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4. Public dccess, heing of critical importance through this property, given its central location on the eastern
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SUBMISSION ON FPROPOSED TENURE REVIEW; MT PISA STATION
Dear Sir, :
Thank you for sending me a copy of this document and I appreciate the opporunity to ¢comment on it
I do so with a detniled knowledge, particularly of the upper slopes of Mt Pisa Station, acquired over many yoars
of detailed ecological research in the Central Otego region, and in particular, the inolusion of the Pisa Range n a
detailed description of the high-alpine plant communities of Central Otago (Merk, A.F & Blisg, L.C. 1970. N.
2.3, Botany 8: 381-451), The Piaa Range was also included in the many areas scanned for the 1973 book on
“New Zealand Alpine Plants”, co-anthored with Nancy Adams and now in its fourth revision.
I also had sore mvolvement with tho PNA Survey of the Pisa Ecological District in 1984-85 (published by the
Department of Conservation in 1994). “

I have carefully read the proposal for tenure review of Mt Plsa Station and am supportive of the

general outline but have serious concerns for certain aspects, as follows:

1. The split between land to revert to Crown control for conservation purposes (c. 4367 ha) and land to be
frecholded (c. 4515 ha) seems reasonable but T recommend the exiating “snowline™ fence (which has bem
based on important Land Capability differences) be uged throughout for this purpose. Note: The two
locations where “new fencing” is indicated on the map, [ beliove, are too high and should revert to the
existing line. ‘

2. Ofthe two blocks of conservation land shown for continued grazimg (for 21 yrs) the “Crows Nest™ is
accepted but “Breakneck™ should be substituted for the “Back Block™ in relation to the relatively vary high
biodiversity, including avifavna (banded dotterell and a rare breeding colony of black-fronted tern) and a
range of invertebrates, and associatod nature conservation valuss i this latter block. Extensive wetlands and
the best stands of slim snow tussock (Chionochloa macra) grassland on the property persist in this blook,
whioh would likely benefit most from immadiate cessation of stock grazing.

3. The 21 year (three 7-yr) term for a grazing concession on an area in excess of half of the conservation land,
I8 unacceptable in relation to the conservation values here and the likely benefits from early cessation of
grazing. I recommend no more than a three-year term for such a grazing concession, with stock numbers
being reduced, as proposed, at one-year intervals. The “ensoment concession™ (Item 1 (ii)) should be
similarly reduced to no more than three years, for farming purposes. The concession to “use and occupy the
musterers hut” (Ttem 1 (iv)) should be similarfy reduced to a three-ycar period. '

slope of the Piza Range (and likely future Pisa Conservation Park), some improvements are warranted, In
this respect, the proposed walking access beyond the proposed car park (which is acceptable), should lead
from the lower Tinwald Burn up on to the lower Breakneck Spur rather than the proposed route up the bed
and slopes of the Tinwald Burn which is both more difficult terrain and with jess commanding views. The
Proposed “casement ¢-—d” in favour of Mt Pisa Station would then move to the fenceline on the upper
slopes of the same (Breakneck) spur. In addition, the Cardrona-Cromwell Packtrack, which is of major




5. Within the arca (o be freeholded, two covenants are recommended. These are: 2) a no-burning covenant on
the area which js described in the report (item 3.3, paral) as “2 small area of tall tussock grassland that was
identified as part of e larger area containing significant inherent values™; and b) a landscape protection
covenant on the areas to be freeholded that lic on the impressive, largely solifluction-derived slopes above
the extensive terrace land. These impressive slopes should be protected against amy significant landscape
modification such as exotic afforestation or subdivision for lifestyle blocks.

In conclusion, while I assumne and trust the tenure review of Mt Pisa Siation will proceed, T am concerned that
the exiating proposal is much too favourable to the present lesses, under the torms of the Crown Pastoral Land
Act, 1998. Given the undoubtedly very high potential economic value of the area proposed for fresholding, T feel
the changes and modifications Y have recommended are reasongble and should be accepted in view of the very
high nature congervation/biodiverity and landscape (ittherent) values present on this currently Crown-owned
property, as outlined in this submission.

Yours sincerely,

Moo frfidh

Alan F. Mark. FRSNZ;/
Emeritus Profossor
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C/~ Frank Knight (Nz ITD), ( REGEIVED

PO Box,

ALEXANDRA.

Dear Sir

Ro: Mt Pisa tenyre review

quite unique are Special places. Tt ig also an aregq where piad Oystercatchers ang banded
dotterels pegt These birds are indigenoys 1o New Zealand but though they nest in the
South Tsland also migrate to the North Island s0 that we can all exporience seoing them on
our beaches. Continued grazing is a threat 1o their habitat angd Poses problems for theiy
firture existence,

We have gt long last hagd the Opportunity to Protect these tussock grasslandy and alpine
herb fields plus their associated florg angd fauna, Now g the time to discontinge &razing

what 15 essentially pyblie land. Do needs to Tespect thiy Opportunity and neither congider
Or countenancg re-leasing any of the langd being transferred to their care,

' Yours faithfirlly,

HIR|
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The Commissioner of Crown Lands,
¢/~ Knight Frank (NZ Ltd),

PO Box 27,

ALEXANDRA.

Thank you for the Opportunity to comment on the draft proposals for the tenure review
of Mt Pisa Station.

The Nelson/Tasman Branch of the Royal Forest and Bird Protection Socicty has a policy
of commenting on specific tenure Ieview proposals which we believe involve significant
opportunities for nature .conservation, back—country recreation and public acccss,
¢specially when members of our Brunch have & particular knowledge of, or intcrest in,
the pastoral lease in question. All of the above crifcria apply in the case of the Mt Pisa
pastoral lease.

Our principal comments on the draft proposals are:

1. While we arc generally satisfied with proposed division into freehold and

conservation land we consider that in some places the boundary of the proposed

2. We are strongly bpposcd to the proposal to Erant a 21-year permit for summer
£razing overe 2140 ha. of the hj gher altitude land to be retajned by the Crown
and managed under the Conservation Act 1987. In our view tussock grassland

3. We are alsu concerned about the adequacy of the provision made for public
access to the land proposed for surrender and future management under the
Conscrvation Act which we unticipate will become part of the proposed Pisy
Range Conservation Park, The track up the valley of the Tinwald Burn to the




e @3%
shoulder of Breakneck Spur would appear to provide a much more pra Ie B P,
public access route than the one identifed in the draft proposal. Accurdiné%’, /53‘
casement for public legal access via this route should be negotiated as part gLf

final tenure review agreement. “%}")}

We would finally like to request that we be kept informed of the progress with this
tenure review, Given the distance involved, it is unlikely that any of our committce
members would be able to attend any hearings held as a follow-up to this submissjon
Process and we are accordingly happy to have our views at any such hearing represented
by the Society's Dunedin-based fleld officer (Suc Maturin).

Yours sincerely,

ﬂ"ﬁ%ﬁ;})&m“ - .

Andy Dennis (Dr)
For the Committee.
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C/o Knight Frank (NZ) Limited
Land Resources Division

P.O.Box 27 e
Alexandra h_il‘,j;_r" 7 5
! 5 EER 5
12 February 2002 ,
Lo B,
Dear Sir

Submisston on preliminary proposal for tenure review of Mt Pisa
odygtio

The Dunedin Branch of the Royul Forest and Bird Protection Society represents
approXimately 700 members who heve a strong inlerest in the conservation of Now
Zealand's natural heritage. We organise field trrps throughout Otago and Southland, and
many of these ure to areas of upland grassland and ulpine vegetation that are or have been
under pastoral leasc tenure. It is clear that bustoral practices (burning, grazing, ploughing,
oversowing) since the 1840s have greatly reduced the originel extent and cotuposition of
the region’s indigenous upland vegetation. We helieve that the remaining indigenous
grasslands, wetlands and cushionfields are nationally and internationally significant and
dcserve a high level of protection from nappropriate development and usc. Our concem
about management of these grasslands js reflected by our wilding tree control program, in
which voluntecrs have removed over 58,000 wilding trees from indigenons rrasslands in
Otago, on lands under both private and public tenure, including pustoral leases and
pastoral occupation licences. We are concerned about the sustainability of current
pastoral management practices in the high country and fear that the continuation of these
practices will further erode the natural condition of indigenous upland vegetation. In this
Tespect, we support the objectives of the Crown Pastoral Lands Act 1998 (CPLLA) as they
relate to management and tenure review of pastoral land.

Protecting the natural environinent




(1). 4367 ha to be restored to full Crown ownership and control as conservation land, subjecct

eliny 0 fifz,;«)

to the following concessions:

(i) Grazing concession to provide for summer gruzing of not more than 1500 sheep for
3 summer months over an area of upproximately 2300 ha for 2] years,

(ii) Easement concession to allow the holder access through the proposed conscrvation
area for farm management purposes related to the grazing concession.

(i11) Licence concession o allow the holder to operate a horse trekking and 4WD safari
operation on the proposed conservation area, with 4 term of 9 yoars.

(iv) Licence concession to use and occupy the musterers hut on the proposed
conservation aren for 21 years, in association with the grazing concession.

(2). 4515 ha to be disposed of by freshold disposal to the holder, subject to the following

protective mechaniss:

(1) An casement to provide for public foot, horse, non-motorised vehicle and motor
vehicle access to a carpark within the proposecd freehold.

(i1} An easement to provide for public foot, horse, and non-motorised vehicle access
from the carpark to the proposed conservation area through the proposed freehold,

Lapg to be restoreq to full Crown ownership and control

Scction 24(b) of the CPLA has the objective of protection, preferably by restoration o
full Crown ownership and control, of arcas of reviewable land that have significant
inherent values. The proposal to return 4367 ha of hi gh altitude land to full Crown
ownership and control, with management of the Department of Conservation, is
consistent with Section 24(b) and is supported-by the Dunedin Branch. Representatives
of the Dunedin Branch have visited arcas of this land and are familiar with the inherent

values present.

