1 acknowledgos (hat the
arcas ol regenerating shrublands in the southem tributarics of Big Ren
stream are recorded 1 the Department of Conservation’s Conservalion

Resources Report and its attached values map,

As ona of the objects of Part 3 of the Crown Pastoral Lands Act 1998
15 Lo enable the protection of the sipnificant inherent values of Crown
land this point should be accepted and allowed 1o the extent that further
consideration or consullation is to be undertaken.

Point

Summury uf!-'ai;:r-Raisf;!_

Subniission
Na

3

Proposed freehold land
necds lo be protected by
a covenant to prevent
potential forestry

I &4

Deciston

Accept

Allow

Two submissions were received which stated that proposed freehold

land needs to be protected by a covenant to provent potential forestry.
Submission 4 requested a section 97 Crown Pastoral Land Act
sustainable manugement covenant to prevent a change of land use Lo
cxotic forestry (in order Lo protect the significant inherent landscapc
value of neighbouring Crown land).,  Submission | noted that a
forestry company has stated interest in buying the former pastoral leasce

land,

‘They consider that if afforestation “spills over” on Lo the potential

(reehold 1t would modily the natural landscape of the upper Ashley
Gorge and the Mt Oxford plateau to a much greater degree than the
traditional grassland farming,
They suggest that land be covenanted prior to disposal so that forestry
i3 provented.

As one of the objects of Part 3 of the Crown Pastoral Lands Act 1908
15 (0 enable the protection ol the significant inherent valucs of Crown
land this point should be acceplad and allowed to the exlent that further
comsideration or consultation is 1o be undertaken.
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Ria CASED UNDE" TE ML Oxford “Other Crown Land”

0FF1C| AL ‘NFORMA“ON ACT Analysis: Public Submissions

[ Point | “Sum mary of Point Ralsed | Submisslon “Declsion
Ne.

4 Marginal strips atill need 1 &3 Accept Allow
to be [aid off.

Two subnussions were received which stated that marginal strips still
necd to be laid off.

Subinission 1 states that the marginal strips along Big Ben Stream have
not yet been laid ofl. Both submissions state that these inarginal strips
should have been implemented when the lease was renewed in 1994,
They both contend that marginal strips were not laid off becanse of
pressurc {romn the former lessce. They seek assurance thal marginal
strips will be created along all qualifying waterways when frechold
title is ransed as a conscquence of tenure review.

submission 3 accepts that they are awarc thal the laying oll ol

marginal strips at this point in the tenurc reviow process is disallowed

[rom consideration but they believe such direction to be wrong in law,
[ Ln‘-‘-L-ﬂ__‘Ln. ooy L

Thts 15 a concern thal should be allowed to the extent that {urther

consideration or consullation 1s requircd.

Paint | Sumimary of Point Ralsed | Submission Decision

Na. B

5 | That the wholc arca be 2 ‘ Accepl Allow
retained in full Crown ‘

ownership and control, _ ‘

{ne submission was received which stated that as the land has liitle
productive valuc in its present statc that a far better and more practical
solution is to keep the whole arca in Crown ownership and develop it
lor recreational and conservation uscs.

The submission rccognises the ecological and recreational inherent
values associated with the land. It also states that the land proposed for
disposal ag “fco simple” is of poor quality when compared with other
land 1n the Waimakanin District and is unlikely to produce a significant
return to the Crown when sold. It also states that the land proposed for
disposal as “fee simple” will be difficult to farn:.

The submitter would like to see the land retained in ull Crown
ownership and control and belicve thal this would provide a return to
all eitizons.

As onc of the objects of Part 3 of the Crown Pastoral T.ands Act 1998
I8 to promole the management of Crown land in a way that is
ceologically sustainable this point should be aceepted and allowed to
the extent that further consideration or consultation is to be undertaken.



ETEASED UNDER THE
OH:!UM. |NFOHMAT‘0N ACT ML Oxford “Other Crown Land”

Analysis: Public Submissions

' :S'ummm:v of Point Ralved | Submission Decision
Na.