The vegetation, while considerably modificd by pastora] management, remaing
dominated by indigenous species, and retains high inherent value. Exceptions to this
pattern are small areas associated with high points where sheep have congregated, raising
fertility above natural levels and allowing exotic grasses and herbaceous weeds to invade.
Remnants of tall tussock (Chisnochloa macra and . rigida) remain among the extensive
heavily modified areas now dominated by Aciphylla aurea (golden spaniard), Festuca
marnthewsii ssp. pisamontls (short tussock), cushion plants and barc ground. Protection of
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the remaining isolated plants and remnant populations of tall tussock, so as to provide i?;/f'f_;;} o
7

seed source for recolonisation, will enhance the probability of Chionochloa grassiand
returning o dorminance,

Landscape values are considerable, particularly the steep eastern scarp in the northcastern
areq, and the gentler topography of rolling hills and incised gulieys in the southwestern
ared. In the latter area the topography shiclds one from views of major human
developments, imparting a fecling of remoteness. There is considerable potential for low
impact recreational use, such as walking and mountainbiking, with a hut in the
southwestern area providing a base for overnight trips,

Concessions for grazing, access to grazing, ang use of hut

We do not support the proposed grazing concession over the southwestern part of the
proposed conservation lund. The proposed Brazing concession js not consistent with
Section 24 of the CPLA.

Section 24(a)(i) has the objective of promoting ecologicelly sustainable management of
reviewable land. It can be gathered from our carliar description that pastoral management
has not been an ccologically sustainable use of the areus of the Pisa Range that are
proposed for retorn to conservation management. Qur view is supported in the
preliminary proposal by the statement that in relation to this land, “...ecological
sustainability of continued extensive pastoral farming is, at best, guestionable.” On the
other hand, the protection und enhancement of dlpine tall tussock grasslands expocted
apder conservation management should contribute to ecoloypically sustainable
management of the lower altitude land that is proposed for freeholding. The ability of tall
lussock grasslands to produce high water yields, including lengthy delayed flows in
summet, has been verified both by cxperimentation and modclling (Peurce ef al., 1984;
Campbell & Murray, 1990; Holdsworth & Mark, 1990; Fahcy & Watson, 1991, Murray
et al., 1991). An increuse in the amount of water available for irrigation of the drier lower
country should help to sustain soil condition through enhancing vegctation cover, It may
ulso allow for diversification of alternative land uses Lo pastoral farming,

Section 24(b) has the objective of protecting significant inherent values. Continuation of
a grazing regime can only be to the detriment of the sj gnificant inherent valucs that
remain, through continued grazing of tall tussock remnants, reduction in vegetation cover
and interruption of natural nutdent flows. A marked fenceline contrast in the condition of
a remnant stand of Chionochloa macra is apparent on the southern slopes of Mt Dottrel,
testirnony to the adverse affects of grazing, C. macra is strongly and preferentially grazed
by stock (Allen & Lee, 1990 Connor, 1991). Under grazing regimes, both C. rigida and
C. macra grasslands tend to decrease in stature, suffer regeneration failure, und become
invaded by exotic weeds (Allen & Lee, 1990). All of these featurcs are apparent in the
remaining patches of Chionochioa grassland contained within the ares proposed for

grazing.
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We cannot agree with the DOC assessment that the adversc effects will be minimal an:‘#/(j?j/ <
acceptable. No evidence is provided to support this stalement. Neither do wo agree that 7
the grazing concession is necessary to allow the lessce to put in place new management
practices. The land that is to be returned to Department of Conscrvation management
sutfers strong constraints on productivity becausc of its higher altitude and modificd
condition. In contrast, the proportion of productivity available to stock on the lower
country has probably incressed in recent years due to the cffects of RCD on rabbit
populations, Frezhold tenure of the lower couniry will allow the holder to undertake a
much wider range of sconomic uses than are wllowable under pastoral lcasehold tenure,
consistent with the intention of Section 24(a)(ii) of the CPLA, which aims to free land
capable of economic use from management constraints under pastoral lease tenure. ‘The
proposed prazing concession over the proposed conservation land increases the
management constraints imposed by pastoral lease tenure and i3 not consistent with

Section 24(a)(ii),

[e?

Thus Section 24 of the CPLA provides no basis for the retention of a grazing regime on
the high altitude areas of land that are to be returned to full Crown ownership and control.
Tellingly, the preliminary proposal provides no justification for the ETazing concession
when it considers the proposal in relation to the Section 24 of (he CPLA.

We reiterate our unqgualified opposition to the proposcd concessions for grazing.
Consequent to our opposition to the grazing cancessions, the proposed concessions for an
dccess easement (shown as e-f in the preliminary report) and a concession to occupy the

hut, become unnecessary. We therefare also oppose the granting of these concessions.

Congession for hotse trekking and 4WD saforj

Commercial horse trekkin g and 4WD safari operations are likely 1o detract from some of
our metnbers’ enjoyment of the arca proposed for designation as conservation land,
Conversely, these trips might provide an enjoyable means of access for other mnembers,
As described earlier, the southwestern part of the area has value for its more remote fecl.
Because of this, it ig the area that our members are most likely to visit for peaceful
recreation, especially given the presence of the hut ellowing for overni ght trips. The
potential for conflict between those eNEAgIng in commercial versus non-commerciul
recreation could be reduced by zonation, either i space or time. We see two ways in
which this might be achieved. The first option would be for the Proposed horse trekking
and 4WD safari concession to be restricted to the areas north of Mt Dottrel. Alternativel ¥,
the concession could be restricted to operating only during working weckdays in the arca
southwest of Mt Dottrel, kecping weekends and statutory holidays free from commercial
activity, The Dunedin Branch would not oppose the concession if either of these two
conditlons were met, although the first is our clear prelercnce,




be designated d 0,

public access and parking, ’%}*}

We thank you for the opportunity to comment on the preliminary proposal for tenure
revicw of Mt Piga Pastoral Leases, and request notice of the final outcome when this
becomes available.

Yours sincerely,

pelir, Loy,

Kelvin Lloyd
(Chairperson, Dunedin Branch, Forest & Bird)
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Commissioner of Crown Lands
¢/~ The Manager

Knight Frank (NZ) Ltd

PO Box 27

ALEXANDRA

Dear Sir
MOUNT PISA TENURE. REVIEW - PRELIMINARY PROPOSAL

The Commissioner of Crown Lands has advertised a proposal to freshold high altitude land of some
4367 ha of high conservation and landscape values at altitudes of up to 1896m on the Pisa Range,
an area which mainly ovetlooks the Upper Clutha Valley / Lake Dunstan.

Concessions
(1) Grazing Concession
AGAINST the grazing concession of any summer grazing once freshold hag been grantad. Thars

should be no interim concassion granted at all.

Most of the high altitude land above 1400m 15 totally now unsuitable for sustainable pastoral use,
The ecosystams of these high altitudes are threatenad and been damagad by introducad grazing

grazing the flowering plants preventing regenaration as wall ag bringing unwanted exotic plants —
sheeps sorrel, hieraceum, into the high country

Past management practices of tussock burning off and avergrazing has increased high country
erosion and adversely affacted the downstream water quabity and ecology, and increases the
flooding risk to communities in the water catchnents.

* Continued grazing use of high altitude land (much of which 15 LUC Class VITD) does not “promote
the management of reviewable land in a way that iy ecologically sustainahle” (CPLA 1998, §.24).

* The main objective of terminating grazing is to restors the snow tussock cover, and allow other
mountain vegetation communities to recovar from the adverss effects of grazing. This recavery
should be allowsd to start ag soon 88 possibla,

® The tarmination of grazing would have & number of beneficig] effects: -

(i1) The recovery of all mountain plant communities and seeing fiolds of flowing plants will add to
the diversity and visual experience of recreational users of the new conservation lands, Most walkers
do not like to see sheep grazing at high altitude and in remote places,




(il) Eaxement Concession : /%"(}? ‘.c <(~
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As not providing for a grazng concession there is no requirement for an easement con’é%; "? ‘)/:{ 3\
S :,

(iii) Licence Concession for recreation use e
The lessea has been operating a legitimate horse and 4WD trekking business on his pastoral leage fg’f},
some time using a recreation permit issued by the Commissioner of Crown Lands,

No objection though any new concessions to operate a similar business on nsw conservation land should
be under the terms of a concession to be 1ssued by DOC,

(iv) Licence Concession to use mustering Huts
No objection though any new recreation concessiong 1ssuad can also have the right to use and occupy the
mustering huts under the terms of a concession to be issued by DOC.

Protective mechanisms under Section 40 (2) (c) CPL Act
(1) Agreo that a car park to bs provided within the proposed freshold.
()  An easement for all foot and transport — horse, non-motorised and motor vehicles,
from the car park to the proposed conservation area through the proposed
freehold.

Thers is great difficulty in walking from the car park to the surnmit of Piga Range and to spend
some hours on the summit walking and exploring the wonders of the range.

The 4km uphill walk to the proposed conservation area takes 3 to 4 hours for the average person with
another 2 hours walk for a fit person to get to the summit which only allows for a late lunch break
before heading back down. Impossible to appreciate the summit values as the vast surmmit tops has its
treasures scattered in pockets along or cloge along the {op.

One other option is for the Cromwell — Cardrona Pack track (south and of the range) that is on or
close 10 the Legal Road alignment be recognized as the Legal Road as an outcome of tenure review.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Mount Pisa Prelimmary Proposal and wait for
your reply.

Yours sincerely

g

John Douglasg
Manager / Guide




The Commissioner of Crown Lands

/- Knight Frank (NZ) Lirmited

PO Box 27

ALEXANDRA 202702

MOUNT FISA TENURE REYIEW

Deear Sir,

This subminsion represents the wishes of the 530 membery and their farnilies of the 7 Chrintchurch based 4WD ¢lubs,

Memabers of cur 4W1D cluba regularly visit Ceniral Otago at holiday periods to drive imeresting remote tracks with
groat views. The track along the lop of the Pisa Range is a [avourite and was used in December 2000 by the Canterbury
land Rover Owners Club with o convay of approximately 20 vehicles, They were required to pay an accous [ee to Mt
Pisa Station to ¢ross their land. There was no objsction to paving thia fas

Our clubg wish to be able to continue to be able we the existing 4WD Tacks up (o and along the top of the Pisa
Range and the connecting track from Mt Piga 10 Weicray Station at Cardrong,

We believe that the concession for operating 4WD safris in the conssrvalion area must not be an exclusive one.

There must be provisions set down in the enseroent to provide for motorised vohicle access to the conservation
area through the proposed freehold lend By not providing for this right af the beginning it has camed
considerable trife with sceess problems later on in other comservation areas.

We have no objection with the principal of being required to obtain a permit from the Department of
Coonervation 1o drive these tracks or paying a small track maintensnce fee to cross he freehold land.

Our Jubs are willing to talk with the department to mutually egree on conditions of use of the tracks through the
COMASCYOLION Ared

If we were required 1o obtain a permit to use thaso tmcks we can provide the department with the following
information:
1, Club name,
2, Top leader, contact address and phone oumber.
3. Approximate number of vehicles on trip. Tt is wually not possible to give exact numbers or vehiclo
registralion mumbers before the trip.
4. Condition of the rack. We could fll out a questionnaire provided by the departinenl o that they have
aome informed information as to tha track condition,

Al umy hearing process we wish our views 10 be heard and wish them to be cottveryed by one of the local Otgo 4WD

clubs.

Yours faithfully

Ao BB A

Ken Sibly
Acceas Officer

INCORPORATING:

CANTERBURY LAND ROVER OWNEBRS CLUB ~ CHRISTCHURCH 4 WHEEL DRIVE GLUB — CANTERBURY JEEP CLUB
NORTH CANTERBURY POUR WHEEL DRIVE CLUB —~ PEGASUN BAY LAND ROVER OWNERS GLUB - SUZUKI 4WD CLUB
SOUTH ISLAND NIVA DRIVERS ASBOCIATION
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The Cotnmissioner of Crown |ands,
C/o Knight Framk (NZ) Lid.,

Land Resources Division,

PO Box 27,

Aldexandrn

Dicar Sir,
Subject: Crown Pastoral Land Act, Mt Pisa Tenure Review, Proliminary Proposal.

We wish to record that our club has eqjoyed 4WD day trips slong the Pisa Renge, usully with a lunch stop at Lake
MacKay, on 2 sami annual besia for a number of years and that our next trip has been organised for 21st April of this year.

The Dunstzm 4WD Club has » arent membership of approximately 60 and is itso)f & member of the international *Tread
Lightly® orgmisation. It orgamises for ity members, some 20 - 4WD trips per year. These vary in difficulty and length from
2 half to three dnys with the majority of trips being located i Central Otngo.

The club regards the Plsa Rimge route as imporiant to 1ts Trip Calender because:

it is located central to it predominantly Queenstown-Alecandr membership,
access hias readily boen given by each of the stetions along the route.

the track surfice is such that the trip has seldom been required to be postpomed.

it i1 a good trip for lemer experienced club members and those with *shiny* vehicles,
ft provides panoramic views over to the north and over Lake Dunsten,

interesting countrywide and rock formations are encountered on the route.

a scenic and sheltered huich stop is available at L. MacKny,

It 13 rendily nble to be linked to nearby routes to provids an optional weekend trip.

bl o S

We the committee having read the “Preliminary Proposal”, noted the ODT press release of 12 Jan. 2002 statings DoCa
intention to designate the retired 4367 ha of lund » Conservation Park n order to restrict future 4WD access, and having
noted the intention to gramt Mt Pisa Station Lid a Liomes to conduct 4WD tours across the same area are unable to support
the current proposal i full.

The Dhmstan 4WD Club requests thet changes to reflect the following, be incorporated into the varlous documents to
safeguerd the interest of bone fide 4WD recreation groupy snd for thoss who wish to partake I ooganised cvents on
occasions m order to try their vehicles md experience the normally inaccessable back coumtry in a controlled and safe
manner:
a)  thet future Conservation Park documentation be required to provide for summer acosss to recognised 4WD
Clubs, affiliated to *“Tread Lighty” and Community orggmisations nmning non profit find mising sveats
along the Pisa Range, each on an annusl bagis,
b)  that Mt Pisa Station Ltds concessions and licences be amended to recognise the above as a parmitted activity
during strmmer months.
c)  that Mt Pisa Station Ltds approval for free scoess not be unreasonable withheld and be subject to normal high
country and grazing considerations being respects, eg - track and weather conditions, lambing, gates, fires,
rubbish.

The club wishes to be heard in respect of these aspects at any hearings that may be called and wishes to thank you for the
opportmity to cormment on the propoaal.
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Dear Sir

I'write on behalf of Federated Mountain Clubs of NZ Inc. (FMC) which represents some 13,000 members
of tramping, mountaineering, climbing and other outdoor recreation clubs throughout NZ, and indirectly
represents the intorests and concerns of many thousands of private individuals who may not currently be
members of clubs but who enjoy recreation in the back country.

On their behalf, FMC aims to formalise and enhance recreation opportunities, to protect significant inherent
values, end to ensurs public access on high country pastoral leases through the tenure roview Process.

FMC fully supports the aims of tenure review: “fo Promote the management of reviewable land in g Wy
that is ecologically sustainable . .. ... .. to enable the protecion of the significant inherent values of the
reviewable land... ... . . and 1o make easter the securing of fublic aecess to and enjoyment of reviewable
land” (Crown Pastoral Land Act 1998, S.24).
FMC 15 grateful for this opportunity to comment on the preliminary proposal for Mount Pisa Station.

L A P

The following are included in the proposal;-

1. 4367 ha to be designated as conservation land, subject to 4 concessions:

(1) Grazing concession to provide for summer grazing of not mors than 1500 sheep for 3
summer months over an area of approximately 2300 ha for 7 yoars, up to 1000 sheep for the
next 7 years and up to 500 sheep for a further 7 years.

(1i) Easoment concession to allow the hiolder access through the proposed conservation arca
for farm management purposes.

(iii) Licence concession to allow the holder to operate a horse trekking and 4WD safari
business on the proposed conservation aree.

(iv) Licence concession to use and occupy the musterers hut on the proposed conservation
area for 21 years in association with the grezing concession.

2. 4515 ha to be disposed of by freshold disposal to the holder; subject to the followin B easenients:

(1) To provide for public foot, horse, non-motorised vehicle and motor vehicle access to a
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carpark within the proposed freehold.

o :
(11) To provide for public foot, horse, and non-motonsed vehicle accoss from the caxparkﬁfﬁéjz? {(\
the proposed consorvation area through the proposed freehold, ‘i A

FMC POSITION

FMC supports the general principleg of tenure review and also supports the general thruet of the changes
proposed for Mount Pisa Station. We are pleased to note that some of the items discussed at an Barly
Waming meoting (May 1996) and additional matters recommended in the previous FMC submissjon
(Jannary 1998) have been negotiated as part of this tenure review. For your information we ancloga a copy
of the 1998 submission. In particular FMC is pleased to note that imnproved access provigion, uging the
track going up the spur on the margin of the Tinwald Cresk catchment (route b — ¢ in the preliminary
proposal), and parking provision at the base of the hill slope, has been proposed.

In the main FMC supports the terms of the prelimunary proposal as these go some way to fulfilling the
objects of the Crown Pastoral Lands Act 1998; “to promote the management of reviewable land in & way
that iy ecologically sustainable .. ... .. . _and to enable proteciton of the signiflcant inherenr value of
reviewable land " They also go a long way towards achieving good conservation and recreation OutcoImes,
but there are important exceptions which we will deal with below.,

ing Congension
Qur first point concerns the proposod 21-year grazing permit. Most of the land in the Crows Nest and Back
Blocks is above 1400m, and it extends up to 1700m. Over 1000 ha of this area is classified as LUC Class
VIII land, totally unsuited to sustainable pastoral use (see FMC Report Figs 13, 15 and 16} and therefore not
capable of supporting ecologically sustainable pastoral use. Although we recognise that IAZIng pressure on
the land has been low, the ecosystem would undoubtedly benefit from an immediate cesgation of grazing,
In particular, the fine leaved snow tussock would have a chance to recover its vigour in the complote
absence of grazing stock, while aven light grazing is keeping it suppressed.

Tt should be notad that the preliminary proposal document {in the gection headed “The Proposal in relation
to the Objects of Section 24 of the Crown Pastoral Land Act 1998") gives a justification for designating
land as conservation area “where the ecological sustatnabiiity of continued extensive pastoral farming is, at
best, questionable™. There is however, no justification for allowing an exception in the form of a gmzing
concession. Such a concossion would merely perpetuate the negetive nutrisnt and energy flows which have
resulted in past depletion, Flows would be balanced if grazing was terminated, so the aim should be to
achteve this as soon as possible.

FMC arguments for the cessation of grazmg at the time the tenure review is mmplementod are as follows -

* Comtmued grazing use of high altitude land (much of which is LUC Clags VIII) does not “promote the
management of reviewable land in a way that is ecologivally sustainable” (CPLA 1998, 5. 24).

¢ The main objective of terminatin B grazing 1s to restore tho tussock covor, and allow other mountain
vegetation communities to recover from the adverss effects of grazing. This recovary should be
allowoed to start as soon as possible.

* The termination of grazing would have a number of beneficial effects:-

(1)The regrowth of tussock cover will enhance productive use of lower altitude land by enhancing water
supply in summer.
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i
(11) The recovery of all mountain plant communities will add to the diversity and w's‘us{ n@ cﬂé’@f&

recreational ugers of the new conservation lands. Most trampers do not like to see sheep grﬁﬂ&

altitude and i remate places. T p,

P . /fc?f /é\

The Preliminary Proposal contains a proposal for a concession to provide summer grazing for a period O%{H,’E;"h
to 21 years. This is totally unacesptable to FMC as it conflicts with S.24 of the Crown Pastoral Land Act as
indicated above, and does not allow the vogetation to start recovering from past adverse effects for an
unaceeptably long time. You will note that this submission is cousistent with the position takon by FMC in
1998, Only as a last resort should any transitional period be allowed, and then only for a one year period
with provision for 2 renewals, subject to satigfactory results of monitoring (ie a maximum of 3 yearg),

The preliminary proposal makes provision for a licence cencession for the use and occupation of the
musterers hut in association with the 21 year term of the grazing concession, FMC points out that if the
grazing concession is excluded or is shortened to say 3 years it would be appropriate to excluds or limnit the
licence concession to the sarme length of timo.

Similarly, the sasement concession to allow the holdor access across the proposed conservation Jand for
farm management purposes should also be excluded or limited to the same duration.

r n ri a0

FMC appreciates that the lessee has been operating a legitimate horse and 4WD trekking buginess on his
pastornl leage for yome time. We understand that wag permitted under a recreation permit issuad by the
Commissioner of Crown Lands. Any concession to operate a similar business on new conservation land
should be under the terms of a concession to be issuad by DOC, with the application to do 5o being open for
public submigeions.