6 | Apoled route is 2 Accept Allow
required off Mt Ox ford
nto the Ashley Saddle,

Point

One submission was received which requested a poled route of "ML,
Oxford into Ashlcy Saddle. The submission states that as north-west
facc o Big Ben is oo steep lor comifortahle tramping and the views
from the top are very worthwhile and differcnt [rom those obtainable
[rom the top ol Mt Oxford, the track should run from the Ashlcy
Saddle over the top of Big Ben. They also stale (hat the proposecd
boundary should be relocated elear of the ridge-line aud clear of the
summit leaving these featurcs clear for the best walkin £ tracks.

As one of the objects of Part 3 of the Crown Pastoral [ands Act 1998
15 to make easicr the securing of public uccess to and enjoynicnt of
Crown land this point should be aceepted and allowed to the extent that
further consideration or consultation is Lo be undertaken.

Point | Summary of Polnt Raised | Submission Declsion
No.

7 | Join Run 225 and RS 2z Aceept Allow
42115 and if these
cannot be joined
cstablish an casement
down Big Ben between
Run 225 and RS 42115

One submitter staled that they were oppoged o the physicil scparation
of Run 225 and RS 42115 as together they form one feature and the
best and most practical roules between the Coopers Creck car park and
Big Ben. They have also stated that if there arc very good reasons why
these titles cannot be “joined” then un easement should be established
down Big Ben between Run 225 and RS 42115,

The submission appears 1o be sccking a change in boundary to allow a
merging of the arcas designated [or retention in full Crown ownership
and control between the land south of Big Ben Saddle and the balance
silling north of the upper catchment of Big Ben Stream with the
ohjective of having a continuous band of land 1o allow through access
from Coopers Creck.

As onc of the objects of Part 3 of the Crown Pastoral Land Act 1998 is
lo make easicr the securing ol public access to and enjoyment of’
Crown land this point should be accepted and allowed to the extent that
further consideration or consultation is to be undertaken,

4]
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OH:"‘.C!M. |NFORMA“0N AC‘. Mt Oxford “Other Crown Land™

Analysis: Public Submissions

Polny Suemmary of Point Ralxed Submlission " Declsion
_ No.
8 | Concern raised regarding 2 Not
the public trespassing Accept
over neighbouring land,

The submission stated:

“If horses are to be permitted or cncouraged fo use this area carcfud
planning will be required and the end of Staddens Bush Roud will he
the anly place they will be able 1o access the avea, Permission will nof
he given for horses Lo cross owr land at the Coopers Creek Car Park,
This urea is small and already overcrowded with trampers ' curs vnd
there is no room for horse-floats.”

As the Coopers Creek Car Park or the neighbourin g land 1s not within
the boundary of the land being considered in this particular I'reliminary
Proposal it is not a matter that the Commissioner of Crown T.ands can
take mnto consideration. On this basis the submission is not accepled.

Foint S'!mlmuq.]..! of Point Ruived | Submission Decivion
No.
9 | Boundary fenee in bush O Not
be restored to ils former Accept

stale and cost be
mecurred by the owner of
the land.

The submission states that the [ence was broken through in four places
some years ago by the previous tenant while putting in bulldozed
tracks. The submittcr requests that this fence be repaired to its former
slate ns there will be no further need for the track in the future, They
ilso state that the cost for fence repairs would lic with the owner of the
land or be charged against the previous tenant,

This point relates 1o the responsibility the submitter contends lies with
the Crown as neighbour under the Liencin g Act for a secure boundary
fence. Fencing may be nocossary to cnable the prolection of
significant inherent values but falls outside of the provisions in the
Crown Pastoral Land Act for achicving this aim.

This point should be not accepted,

Point E’ummuw of Point Raised Submission Dicision

. Nﬂ' . .
10| Neighbour bumning land 0 Not
Accepl

The submilter states:



RE! CASED UNDER e xlord “Other Crown Land™
OFF'CIAL INFORMATION ACT " Nl Public Submission

“Fraom time (o time [ necd to burn my block and wish to advise thar |

IX]

intend to do so in the fiture,

As the neighbouring land is not within the boundary of the land being
considered in Lhis particular Preliminary Proposal it is not a matter that
the Commissioner of Crown Lands can take into consideration, rather
the submtfer is raising an issue covered by protocols affecting buming
ol vegetation on land adjacent to conservation areas

As this is nol a maiter to be addressed under the Crown Pastoral Land
Act the point is not accepted.