FMC believes that while the commercial horse and 4WD safan operation may be acceptable on the northern
half of the proposed new conservation land, the southern half is likely to get more public usage. Beocause
public use of the Cromwell — Cardrona Pack Track is mcreasing, and mourtain bike use is becoming more
popular, we argue it would be appropriate to keop the southemn part of the new congervatuion land (ie the
Crows Nest and Back Blocks) free from commereial horse and 4WD saferi use and maintain a remote
experience area for private recreational use anly.

Landgcape Protection

In the Preliminary Proposal there i no provision for the protection of landacape values on the proposed
frechold land on the front face of the range. Wo argue that because of the high vigibility and scenic
importance of this facs, land above about 500m should be protected under a binding covenant against the
adverse effects of inappropriate developments (sea FMC Report Figs 1 and 12). FMC is not satisfied that
landscape protection provisions under the District Plan will be sufficiently robust or durable to achieve the
desired level of protection for the high landscape values of the front faces of Mount Piga Station. A formal
Covenant registered on the freehold title would be appropriate. This submission is consistert with the
position adopted by FMC in 199§ .

L R Alj

Qur final point concerns the status of the Cardrona-Cromwell Pack 1rack. We understand that most of thig
track 15 on or close to the Legal Road alignment. We seek assurance that the actual formation of the Pack
Track will be recognised as the Legal Road ag an outcome of tenure review.

Report to ¥MC on Recreation and Related Public Iyteres( Yaluey on Moynt Pisg Station

A Report wae commissioned in 1997 by FMC to assess the recrcational and related public interest values of
Mount Pisa Station, Thesa would now be referred to as significant inherent values.
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recreational use and potential of Moumnt Pisa Station and of other related public@?rp Alups, and becsuss
it detailed the arguments why these should bs made avaitable for public enjoyme (d@: &8 yersion of

that Roport could be made available if required. / //{-h .:f’f?,)h
P A
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Wo reproduce here the conclusions from the Report (n italics) together with our commentary on ho éth_?p'g
conclusions relats to the preliminary proposal for tenure Teview of Mount Piga Station, G

Major gains for recreation and conservation are possible as outcomes of tenure review on Mount Pisa
Station. The main points are as follows.

»  Because of the increasing numbers of visitors t Central Otago and the Lakes District It is highly
desirable to increase the range of recreational epportunities available to the public. This would
also reduce the risk af over crowding on the more Popular tracks.

FMC accepts that the terms of the preliminary proposal will increase the recreational opportunities in
the aren, but thers is room to increase the quality of recreational experience by restricting the area
available for commercial safari trekking operations.

* The existing and historical access route from Cromwell 1o the Cardrona over the southern end of
Mount Pisa Station should be formally recogrised allowing year-round access across the range
and providing opportunities for Cross-coutry skifng

FMC saeks asgurance that the actual alignment of the pack track will be formally recogn ised ag the

legal road alignment through tenure review.

»  Additiondl foot access to provide for round trips, and (o provide safe exif routes off the range tops
In the event of bad weather, are needed down suitable spurs such as that south of Mitre Rocks and
Packspur Gully, and on Breakneck Spur.

We understand that the Cardrona-Cromwell Pack Track occtpies the Packspur route to the range crest from
Lowbum, but we were not satigfied (in 1998) that the northem foot access route via the Tinwald Bum wae
practical. FMC is pleased to note that that a mmuch better and more practical route following an existing
farm track is included in the 2002 preliminary proposal, as suggested in our 1998 submission.

* Inorder to enhance the use of the historic pack track in summer, and to provide much needed
shelter for skiers, and for use in emargencies in adverse weather, public use of the Deep Creek
Hut should be pegotiated

We recogniso that the lessses have given permission for the public to use this hut in the past and hgve
no reason to doubt that they will cortinuo to do so during the period of the grazing concession. There
is however, no guarantee that any other lessee would be accommaodating of public wishes.
Furthormore, and for other reasons, we consider the grazing concession period is far too long and ask
that negotiations seck a shortening of that period to a maximutn of 3 years. ‘

s Conservation and recreation values are very high on the least modified parts of the Pisa Range
above abont 1000 to 1100m. This would include all ITIC Class VI land and most of the Class
Vife land susceptible to erosion on the steep scarp face of the range, These areas should be
transferred to DOC for management as conservation land and grazing should be terminated
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FMC accepts that very considerable conservation gams will be made by the proposed tt@ﬁ:ﬁgr’bf@ e
4000 ha to DOC. However, recovery of the vigour of the vegetation would be enhanced byt

complete cessation of grazing. The proposal to permit grazing on the Crows Nest and Back %‘Iﬁ{;ﬁcﬁ? ",f-’t"
(which are largely LUC Class VIII and VIIe iand) for 21 years is totally unacceptable. o i}/ﬂ

» Paris of the front faces described above have hi wh landscape and scenic values, not on! v in their
own right but also because of their commanding position on the front Jaces of the range. These
dominate the landscape seen from Cronwell and the marar tourist routes hetween Christohurch.
Queenstown, Wanaka and the west cogst (State Highways 6 and 8). These faces deserve protection
under  binding covenant, against the adverse effects of inappropriate developmen,

There is no mention of a landscape covenant in the preliminary proposal so FMC geeks the addition of
a binding landscape covonant to provide the desired protection described above. Such a covenant
should protect the landscape from the adverse effacts of mappropriate development and subdivigion.

* o preserve landscape integrity across the front faces the boundary between the intended frechold
and the new conservation land should ba thoughtfully sited in relation to boundaries alraady
decided on neighbouring properties.

FMC accopts that the freehold boundary at about 1100m on the Locharbum boundary will achiave tha
landscape integrity discussed above.

4 1 TS¥

The preliminary proposal for the tenure review of Mount Pisa Station contains good clauses which
will result in valuable gains for public recrestion and conservation, and go some way towards
implementing the objects of the Crown Pastoral Lands Act I998. We do not believe that the proposed
21 year grazing concession is consistent with the object to “promote the mancyement of reviewable
land in a way that is ecologlcally sustainable.” Preferably grazing should be terminated at the time
tenure review is completed. The maximum permitted transition pertod should not exceed 3 years.

FMC also belisves that the cutcomes would be even better if some additional matters could be
negotiatod. We urge the agents to negotiate for impraved outcomes for the benefit of the New Zealand
public.

For theso reasons we urge that negotiations be re-opened with the legsess to seek an itmproved
arrangement which would include the matters we have detailed above,

Finally, we appreciate this opportunity to comment on the draft proposals for the tenure review of
Mount Pisa Station, and wish to be heard in support of thig submission if n hearing is hold. Wo would
be happy to be involved in further discugsions regarding any of the issues discussed in this submission.

Yours faithfully

£
H%M/ﬁ%
/& Barbara Marshall

Secrotary, Federated Mountain Clubg of NZ (Inc.)
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Knight Frank (NZ) Lid.
PO Box 27
ALEXANDRA

12 Januvary 1998 Y f‘ o
The Manager @@ /’

Dear Sir

¢t Draft Pr Tenur jew: M i tation

I write on behalf of Federated Mountain Clubs of NZ Inc. (FMC) which represents some 15000 members of
tramping, mountaineering, climbing and other cutdoor clubs throughout NZ, and indirectly represants the
interests and concerns of many thousands of private individuals who may not currently be members of clubs

but who onjoy recreation in the back country.

On thait behalf, FMC aimg to formalise and enhance recreation opportunities, to protect public interest
values, and to ensure public access on high country pastorai leases through the tenure review process.

FMC fully supports the aims of tenure review to promote sustainable land managernent and to protect
public intersst values in conservation and recreation.

FMC is grateful for this opportunity to comment on the draft proposal for Mount Pisa Station.

THE DRAFT PROPOSAL

The significant outcomes which have been negotiatod as listed in the Draft Proposal are as follows:-
(1) The frecholding of approximately 4900ha to the current lessees.

(2) Transfer of approximately 4000ha of high altitude land to the Department of Conservation as
conseryation land.

(3] A Grazing Permit terminating in 21 years for a limited number of stock at market rental to tho
current lessees, over approximately half of the proposed conservation land,

4 An accoesd easement in favour of the public giving practical walking access to tho conservation
land.

)] A right of way easement in favour of Mount Pisa over the DOC land to provide access to the
grazing permit aroa.

Knight Frank Recommendations
The following specific recommendations are made in the Submission to the Commissioner of Crown Lands.
Woe list these recommendations here, and will cornment on them in the scctions that follow.

(1) That you accept surrender of Po 271 and Po 272 under Section 145 of the Land Act, 1948,
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(2) That approximatoly 4000ha of high altitude land be rctained by the cmmi%g;z; 4

conservation area umder the Conservation Act, 1987, f“,}b 4*3;35‘
it _,.’r,j:-'}__' Z:?p
(3) That a permit under Section 68 (a) of the Land Act, 1948 be granted in favour of the'é{{ﬁf%{ {p%‘socs
on 2140ha. This will be a 7-year torm with two rights of renewal. DOC in consultmun%(h )
permitecs to establish photo point monitoring of vegetation within thig permiit area, o,

(4) An access easement under Section 7 (2) of the Consorvation Act, 1987 in favour of the public be
created up the north-eastern boundary of the property and then up the Tinwald Burn to the proposed
conservation land boundary foot access only,

(5) That a nght of way easement in favour of Mount Pisa be created over proposed conservation land to
provide access to the grazing permit area.

(6) The freeholding of approximately 490 1ha of Po 271 and Po 272 with its prefarential allocation to
the ¢urrent lessees.

FMC POSITION

FMC supporta the general principles of tennra change and also supports the general thrust of the changes
proposed for Mount Pisa Station. We are pleased to note that some of the items discussed at an Early
Warnmg meeting (May 1996) have been negotiated as part of this tenure review, For your information we
enclose & copy of the notes submitted to that Early Warmng Meating.

In the main FMC supports the recommendations to the Commissioner of Crown Lands as these go a long
way towards achieving good conservation and recreation outcomes, but there are exceptions which we will
deal with below.

1he firgt of thegs is that the proposed boundary between freehold and conservation land is too high in places
(see Appendix Fig 1),

Qur reasons for opposing the proposed alignment are as follows: -
* The lower boundary of Class VIIe land lies between about 1000 and 1100m,

* The boundary of the RAP Pisa A3 conforms with an existmg fenceline which approximately
corresponds to the LUC Class VIl land boundary. Even this riges to 1400m in the southem comer of

the Basins Block.

*  The existing “mowline” fonce (st about 1 100m) was sited according to soil and water conservation
policies and principlos (see Appendix Fig 1).

* The proposed fenca line (Basins Block) does not appear practical in the stoep sided gullies of the upper
tributeries of Tinwald Burn (see Appendix Fig 2). Ifa bulldozer was to be used in fence construction it
would create a long-lasting and highly visible scar on tha landscape,

* The cost and soil disturbance of constructing a new fenceline seems un justified when an existing
fenceline is closer to the Class VIie land boundary,

* There is less need for the summer grazing at high altitude since the arrival of RCD to contro] rabbits,
Qur second point i3 that recreational access i not well provided for. We are not satisfied that the proposed

foot access via the northern boundary and thence up the Tinwald Burn is a practical route (see Appendix Fig
3). Itig certainly not the best route. We understand that the lssseo is amenable to public use of the track
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which leads from the valley of the Tinwald Burn up to tho shoulder of the Breaknad rf:fg dix Figs 4
and 5}. This would be a much betier public access route for walkers and mountain bik Lu?@‘ . 2%.(@ d alse
allow for round trips from the Cardrona Pack Track via the conservation land along the cre fﬁ?’l}bﬂ'&*‘ g},
An easement to allow public use of the existing farm track which lsads to the head of Ercaknué{kaﬂlﬁufr .-;2’{\
should therefore be sought. It would also be highly desirablc if the public were also able (with mu"fqg‘itf/
owner’s permission) to take vehicleg to the foot of the spur (Appendix Fig 6), ‘ '{2—"’*

Qur third point is that there is no provision for the protection of landscape values on the proposed freehold
lannd on the front faco of the range. We argue that because of the high vigibility and scenic importance of
this face, land above about 500m should be protected under binding covenant against the adverse effects of
insppropriate developments (see FMC Report Figs | and 12), FMC is not satisfed that landscape
Protaction provisions under the District Plan will be sufficiently robust to achieve the desired level of
protection for the high landscape valuos of the front faces of Mount Pisa Station.

Qur fourth point concerns the proposed 21-year grazing permit. Almost all of the land in the Crows Nest
and Back Blocks is above 1400m, and it extends up to 1700m. Most of tho land in these blocks is
clessified ag LUC Class VIle land, and over 1000ha of it is Class VI land, totally unsuited to sustainable
pastoral use (see FMC Report Figs 13, 15 and 16). Although we recognise that grazmg pressure on the land
hag been low, the ecosystem would wndoubtedly benefit from a cessation of FTAazIng as 800N a8 possible.
We also recognise that a trangition period is reagsonable to allow the lessee to adapt his farming system. The
proposed 2 [-year period is far too long and we would suggest a 1-yoar transition poriod.

Qur final and fifth point concerns the status of the Cardrona-Cromwoll Pack Track. We understand that
most of this track is on or close to the Legal Road alignment. We seck assurance that the actual alighment
of the Pack Track will be recognised ag the Legal Road as an outcome of tenure review.

en he Kni mm Hons

Becommendation (1): Accepted by FMC

Recomumendation (2); Accepted in part by FMC. Ifthe boundary between freehold and conservation land
can be re-negotiated (for example following the existing fenceline in the Basins Block) the area will be

larger,

Recommendation (3): FMC considers that the proposed 21-year term is too long. Grazing should cease
straight away on LUC Class VI land (some 1000ha), Ideally grazing should ceage immediately
throughout the Crows Nest and Back Blocks but we recogniso the need for a trangition period. Wa propose
a l-year transition period, which could be renewed for a fluther 1 year if the lesses can prove inability to
accommodate the small increase in stock units on the proposed frechold land. We ara pleased to note that
protection for an alpme bog north of Mt Dottrel will be provided in the grazing permit area. Wa approve of
tho proposal that renswal bo subject to satisfactory monitoring of vegetation using photo poittts, These
should concentrate on gensitive areas such as seepagos, flushes and stream marging, There should also be
monitoring of, and comparigon with, adjacent control areas where there ig no grazing.

Recommendation (4); FMC is not satisfied that the proposed foot access route via the Tinwald Bum is

practical. We understand that the lesses is amenable to public uss of an existing farm track to the head of
Breakncck Spur. We propose that an casement for publie foot and mountain bike use over the farm track be

sought.
Regommepdation (5): Accepted by FMC

Regommendagion (6): Accepted in part by FMC, subject to any variation in area due to re-negotiation of the
boundary of the conservation land.
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Repor FMC on Recrention and Rela Public Interest Va . MountPika ,
r &
) > N /*;?{r e
A report was commissioned by FMC to assess the racreational and related public intere ﬁl\,}eé Quut
Piga Station. Ui, ’:{(\
K

"’-‘J;J:f ‘
Wo enclose a copy of the report for your information, because it presents an accournt of the rccreatifbnﬁmﬁg
and potential of Mount Pisa Station and of other related public interest values, and bacause it details thé/
arguments why thess should bo made available for public cnjoyment.

We reproduce hore the conclugions from the report (in italics) togethor with our commentary on how theso
conclusions relato to the recommendations in the draft proposal for tenure review of Mount Pisa Station,

Mujor gains for recreation and conservation are possible as outcomes of teriwre review on Mount Pisa
Station. The main points are as follows.

* Because of the Increasing numbers of visitors to Central Otago and the Lakes District it is highly
desirable to Increase the range of recreaiional opportunities available to the public. This would
also reduce the risk of over crowding on the more popular tracks.

FMC accepts that the proposals in the draft tenure review will increase the recreational opportunitics
in the area.

*  1he existing and historical access route from Cromwell to the Cardrona over the southern end of
Mount Pisa Station should be formally recognised allowing year-round access aeross the range
und providing opportunities for cross—country skling,

FMC accepts that this is covered by the tenure review proposals but we seek assurance that the legal
and actual alignments of the pack track will be rationalised through tenure review.

* Additional foot access to provide Jor round irips, and to provide safe extt routes off the range tops
in the event of bad weather, are needed down suttable spurs such as that seurh of Mitre Rocks and

Packspur Gully, and on Breakneck Spur.

We understand that the Cardrona-Cromwell Pack Track occupies the Packspur route to the range crest from
Lowbum, but we are not gatisfied that the northern foot access route via the Tinwald Burn is practical.

FMC considers that a much better and more practical routs would follow an existing farm track, We further
understand that the lesses would aceept public use of this track. We ask that negotiations be re-opened to
obtain foot and mountain bike access at the northem end of Mount Pisa through an sasement over this farm
track. It would algo be highly desirable if the public were also able to take vehicles to the foot of the spur

with the o¢cupier's permission,

* Inorder to enhance the use of the historic pack track in summer, and to provide much needed
shelter for skiers, and for use in emergencies in adverse weather, public use of the Deep Creck
Hut should be negotiared

We recognise that the lessees have given permigsion for the public to use this hut in the past and have
no reason to doubt that they will continee to do so during the pericd of the grazing permit. However,
for other reasons we congider the grazing permit period too long and ask that negotiations sesk a
shortening of that period.

» Conservation and recreation values are very high on the least modified parts of the Pisa Range
above about 1000 to 1100m. This would include all LUC Class VI land and most of the Class
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FMC accepts that very considerable consorvation gains will be made by the proposed transfer of sofﬁei/
4000ha to DOC, Howaver, we congidor that in places the frocheld boundary is too high, especially in
the Basin Block and have given reasons for this i the discussion above. We seek negatiation of
revised boundaries to coincide with the boundaries of the Pisa A3 RAP area, utilising the existing
fenceline. The proposal to permit grazing on the Crows Nest and Back Blocks (which are largely

LUC Class VIII and Vlle land) for 21 years is totally unacceptable.

o Paris of the front faces described above have high landscape and scenic values, not only in their
own Fight but also because of their commanding position on the front faces of the range. These
dominate the landscape scen from Cromwell and the major tourist rontes between Chrisichureh,
{ueenstown, Wanaka and the west coast (State Highways 6 and 8). These faces deserve protection
under a binding covenant, against the adverse effects of inappropriate development.

There is no mention of a landscape covenant in the tenure review proposals so FMC seeks the addition
of o binding Iandscape covenant to provide the desired protection describad above. Such a covenant
should protect the landscape from the potontial long-term scars which new fencing could cause.

o To preserve landscape mtegrity across the front faces the boundary between the interwded frechold
and the new conservation land should be thoughtfully sited in relation to boundaries already
decided on neighbouring properties.

FMC accepts that the frechald boundary at about 1100m on the Locharbum boundary will achieve tha
landscape integrity discussed above.

CONCLUSIONS

The draft proposals for the tenure review of Mount Piza Station contain many good clauses which will
result n valuable gains for pubhic recrention and congervation. However, we believe that the outcome
would be even betier if some additional matters could be negotiated.

For these reasons wo urge that negotiations ba re-opened with the lessess to sesk an improved
arratigement which would mclude the matters we have detailed above,

Finally, we appreciate this opportunity to comment on the draft proposals for the tenure review of

Mount Pasa Station, and wish ta be heard in support of this submuission if a hearing i3 held. We would
be happy to be mvolved i further discussions regarding any of the 1ssues discussed m this submission,

Yours faithfully

Barbara Marshall
Secretary, Foderated Mountain Clubs of NZ (Inc.)

Page 5
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Commissioner of Crown Lands
C/0 Knight Frank (NZ) Ltd
Land Resources Divislon

Box 27

AILEXANDERA

Dear Sir
SUBMISSION ON MOTUINT PISA TENURE REVIEW

Pollowing is the Otago Conservation Board's submission on the Notice of
Preltminary Proposal for the Tenure Review of the Mount Pisa Pastoral Lease.

The board s generally happy with the proposed 50/50 splt of Mount Pisa Station
into conservation land and frechold land. It acknowledges that approval of the
proposal by all parties would enable the Department of Conservation to
implement part of the Otago Conservation Management Strategy (CMS) and that it
would represent a significant step forward towards the establishment of a Pisa
Conservation Park.

The board docs have concerns about some aspects of the proposal however, viz:-

Grazing Concession

The board strongly disagrees with the proposal to allow a relatively large arca of
potential conscrvation land to be grazed for 21 years and advocates a maximum
five year term for such a grazing agreement,

The board advocates the formalisation of the legal road passing through the
southwestern part of the property and the investigation of Breakneck Spur as a
better alternative to the Tinwald Burn for public access on foot from the east.

Fenceline

The board questions why the proposed new fenceline near Breakneck Spur has
been chosen as a substitute {or the old fenceline at a lower level, unless it 1s for

24146
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practical reasons which have not been made clear in the Notlu Jj?j“'}’
Proposal. /,‘%(.