Foint Summury af:ﬁaiur Ralsed | Submisston Decision

Na.
11 | Department of ) Accept Allow
Conscrvalion acceas

through neighbouring
propurty

The submitter states that “if the Department of Conservation wish to
retain the track for access purposes then there is clearly needs to he
discussion berween the Depurtment and myself us part of this track is
on my land and unauthorized”. "The submission relates o the provision
of'aceess within and to the property and is relevant to objects in Part 3
the Crown Pastoral Land Act in respect of those parts of the track
within the "unuscd Crown land".

Notwithstanding that parts of the track are said Lo be outside of the
property and not covered by the Crown Pasioral Land Act on balance
the submission be accepted io enable further consideration.

Palnt Sm;:mm'_v af Polnt Raised Submission Decision
No.
(2 | Department ol O Not
C'onservation Accept

management plans for
proposed conservation
land.

I'he submmission states "if the Department of Conservadion is (o take
over the land on the West side of onr boundwry, | need to know whit
the departments plans and policies might be going forward as to the
Suinre management of those grasslands and reverting seruf and
vhrubfunds.

I would submit that if they wish to retain grassland arveas os grasslond
then they need to huve an active fire and burn off plan in place for that
(0 be accomplished.
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M1t Ox lord “Other Crown Land™
Analysis: Public Submissions

I/t 15 not, then § would submit overtime the whole arca will revert to
serub and shrubland ie the whole arca to be retained by the Crown”

The point relates to fiture management of the land subsequent to the
conclustion of the review bul not to objectives of the Act itself. 1 1s
therefore outgide of the provisions of the Crown Pastoral Land Act and
15 not accepled,

oot

L. ‘

Summ ary af Point Raived

Submis
| Ma.

S

Request 1o be informed
nboul the sale proceas
mvalving the proposcd
freehold land and the
timelines involved.

0

Not
Aceept

ecision

section 86 (S)(b)(it) Crown Pastoral Land Act provides "land to be
designated as snitable for disposal in fee simple under the Land Act
1948"

Sechon 24, Disposal- when an approved plan relating to lund that
substantive proposul designates as-

(a) Land swilahle for dispoaat by special leasce; or

(b} Land suitahle for disposal in fee stmple under the Land Act

194K; or
(¢} Boih-

has been registered or (in the case of land held under an occupational
hcence) when the licence expires, whichever is the lator, the
Commissioner must try (o disposc of it accordingly.

T'hie sale process will take place pursuant to the Land Act 1948 and
thercfore 1s not relevant to the Crown Pastoral Land Act 1998, lior
these reasons this submission i not aceepted,

Point

Summury of Point Raisad

14

carth scientists to carry
oul research.

Provision be made for

L Mo
7

Submizsion

Accept

Decision

Allow

The submitter supports the retention of the bulk of the property in
Crown ownership and sugpests thal provision be made for access for
earth scicntisls 1o carry out rescarch. As one of the objects ol the
Crown Pastoral 1.and Act is to make easier the sceuring of public
access 1o and enjoyment of Crown land this submission is accepted.

9




|

REVEASED UNDER THE
OFFIC'AL INFORMATION ACT

Mt Oxford “Other Crown Land”
Analysis: Public Submissions

Polng

15

.S'un-r.mary af Point Ralsed Ntehmission Decision
o | N
Agrec with the proposcd &5 Accept Allow

location and routes of
public access proposcd
ovcr the new frechold.

Both submissions support the routes for public access shown marked
as "u-¢" & "b-d". As one of the ohjectives of Part 3 of the Crown
I"astoral Land Act is to make easier the sceuring of public access to and
enjoyment of Crown land the submissions are accepted.

Polnt
&
17

Summary af Point Ratsad Stubmission | Daecision
: Ne. R
Submit that proposal docs | 1,3,4 & | Accept Allow
nat secure access and that 5

the cascment routes
should be made morc
geeure be dedication as
roads.

Submissions | and 3 contend that the provision of public access by
CASEIMENts i not secure and that the routea should be by way of a
dedicated strip as a road. . Submilter 3 whilc contending that public
access should not be by way of easements states that Scelion 93
provides for implementation of a designation "for some specificd
Crown purpose”. Scetion 93 appears lo be incorreetly quoted in that
this section covers the creation of protective mechanisms including
Casements,

Submissions 4 and 5 called [or a dedicated road as an extension Lo
Sladdens Bush Road, to be sct aside instead of easements

Sinco the contentions relate to the Crown Pastoral Land Act it is
accepted for consideration and allowed Lo the extent that the argumcnt
should be considered.