/5”
Vegetation Burning fv‘,%g-"

¥

The board advocates a ‘no burning' covenant over all of the land identificd as v‘,’z ».
having ‘significant inherent values', including the ‘small arca of tall tussock v
arassland that was part of a larger area containing significant inherent values’
(Notice of Preliminary Proposal, item 3.3, third paragraph refers), The tenure

review agreement relating 1o the Earnscleugh pastoral lcase provides a precedent
for this.

Tandscape Protection

The board also advocates a 'landscape protection covenant' over the area to be
freeholded that lics on the slope above the extensive terraces on this part of the
Pisa Rangc.

Yours sincerely

"o ol c/{’
S

Les Cleveland
Chalrperson

24146




UPPER CLUTHA BRANCH

PO BOX 38

LAKE HAWEA
7" March 2002

TTRMIGH ! FEARET
The Manager ALRRARDEA ‘
Knlght Frank .
PO Bax27 -7 MAR 202
CCFEl

Daar Sir B s

PRELIMINARY TENURE REVIEW PROPQIAL — MT PIGA

Wa thank you for supplying us with a copy of the above proposal for our comments and
submiaslion.

The Pisa block mountain systern s a focal point in the Upper Clutha,  This partioular proposal
takes In the very visible drques on the upper part of the eastem slda of the mountain range. it
will ba an Important addition to that already ratalned by the Crown further to the north and to the
weast, from previous tenure reviews.

You will be aware that we did make a submisslon (dated 20.1.98) on tha previous proposal youl
presantad for commaent on this proparty.  Comparing the two, we find this proposal an
Improvemaent an the previcus one, except In one matter,

We commant as Tollows:

1. Balng ahle to take motorised vehicles from SHE 1o a car park at the foot of the apur just south
of the Tinwald Bum —marked b In appendix 1 —is good, and a far better arrangerment than In tha
original proposal.  Yvhlite shortening the joumey to the proposed DoC conearvation area by 4is.
we found when proving the routa that It takes batween 3 and 4 hours to climb, on foot, to reach
the boundary of that araa. If it Is Intended to ovemight In the area; which s eagentlal to “Enjoy”
It, @ larger pack than a day pack is necassary; then tha time taken would tend towards the latter.

2. The new proposed boundary fance batwesn that portion of land to be retalned by the Crown
and that to bacorne freehold, now coming down lower Into the Tinwald Bum I alse good. We
approve of this as it now tekes In & larger part of Plga RAP A3,

3. No mention Is made In tha proposal of any covenant to protect the landscape. We belleve
thara shouid be one as the eastarn sscarpment and the visual changes in the vegetation
sequences s an important featura of the sastern side of the Pisa ranga. We would ke to see a
covenant In plece ta give some protection to these Important features as the District Plan is not
vary robust In thls matter; nor 1s | snduring.

4. Tha Cardrana to Cromwell pack track passes through the southam part of the property is
shown on tha map ae a legel road. We would expact the actual route, or formation, belng used
atrays from the surveyad lina in parts. This should be examined and any varations corrected at
tha tima the property Is surveyed.
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6. The concessions for horse riding and 4WD excursions appear to be reasonable tﬁ‘.l,,uj ,h

.ﬂ'{;‘r’f}‘ "{
8. Also for the use of the hut. . /

7. With referance to the continued grazing of the two southem blocks.  To us it would seam on “*’f
a property of this slze and nature, unnecessary. The loss of Incoma from the grazing of 1500
wothera |s minor whan put agalnst the advantages of freehold title belng gained by the lessse,

While the atock numbars mentloned In the conceasion are to be reduced In steps ovar tha 21
yoare, the transferance of fertiiity from the lower more covered slopes In the block 1o the sheep
camps at the top end of the block, and to the top of Mt Dottrel, continues. This Is ecologically
unaustalnable.

Due to thie higher concentration of stock on the higher ground the tall tussock |8 belng eatan to
extinction. Tha upper leval of this tall tussock will becorme progressively lower If grazing
continues,

Wa attach photos to Iustrate our paint.
(1) Looking south from below north gateway to DoC arsa. Mt Datirel on laft.
(2) Looking west acroas strearn, true rght, below ford In (1)

(1) Grazed tussock.
(4) Looking down on hut, where areas such as thie will have fertllity transferred from.

Conaluslon:

In our opinion there ahould ba no concesslon fo graze sheep on the land that (s to be retained in
Crowm control for conservation.

The conceaslona for 4WD safarls and horse trekking should ba sufficlent to easa the transltion
from lsasshold tenure to freshotd tenure.

Wae gee this as a good exchangs for both the lessee and the public of New Zealand if the grazing
concasslon 18 removed.

Yours falthfully

 Z O

Jorn L Tumbull

For Upper Clutha Branch
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Commissioner for Crown Lands | . JHECEIVED
C/- Knight Frank (NZ) Ltd. -
PO Box 27
ALEXANDRA
Dear Sir

Re: Preliminary Proposal for Tenure Review: Mount Plsa Station

Jwrite as &

I am delighted to sec the proposal to acquire two areas of Conservation Land on Mt Pisa Station.
There are high conservation and recreation values on the least modified parts of the Pisa Range above
about 1000 to 1100m. The acquisition of two further blocks of high country here will complement
the conservation land already acquired from Waiorau Station on the Cardrona side of the range and
widen the area freely available to those interested in the recreation and conservation values of the Mt
Pisa Range.

The following itemns are included in the proposal:-

1. 4367 ha to be designated as comservation land, subject to 4 concesyions:

(i) Grazing concession to provide for summer grazing of not more than 1500 sheep for 3
summer months over an area of approximately 2300 ha for 7 years, up to 1000 sheep for
the next 7 years and up to 500 sheep for a further 7 years.

(ii) Easement concession to allow the holder access through the proposed conservation area for
farm management purposes.

(iii) Licence concession to allow the holder to operatc a horse trekking and 4WD safari business
on the proposed conservation arca.

(iv) Licence concession to use and oceupy the musterers hut on the proposed conservation arca
for 21 years in association with the grazing concession.

I helieve that the grazing concession as stated in (i) is quite unacceptable as a 21 yecar term and
that it should be cut down preferably to 1 year and certainly no more than 3 years. Most of the
land in the Crows Nest and Back Blocks is above 1400m, and it extends up to 1700m. Over
1000 ha of this area is, [ understand, classified as land totally unsuitcd to sustai nable pastoral
use and therefore not capable of supporting ecologically sustainable pastoral use. The eco-
aystem would undoubtedly benefit from a cessation of grazing as soon as possible. In
particular the fine leaved snow tussock would have a chance 10 recover in the complete absence
of graving stock, while even light grazing will keep it suppressed.

Page |
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The easement concession in (ii) and licence concession to occupy the musterers {M@?@?’?m
should be adjusted in line with the final grazing concession and at all times during /@n;ﬁ@ 2,
concession transiton period 50% of the hut occupancy should be available to the gencmf}fﬁﬁéi/c;’(t

: Aln
2. 4515 ha to be disposcd of by freehold disposal to the holder, subject to the "/
following easements:

(i) To provide for public foot, horse, non-motorised vehicle and motor vehicle access to a
carpark within the proposed freehold.

(ii) To provide for public foot, horse, and non-motorised vehicle access from the carpark. to the
proposed conservation area through the proposed freehold.

Re the status of the Cardrona-Cromwell Fack Track.

1 understand that most of this track is on or close to the Legal Road alignment. It would seem
desirable that the actual alignment of the Pack Track will be recognised as the Legal Road as an
outcome of this tenure review.

Thank(iaou very much for the chance to comment on the Review. [ would appreciate being kept
up to date with its further progress.

Y ours sincerely

Page 2




S
AR NSRS YN

f?

25 Fobruary 2002 11 MAR Z
RECEN/ED

Commissioner of Crown Lands
C/o Knight Frank New Zealand Ltd
Box 27

ALEXANDRA

Re: Mt Pisa Tenure Review

I have reviewed the documents provided and wish to make the following submission:

1. Grazing Concession

Given the comments contained within the proposal that highlights the significant
inherent values of this area, then T would question why il requircs a 21-year summer

grazing concession.

The Crown has one opportunity with this property to get the review process correct,
s0 the sooner the resource is protected the better, | canmot beliove that the runholder
requires a 21-yecar period to put in place the “necessary sighificant management

changes™. This time period is completely unrealistic.

Although I have not been provided with specific stock carrying capacity, historical
information showed the total property carrying 15,000 stock units. The grazing
concesaion proposes to allow mot more than 1,500 sheep over an area of 2,300 ha,
reducing to 500 sheep. This makes the importance of the gruzing concession

insignificant in terms of the total management of the property.
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It the grazing concession area of 2,300 ha is only capable of qubtam 5 E)Qaﬁgep Tor
thrce months of the year, then I do not accept that reducing sheep m,tmb'f;f.%7 ﬁ‘y T‘580

gy
sheep out of 15,000 requires a 21 year period of manegement adjustment //G'J; (

If the land identificd for retirement is currently carrying large numbers of stock 111’51 e
relation to the total property then the land is clearly overstocked. Stock numbers need

to be reduced immediately.

I would recommend that the grazing concession is limited to the owncership period of
the current owner. When he sells the incoming owner has the opportunily to make

management plans accordingly that does not includc a grazing concession.

The claimed significance of the higher altitude country for grazing completely ignorcs
the huge potential for diversification on the lower country. Diversification is clearly

evident on surrounding properties.

Fatmers in this Jocation do have alternative options that allow this high altitude

country to be retired from pastoral farming,

It is clear from the progressive policy of reducing the sheep numbers that the area is
not capable of sustaining high stocking rates. Stock needs to be taken off this area

immediatcly.

Continued grazing of thesc areas is contrary to the objectives of the Crown Pastoral

Land Act. Itis a continuation of the status quo and an unsustainable land use.

The proposal to ellow public access on a prior booking basis is unsatisfactory. The

concessionaire  should not have the ultimate say over the use of a hut on public land.

I am not questioning the motives of the present owncr, but there have been cases of
tenure review where a landowner has subsequently made public access extremely

difficult. The tenure review on the Cardrona Valley (John Lce property) has resulted
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in a totally unsatisfactory situation where the landowner 4 /lQ*/ch,gourages
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recreational use of tho adjoining conservation areas and is not prepﬁ?g%,}gdm;oarly
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identify the public access arcas. It defeats the purpose of a tenure review i fb_é";lg ag

L . i . i . [0y
retain rights and control, especially if the public has difficulty accessing thcf’4m,
‘M

"areas that are being set aside for their use and appreciation, -

Given that DOC is proposing to grant concessions for commercial operation, il 1s vital
that the public access to the area is clearly protected. It is absolutely incvitable that if
commnercial objectives become the focus of the concessionaire, public rights of access

bacome a serious nuisance.

Paterson Hut in the Old Woman Rangc is available to the runholder for mustcring
periods but at other times the hut is freely available for public use. This system works

well and there is no reason why it should not be implemented on Mt Pisa.

3. Concession for Horse Trekking and 4-Wheel Drive Safart Oberail

In my opinion the nine-year term is too long. A shorter term, renewable with strict
terms and conditions would be more appropriate. Does a nine year period sugpest
significant capitel invesiment ? and hence a reason to limit public access. If there is a

concern about adverse effects, nine years is way too long for the concession to rn.

Summary

I support the general intention of the tenure review process, and am pleased with the
general public access provisions. I have skied through these arcas during the winter
and would like to see them protected in an appropriate way. New Zealand has a
strong focus on recrealion and tourism, areas pri:viously considered remote are
coming under increasing pressure. This pressurc will incrcase. We nced to have
arcag that arc accessible, but free from intensive commercial operation, The tenure
revicw process allows and opportunity for all interested parties to benefit. It iy

important that the correct mechanisms are put in placc.
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Dear Sir

| would ba pleasad If you would accept my commaents on this proposal. | have visited the
property and thank Mr McMlllan for allowing us to do so.

| bellave this to be a good proposal, as it takes In the highest and most very interasting part of the
Plea range. It will join up with some other properties that have completed the tenure review
procasss. Namely, Walorau, to tha Weat, and Mid Run, Lake McKay and Locharbum to the
north.  And further to tha north again, Avalon, Queanabury Faces and Queensbury Ridges.

The upper eastem face of the Plsa Range with its crques is a dominant part of the landacape In
the Upper Clutha. The various sequances of vegetation on this face are also part of that
landscape and ahould be protected from any untoward modification.

With regard to the mccess to the land retained by the Crown.  That thera Is to be a carpark gt the
foot of the ridge just south of the Tinwald Bum, 4ke from SHE Is pleasing. There s a climb of
approximataty 1200ms from the campari up this ridge to the, boundary of the proposed DoC
conservation area. Time from the carpark te the boundary an foot Is batwesn 3-4 hours.

) nute that the lessae 15 to be granted a concesslon for horse rding and 4WD safaria for a period
of 21 years. However it In to be regrettad that it Is also Intendad to grant a concesalon for the
grazing of sheep for 21 years on the blocks known as the Crows Nest and the Back Block - land
which Is to be returned to full Crown ownership and control.

The tops of these two blocks, and Mt Dottrel, have very lithie tall tussock (eft on them and the
continuad grazing of sheap Is going to further delay any recovery. | would have thought that the
concesion to conduct 4WD safarls and horee trekking, together with the advantages of freehold
titte, weuld have more than compensated for any loss of Income fram the grazing of 1500 sheep.

This proposal will be of bprmm to the present [gsgee. and also the public of New Zealand as It is
an lmpor plecs In the jig saw needed to complete the conservation reserve on the Plsa block

mountain system.  Howsver it would be an even better Prappsl If the concesslon to graxe sheap
wel removed or even reduced. :

Thank you.
Yours faithfully
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11 March 2002

Commissioner of Crown Lands
(/- Knight Frank NZ Ltd

PO Box 27

Alexandra

Submission on Mt Pisa Station Tenure Review Preliminary Proposal

Boundary of proposed conservation ares
We are generally happy with the area propoacd for retention of full Crown ownership (unfortunutcly without

full contral), with onc exception.

Our cuncemn telutes to the proposed bounduary at the southern end of the Basing Block (refer to appended acrial
photograph).

As the Report on Consultation (pg. 8) statcs, “fencing won't be cagy and is likely to be cxpensive as it iy acrows
a steop mountain slope and numcrous gullics™. Fencing will be at approximatcly 1 500m (5000 ft) asl on a
leeward slope aubject to considerable snow loading. We are akeptical that this can be economically maintpined

a3 a atock-proof barrler.

Map 2 of the Conservation Resource Report shows much of the area downslope of the proposed boundary is
sbove the ‘natural vegetation boundary’. This is within RAP Pisa A3 and i currently within the conservation
covenant, Rescrvation of this arsa would be in keeping with the objects of section 24{n)(1) CPLA.

DOC records in the Conservation Resource Report (pp27-28) that, in reyurd to fencing of the northern Basins
block, “high inherent values “disappear at about 1100 m._howevar the lessees ure adamant that it is not

practical to fance uny higher in that locality”.

DOC records (p 27) that “there may be an opportonity for a higher snow line fence of 1100-1200 m fhigher
than cxisting smowline fence] that would clearly be a demarcation line hetween conscrvation land and
farmland. it is clearly desirable to establish a practical boundsry line that can be established and maintained”,

On page 30 Vustfflcation and Recommendations’ DOC reinforces the 1100 1 contour as the desired boundary
by stating, “new fencing may be requircd north of the Gordon Rocks along the 1100 m contour to the

Locharbum boundary”.
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Because of the steep slopes and gullics proposed to he traversed by the new fenccline, it is Likely thﬁ: cl-u'p)'g,
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will be required. This will create an obvious lincar scar across the upper slopes of the eastern tace. Ho (|
DOC Conservation Resource Report (pp. 3-4) stutes that “the most significant visual feature on Pisa Stutitfn,f'g
the dramatic and impressive eastern fuylt scarp face of the Pisa Range. It overlooks and dominates the Cluthd®,
Vallay, und forms an importunt visual backdrop to Cromwell und Lake Dunstan. this face TepTEsents a
regionally, perhaps nationally, significant landscape”, DOC {p30) recommends “that the priority for landscape
protection on Piss Station is the upper eastern face. "

Due to the inherent natural character of this prominent castern escarprient, and becauss of the desscrution of
the Pisa westem escarpment and crest on Waiorau, we strongly believe that the Crown hus s particular
ubligation (o maintain the engtern face in ag natural state aa possible by avoiding further carthworks.

In conclusion, the proposed boundary in the Preliminary Fropasal is contrary to best local knowledge and
DOC's advioe 1o the CCL.

We subrit that existing fencelines downslope frum the proposed route be walised instead. If 3 conscquence of
extending the conservution area downslope is that officials consider that grazing should be permitied over the
lower slopes, we believe auch use muppropriats, The slopes arc severely depleted and clearly cannot mystain
grazing. These slopes should be destocked and allowed to recover. That outcouw: would be more consistent
with the objects contained in section 24 CPLA than the advertised proposal,

Proposed Grazing Concesston
Thia is the most contemtious aspect of the proposed tenure review.

21 years of grazing over an area with the highest rempining natural inherent values, as u ‘phase-out’

. mechanisi, is a farce. This proposal ms counter 1o DOC's sdvice und has been proposed in the Preliminary
Proposal only s n means of reaching a deal with the current lcanes, However dealn per se arc not the central
putpose of the CPLA_ Any deal must be consistent with the objocta for tenuro review. This deul is not.

Continuation of grazing is ccologicully unsustainable and therefore contrary to scction 24(1)(a) CPLA. Much of
the land is LUC Class VI with the balance Class VII. This capability classification gives a good indication of
suitability for pastoral usc. Tn this instance the arca is sither unsvitable or Lay severe limitations for grazing,

As well, issuing gruzing rights ovar lands of high inherent value does not aftord protection of those values ag
required by section 24¢b), and does not satisty the requitement of full Crown ownership grd control as the
preferred means of protection. The proposed grazing concession has no mechanism for carly termination of
grazing, therefore there is no Crown control for it's duration, as required by scction 24(b)(ii).

This is what DOC has had to say about grazing of the Back and Crow's Nest blocks-

Report on Consultation
“...a grazing concession would not be promoted ay the preferred outcome. " (pB)
---continued prazing tnay resirict recovery of depleted areas.™
*...DOC considers any continued grazzing in the proposed conservation area will result in some lovel of darnage
to the conservation valuss and our preference is for tota] removal on scttlement™..(pl1)



“Grazing hay the potential to impact adversely on the natural vegetation and henee the ocosystems Mﬁgﬂ“@ 3
with this vegetation. (irazing and burning in the past has considerably modified the cover, though it is u@‘) ‘t(“)

predominantly natural and in overall healthy condition™. (- Tn o
#E.% -

Conservation Resource Report - ?,

Significance of the Vegctation ' ' ifﬁ}b

“The vegetation on Mt Pisa Station above 1100 m containg high inherent values™.

“The cxpansive southemn Tandscape with its spectacular Tors contains some of the best ccological values on the
Pisa range.. these mixed tessock grasslands if destocked have the potential to recover into tall tussock
grasslands and the Chionochloa macra stature and vigour would be enhanced” {p 26).

“outside of the cirque basin some of the beat wetland communities occur on this southern area, Lung-term
removal of grazing is essential.. " (p 27).

DOC reviced recommendations
“it 13 intended that grazing be excluded” (p 1).

In the earlicr Land Act tenure revicw, a vuluerable arca of wetlind/snowbank was identifisd northwest of Mt
Dottrel. It was proposed that this be ring-fenced to exclude stock. While we appreoiata the necessily of
excluding stock from this urca, PANZ objected (o foncing as an cyesore, impractical to maintain, and a hazard
for akiers, This matter is not addressed in the curment proposal, but highlights the necessity of stock exclusion
from the greater arca

Tustification for 21 years duration of grazing is provided as this “gives Mt Pisu Station Limited the TECAISATY
opportunity to put in place the sgnificant management changes that will be tequired as a result of the raduction
of the sizc of the property by 4367 ha™”

Mformation on Proposed Concession (grozing) Provided by DG Conyervation

However this advice is crronecus. It is not the arca of land lost to Pisa Station, but the carrying capability
relutive to the total stock numbers on the property that is rolevant, Guing by the last personal atock limitations
availabie to PANZ, there is something in the order of 15,000 stock units on the two pastotal leascs that
cotnprise the property. By comparison, the 500 stock units proposed on the arca to be retained in “full CTOWT)
ownership and control” is insignificant, unlike its potential for damage to inherent valucs.