Polnt

b‘ummm.'y af Polnt Raised

Submibssion
Na.

Devixion

15

The proposcd access
should be confined to
lands of the Crown and
proposed frechold.

3 Accc];;l

Allow

The submission supports the provision of access but advocates for the
roule to be limiled to those parts ol the “unuscd Crown land™ not
already in road reserve, The Land Status Cheek notes that SO Plan
0880 denoted roads coloured burnt sienna as legal by Section | [0A of
the Public Works Act 1928 and the plan shows the road reserve as
being on the castern boundary of Rural Section 42115,

10}



REVEASED UNDER THE
OFF'C'AL INFORMATION ACT

Onc ol the objects ol the Crown Tastoral Land Act is to make casicr
the securing of public access to and cnjoyment i Crown land . To this
cxtent the submission is retevant and should be accepted.

Mt Ox [ord “Other Crown Land™
Analysis: Public Submissions

Folnt

Summary of Point Raived

Submiission
N

Devision

19

The casement document
does not prescrbe width.

Accept Allow

‘The subrnission notes that the cascment documcnt omits mention of the
width of the eascment width, This point relates 1o the provision of
public access which 1s relevant to Part 3 ol the Crown Pastoral 1and
Acl. Tt 1s therelore accepted and allowed to enable further
comsideration and amendment to the casement docnment.

Paint Summary af Point Raised Nubmission Dectslon
Va.
20 Public access via 1,2,4,5 | Accept Allow
Sladdcns Bush Road & G

needs to be secured,
realigned and signposted
when sccurc

Submission 1 notes that the “proposal does not deal with the provision
of public access over a formed track that crosses adjoining land” and
lurther “that the Commissioner has an duty to pursue the provision of
secure aceess . The idead solution would be legalising the tine of the
track where it departs from the existing legal road”

Submission 2 makes the same point by slating “the Crown should
ansure, as part of this development, that access io the southern
houndaries of the Big Ben Block (ie RS 421715 and Run 225) are
secured ", This appears to cover aceess from both Sladdens Bush Road
and Mountain Road. Following the same linc of thought submission 4
wishes o see “the realignment of and rededication of public roads
[from Sladden Bush Road and Mountain Road (o Rig Ben Saddle
instead af easements to fully secure public acceess” although the
proposal does not provide for casements over other than the Crown
fand under review.

Subnmission 5 makces specific mention of a “trespassers prosceuted”
sign and washouts on Sladdens Bush Road and asks that all issues
related to this access be resolved as part of this review, Submission 1
also expresses concern about the trespassing sign. ‘The remaining
submission (no.0) asks that the Department of Conservation clarify the
access postlion from Adarms Hut to the start of their “public access

roules” marked dotied linc orange,

All submissions express concem about the doubtful access situation
and wish to see a resolution to ensure sceure access from the end of the
formed section at Adanmis Hut (the point where road is formed o focal

|




RE' A SED UNDER THE Mt Oxiord “Other C'rown Land”
OFF!CIM. INFORMA"ON ACT Analysis: Public Submissions

authority standards) . The point rclates to the provision of public
aceess that s relevant o the Crown Pastoral Land Act. 1t is therefore
aceepled and allowed o enable further consideration,

Foint Summary_;{f Point Raised Submission Decision
) No.
21 | Preventing public vehicle 2 Accept Allow
usc of the proposed
cascrnent,

'Uhis submission makes the statement ** This area has been a very
popular hunting destination for many vears and quad bikes ete are
ideally suited 1o the present track system™ and poses the question “has
uny thougrht been given to this™.

One of the objects in Part 3 of the Crown Pastoral Land Act is o make
easier- the securing of public access to and cnjoyment of Crown land.
To this extent the submission is relevant and should be accepted.

Paint Summary of Polnt Raised Submission | Decivion
Ne.

22 | The boundary down Big 2
Ben Stream 1o the Ashley
River should be delined
and a track formed from
Bip Ben Saddle to the
Middle Bridge on the
Lees Valley Road.

The submission asks that the boundary be defined and track formed 1o
provide a link to Middle Bridge for the purpose of providing through
access to Lees valley Road including it appears access over adjacent
Ireehold [and. The matter of the track is also mentioned in “points 9 &
I where submitler 6 notes that a former lessee pushed a track partly
into his land. Submitter 6 holds all the land adjacent to Crown land
designated for retention in full Crown ownership and control and thus
practical access as far as Middle Bridge would be partly over his area.

One of the objects in Part 3 of the Crown Pastoral 1.and Act is (o make
easier- the sceuring of public aceess ta and cijoyment of Crown land.
To this extent the submission is relevant and should be accopted.

Paint Summary of Polat Ruiscd Sithmission " Declsion
Nao.

23 | Isitintended (by DOC) 6 Accept Allow

to pet foot, or horse, or
bike access to the racks
from (he eastcrn point
down at the Ashley




AE'FASED UNDER THE
OFHC!M_ ’NFORMA”ON ACT Mi Oxford “Other Crown Tand”

Analysis: Pablic Submissions

| River? |

_ [ L

This submission 1s related to Point 22 and is being asked by the
adjacent land holder.

As onc ol the objects in Part 3 of the Crown Pastoral Land Act is (o
make vasier- (the securing of public access to and enjoyrient of Crown
land. T'o this extent the submission is relevant and should be accepted.

iscussion and Conclusions

Discussion relevant to particular points has been made above under
each point for gimplicity and clarity.

''he public access 1gsue has been broken down into a number of
specilic points within (his report to allow for each submitters concerns
to be acknowledged and considercd by the Commissioner of Crown
Lands.
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Mt Oxford “Other Crown Land”
Analysis: Iwi Subrssion

REPORT IN ACCORDANCE WITH
Contract 50231

Analysls of lwl Submisslon for Preliminary Proposal

Flle Raf: CON/S0231/09M12771/A-ZNO-02 Submisslon No: QVV 10 Submisglon Date:12/08 /20032

Office of Agont: Chriatchurch LINZ Case No: 1 %oy *;._7“:3 Date nont to LINZ: 12/08/2003

RECOMMENDATIONS

(1}  That the Commissioner of Crown Lands notes the receipt of this report
for the review of Mt Oxford “Other Crown Land”.

AEVEASED UNDER THE
OFF!C 4L INFORMATION ACT

Slgned by Contractor;

-

S O P i

Barry Dench
Team Leader for Tenure Raview

Approved/Bestinsd by:

g L .
Name: OWEN JOHN FROST
Date of decision: 2.2 /+& [ 02,




2)

(3)

Mt Osford “Other Crown Land”™
Anulysis: Bwi Subrmission

Details of lease:
Name: Mt Oxford

Location: At the end of Sladdens Bush Road,
approximalely 1.8 kilomeires along parl public
road/track from Adams [ut (locked patc) and
from there approximaltely 8 kilometres (o

Oxford.

Leyal Description: Run 225 and Rural Scetions 36848 and 42115
Blocks XTV and XV Upper Ashley and 1T and 111
Oxford Survey Ihstricts.

Area: [779.6833 hectares

Details of Iwi Submission: NFEASED UNDER THE
Received On: 10 July 2003 OFF!C' AL 'NFORMATION ACT

Received From: Takaren Norlon
Natural Resources Unit Project Co-ordinator
Office of Te Runanga o Ngai Tahu

On Behalf Of: ‘I'e Runanga o Ngai Tahu and T'c Ngai Tuahuriri.
Analysis of submission:

3.1 Introduction:
The [ollowing analysiy:

+ Summariscs cach of the pointa raiscd

« Discussion ol the point.

» The CCT. decisions whether or not (0 accept/not accept or
allow/allow for further consultation,

The following approach has been adopted when making the decision:
(1) To accept/not accept:

The decision to “accept” the point madc is on the basts that the matler
raised is a relevant matter for the Comnuissioncer to constder when
making decisions in the context of meeting the objectives of Part 2 of
the Crown Pastoral Tand Act 1998, Conversely, wherc the mattcr
raised 15 not relevant in terms of the Commissioner™s consideration, the
decision 1s (o *not accept™,




Mt Cheford *Other Crown Land”
Analysis: Twi Submission

It should be noted that points relating to the Conservation Act, or any
other statutory authonty outside of the CPLA 1998 arc not able to be
considered by the Commissioner of Crown Lands.

(i) To aliow/allow for further consultalion:

Where the decision has been made to accept, a further decision has

been made to “allow” those points that require further,consultation.
R IRE TR

3.2 Analysis:
l_!.-'a-ﬁqr I Summary of Point Ralsed _.. . Deciston -
A | Support for the areas Accept v | Allow

recommended to be included
in Department of
_(_:_f_(_tinﬂurvaliun lands

In the Mt Oxlord Cultural Valucs Report Neai ‘Tahu recommended that
the following lands be included in the Dcpmtmcnt’i‘m(rﬂﬁvaﬂNDER THE

lands: OFFICIAL NFORMATION ACT

e The catchments of the Keats Stream, Oxford Creek and 13ig
Ben Strcam

s ‘The land surrounding the Ashley River/Rakahur

» Arcas of indigenous vegctation on Mt Oxford property

Ngai Tahu acknowledges and supports thal these areas have been
included in the proposed area to be retained in full Crown ownership
and control as conscrvation arca.

The subrnission provides no new information.
As one of the objects of the Crown Pastoral Lands Act 199815 1o

protect the significant inherent values of reviewable land this point
should be accepted.

| Palnt Summary af Poing Ralsed | Decisian I
v | Support for proposcd Acecept /| Allow
protective mechanisms.

In the Mt Oxlord Cultural Valucs Report Ngai Tahu recommended that
the following areas or matters roquired protective mechanisms:

=  The catchmenls of the Kcats Streamn, Oxlord Creck and Big
Ben Stream.

o All freshwater resources of ML Oxford Property. In particular,
Ashley River/Rakahur, Keals Stream, Oxford Creek and Big
Ren Stream.

¢ All arcas of indigenous vegctation on Mt Oxford property.



Mt Oxford “Other Crown Tand™
Analysis: w1 Subinission

Ngai Tahu acknowledges and supports that these arcas or matters have
rcecived protective mechanisms in the Mt Oxford Preliminary
Proposal.

The submission provides no new information.
As onc of the objects of the Crown Pastoral Lands Acl 1998 15 1o

prateet the significant inherent values of reviewable land this point
should be accepled.

i Péi}.:r i LS'u;r;ﬂury of Paint Raised - Decision
\/_‘f Consultation with the Not V,/
Department of Conservation | Accept
requested 1n regurds to how
the proposed conservation
land will be jointly managed.

Te Runanga o Nga Tahu sceks joint management of proposcd arcas of
Crown ownership, Ngai Tahu expect that the Depurtment of
Conservation will contact ‘F'e Ngai Tuahurn and Te Runanga o Ngu
Tahu explaining how the Department will jointly manage the proposed
Conscrvation land in partnership with Ngai Tahu.

This submission relates to 4 request o hold consultation with the
Department of Conscrvation in respect of future management of land,
I is outsidc of the provisions of the Crown Pastoral Land Act 1998 and
15 a maltler [or the Direclor-Gienoral of Conscrvation o address.,

‘T'his point should be not be accepted.

Folnt | Summary of Point Ralsed 1 Decision
\/ Ngai Tahu seeks lo have Acceply” Allow./

vehicle access over easements

“a-b-¢" and “b-d” for

management and mahinga ka

PUpOses,

Ngai Tahu sock (o have vehiele aceess over propuosed cascments
“a-h-¢" and “b-d” [or joinl management purposcs and secondly (or
mahinga kai (food resources) purposes. The submission stales:

“If Ngal Tahu is going to folntly manage the proposed conservation
areas with the Department then Nygat Tuhu is going (o require vehicle
access (o the proposed conservation areays.”

The submission indicales thal there will be times when Nggan Tahua will
want Lo visil the proposed conservalion areas [or cultural purposes.
There are members of Ngat Tahu Whanw such as kaumatua and

1 € 4SFD UNDER THE
0F ?'E‘..‘AL NFORMATION ACT



Mt Oxlord “Other Crown Land”
Analysis: Lwi Submission

children who may not be able to wallk to the proposed conservation
arcas and will require vehicle access.

As one of the objects of Part 2 of the Crown Pastoral Lands Act 1998
is to make easier the secunny of public access to and cnjoyment of
rcvicwable land this point 1s accepted and allowed Lo the extent that
further consultation is to be undertaken.

| Point | Summary of Foint Raised ~ Deciston )
\/L_ 5| Written responsc requested. Accept ___[ Allow

Ngal Tahu have suggested that Land Inlormation New Zealand provide
a written response to Ngai Tahu outlining whether this request, stated
under point 4, will be included in the Mt Oxford Prelimimary Proposal.
This 1ssuc relates to the submitters request for vehicle access for joint
managoment purposcs and mahinga kai purposes.

This point should be accepted and allowed to the extent that further
consultation 1s 1o be undertaken.

Discussion and Conclusions
Te Runanga o Ngai Tahut have provided a submission that takes into

consideraiion the local Maori intereat in the Mt Oxford Preliminary
Proposal. Fach pointis discussed in detail in this analysis.

RFHEASED UNDER THE
OFF'C.AL 'NFORMATION ACT



Office of Te Riinanga o NGAI TAHU

N

A

Level |, Ta Walpounamu House
148 lfereford Stract

PO Bux 13 046, Chriztchurch
Phone 03 bt 4344

Fax 03. 366 4267

30 June 2003

Barry Dench

{)V Valuations

') Box 13 443
CHRISTCIHURCIT

RE'FASED UNDER THE
Tena koe Barry OFF'C"“ "NFORMA.”ON ACI

FRELIMINARY PROFOSAL FOR MT OXFORD

'I'e Rinanga o Ngai Tahu and Te Nygai Taahurini has considered the information in the Mount
(yxford Preliminary Proposal. 1 refer to the Cultural Values Report that was jointly prepared by Te
Ngit Tuihurin and Te Rinanga o Ngdu T'ahu,

Fach recommendation [rom the Mt Oxford Cultural Value Report is outhned followed by a general
comment.

1. Arcas reccommended to be included in Department of Conservation Lands
=  The catchments of the Keats Stream, Oxlord Creek and Big Ben Stream.
= ‘The land surrounding the Ashley River/Rakahun,
= Arcas of indigenous vegetation on Mt Oxford property.

This recommendation has been achicved under the Mt Oxford Preliminary Proposal.

2. Areas for which Ngfli Tahu secks management or ownership
= T¢ Rinanga o Ng@i Tahu sceks joint management of proposed arcas of Crown ownership.

We expect that the Department of Congervation will contact T'e Ngai Tiahurin and Te Runanga o
Ngai Tahu explaining how the Department will jointly manage the proposed Consorvation land in
parinership with Ngat Tahu.

3. Arcas or matters that require protective mechanisms
= The calchments of the Keats Stream, Oxford Creck and Big Ben Stream.
= All freshwater resources on Mt Oxford Property. In pariicular, Ashley River/Rakahur,
Keats Strcam, Oxford Creck and Big Ben Stream,
»  Allareas of indigenous vegetation on Mt Oxford Property.

This recommendation has been achicved under the Mt Oxford Preliminary Proposal.



4. Arcas or matters that require access mechanivmy
= All arcas of indigenous vegetation and all freshwaler resources identified on the Mt Oxiord

Property.

'I'he Mt Oxford Preliminary Proposal states that the Department of Conservation will have vehicle
access for management purposcs over Basements “a - b - ¢ and “ b — d”, and that the public
component of the casement is for foot, on horses, or by non-motorised vehicle,

Ngai l'ahu sceks to have vehicle access over easements “a — b —¢™ and b — d" for munagement and
mhinga kui purposes. 17'Ngai Tahu is going to jointly manage the proposcd conservation arcas
with the Department then Npai Tahu is going lo require vehicle aceess to the proposed conservation
ureas.

There will be times in Ngai Tahu when Ng8i Tahu will to want to visit the proposed conservation
urcas {or cultural purposes. It is imperative that these peopie have the nght to visit these
conservalion areas, Tn particular, there are members of Ngfi l'ahu Whinui such as kaumatua and
children who may not be able to walk (o these areas and will require vehicle access. I is important
that these Nypdi Tahu menibers also have the opportunity to participate in cultural activitics within
this proposed conservation area.

We suggest LINZ, prepare a wrillen response to Ngii Tahu outlining whether this request will be
included in the Mt Oxford Preliminary Proposal.

1eol and

ik

1 "4SED UnpE 1
MA A OFFIe'A; 'NFORMATIONchr

Takerei Norton
Kairuruku Pirero Ngh Rawa Taiao
Natural Resources Unit Project Co-ordinator

ce Te Ngai Taahunn Resource Management Commitice
Mike Clare (Canterbury Conservancy, Department of Conservation)