Even if Mt Pise Station were to remain a traditional high country pastoral operation, without diversification into
other land uses, it is ludicrous to claim that 21 years is need for adjustment in management towards total stock
removal. There would have to be sgomething very amiss with the property's management for this to be the case,
and we dv not for a moment belicve this to be so.

With freehold ownership over the Clutha vallsy flats and terraces, there is guing to be considersble potential for
new uses wuch as viticulture that have potential returms far in cxcess of what the Crown is going to get vut of
tenure review. Such considerations no doubt provide the main incentive for the lessce entering mto tenure
roview, if not for him, then for those who follow.

W submit that grazing be permitted over the Back, Crow’s Nest and part Breakneck blocks for a maximum of
3 years, with provision for inmediately revoking such rights without compensation if the stock limits

mrescribed or ather conditione are brepehed  Such erazine rehts shomlid be narannal to the cnrrent Tauee: im
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As DNOC advised in their Revived Recommendations (p 3), “thero is a strong expectation that unr ‘f_j(‘_{::ﬂ,& -,
to public conservation lands will be provided as part of tenure review”. We would go further, that u i.{»:%\
expectation ia translated inte actual acccas provisions, then PANZ could not support the tenure roview .'gss.
&
o
At face value, the expectation of unrestricted access, imlike in the carlier Land Act review, has been admirable
met in the current Preliminary Proposal.
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The current proposal is a vast improvement on what was on offer last time round under the land Act review. All
those responsible are to be congratulated, in particular the lessee for being so accommodating of this public
necd The route chosen i the one we advocated last time, and being a reasonably well-graded truck, provides
the obvious route. In fact it is the best routc up the castern face.

We welcome use as of night for fool, non-motorised vehicls und harse. We agree that the track in unsuituble for
uncontrolled 4WD uso. We also wolcome vehicle aceess from the State Highway to the base of the hill and the

provision of parklng.

We do not anticipate great use of this routs by foot or cycle because the considerable verticnl height involved in
climbing to the crest of the range. The southern approach via the pack track will remain the preferred route,
Uphill borme use muy be greater than for other uscrs. However the route will provide an escupe routs olT the
range and a downward option for roeturn trips on foot or cycle.

While officially acknowledging that this will be an “as or tight” access we are concerned about discyssion in
the Repart on Consultation (p 10) on lambing and of possible requirements/guidance by signposting to consult
the landowmer prior to use. Besides being impractical for downward travelers, deterrence of public usc during
the Spring would conflict with onc significant user £roup — cross country slaers, when the range is in prime
condution for such activity. We belicve that requiring intending users to *consult’ the land vecupier defeats the
‘securing public access’ objective of the CPLA. That is no different from the current situstion under pastoral
lcase. If there is a putentinl problem during latnbing, this vould possibly be dealt with by fencing and/or
cducation. Signposting advising how to behave sround lambing ewes should be considerad.

PANZ in concerncd about a growing tendency to discournge public use of cuscments resulting frorn tenure
review. IDOC signposting disappearing from Coal Pit Saddle and other digns warning of danger from shouting
at the Nevis Bluff are examples. The public is entirely dependent on DOC to assert and protect their rights of
wsc, however there appears not too much official enthusiasm for this. There is no direct legal remedy open to
members of the public whom find themaelves obstructed. The fiasco on Wajorau haa well demonstratad the
reality that eascments, no matter how well dratted, will fail in the face of determined obstructers and inept or
unwilling officials. What is needed arc divect powers for members of the public to axsert their rights of pussage.

As PANZ has submitted in regard to Makurora Station sccess to Boundary Creek, there is no legal obstacle to
dedicating public roads for specific user groups other than for motor velicles. The Cardrana-Cromwell Pack
Track, which bisccts the southern part of Mt Pisa Station, is a historic example. “Pack track™ has legul
significance. It was created, or ‘dedicated” for puck horses, their riders and foot travders. There is no nght of
vehicle use, despite it being s lcgal road. This is on the basis of long-establishced comtnon law. There are
remedics open to the authorities if other ‘users’ usc the roud,
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The same mechanism could be utalised for the Toute proposcd for public access up the castern $hce of t]&’qr,ﬁpngu,
R

with ‘dedication’ for foot, cycle and horse users. Such users would be assured of rights of secess &t qtiptiﬁ}g?p
have legal recourse in the event of obstruction; have assurance of permanence of the access; and un.liﬁ’é’},’l/br“

L

easenents, be sswured that a public process would be followed if moves were made to extingush or ‘st _,5;% /v’z{*\
road. o
o ,

Ty
We arc concerned sbout the “temporary suspension’ provisions of the draft ensement document. T his statey thu—c’ﬂ'
“The transferce may close all or part of the Easement Area and suspend public access to it in the case on an
eassinent:
(8) Under section 7 Conservation Act 1987 if reasons of public safety or emergency raquire closure, or
otherwise in accordance with the provisians of section 13 of the Conservation Act 1987;
(b) under scction (2 of the Reserves Act 1987 if it is necessary for the protection and wellbeing of the
Easement Area, or for the protection and control of the public.”

Section 7 Conservation Act in entitled ‘land may be acquired snd held fur conservation purposes’, and containg
no powers of closurc.

Section 13 Conservation Act only applies to conservation areas. The eageinent arca will be private freshold. If
there are genume reasons for clusure of the conssrvalion area that is where closurcs should apply. Notify
closmre at the commencement of the easement, however the sasement itself carmot be closed under the
Conscrvation Act.

Closure under section 12 Rescrves Act for “fur the protection and wellbeing of the Lascment Area™ is ultra
vires the Minister’s powers. Section 12 relates to acquiring interests over private land “for the purposcs of o
resarve or for the improvement, protection, or extension of or access to m exigting reserve”. The Eascment
Arca 19 not o tescrve and the “wellbeing” of this land relates to tarming or other privete uses. This is a changs
in wording from other tenure revicw casement documents to date. If this is deliberate it signaly a conscious
move to subvert the public purposcs of the CPLA in regard to securing public access.

Skeleton Hut
We are disappointcd that no *ay of ight’ public use of this hut iy propoged despite official advice to the

contrary—

Conservation Resource Repart (pg. 28)

“The musterers hut would become s DOC hut available for recreational use, This hut already receives a
moderate degree of recreational use especially over the winter months 83 it isa good stepping otf poim for ki
tauring. With time it will become popular for walkers using the pack track and back country users enjoying the
broad tussock tops and tors,” '

Considering that the purpose of hut occupation solely relates to three months grazing over the surrounding land,
we do not sgree that ‘occupation’ rights should be year round, We submit that the condition of use, namely
prior booking, only apply for the duration of grazing,



Cardrona-Cromwell Pack Track ' PR (f/%

We note that, while the inportance of this legal road is frequently noted in offictal advice, no é{)ﬁ%ﬂg 4 J}ﬁ
recommendations concerning it have been made in the Prcliminary Proposal. We trust this means (‘Figﬁ 1 \?F
‘ . ¥

will be made to stop or close this road? ¢y

Locharburn bed missing from tenure review
Despitc heing within the boundary of Po 271, a rectangular purt of Run 731 has been omitted from the tenure
revicw. This muy have relevance to the creation of marginal strips.

The Opus Land Status Report advises that there are “no streamy over 3 m”. This advice may be incorrect in
regard to the banka of the Locharbum. In any event this advice is legully incorrect. The requirements of section
24 Conservation Act relate to the beds or rivers and streamg of “an average width of 3 metres or mnore™, This is
yet another ingtance of generic misspplication of the marginal strip provisions, which I have previously
submitted on.

Yours faithfulhy

Bruce Maron
Researcher

Appendix: Air photoygraph of boundary fencelines southern Basin Rlock
(a jpg file can be supplied on requent for printing of copica)

Public Access New Zealand in & charituble trust formed {n 1992 Objeots are the prescrvation and improvement of public

wocess to public landw, waters, and the countryside, through retentlon in public ownership of resources of velue for

recreulion. PANZ, |y supported by u diverse rangs of lsnd, frcshwater, marine, and conservation groups und individuals.
PANZ Ix committed to reslst private predation ot the public eatute.
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Alexandra

Dear Ken Taylor

Submission to Mount Pisa Station Proposed Tenure Change

Tharnk yﬂﬂ for the opportunity to comment on this proposal.

1 writc on behalf of the Royal Forest and Bird Protection Society, which i‘d:prpscnta over
45,000 members nationwide in 56 branches. The Society has been an active advocate of the
protection and conservation of New Zealand's natural and physical resources since 1923,

Forest and Bird previously submitted a wrilten submission with color photographs attached.
I 4m assuming that you will still have the color photos and have only included black and
white copies with this subrmssion.

Mt Pisa - Preliminary proposal as Presented

(1). 4367 ha to be restored to full Crown ownership and control as conservation land,
gubject to the following concessions:

(i) Grazing concession to provide for summer grazing of nol more than 1500
sheep for 3 summer months over an area of approximately 2300 ha for 21 years.

(ii) Easement concession to allow the holder access through the proposed
‘conservation area for farm management purposes related to the grazing
concession.

(iii) License concession to aliow the holder to operate a horse trekking and 4WD
- gafari operation on the proposed congervation area, with a term of 9 years.

(1v) License conccsmon to use and occupy the musterers hut on the proposed
conservation area for 21 ycars in associalion with the graving concession.
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(2). 4515 ha to be disposed of by frechold disposal to the holder, scﬁg /
following protective mechanisms: 4(’//

o

o] R
motor vehicle access to a carpark within the proposed frechold. ‘5‘};{";:, ) <
. LA
z};}
(11) An easement to provide for public foot, horse, and non-motorised vehicle ey

access from the carpark to the proposed conscrvation area through the proposed
frechold.

(1) An casement to provide for public foot, horse, non-motorised vehicle w} <. P »

Summary

Forest and Bird is disappointed with this proposal and do not believe that it fulfils the
prninciples of tenure review. Mount Pisa Station is a key part of the Pisa jigsaw,
however we do not believe that the transfer of land to the Department of Conservation
should be achieved at any cost. The proposal as outlined does not offer substantive
conservation gaing and we hope that this can be rectified. We are particularly
disappointed that our earlicr substantive submission covering the impacts of continucd
grezing on the Pisa tops has been ignored and that this new proposal also provides for
a 21 year grazing permit for the blocks shown as shaded on the attached map. We
consider this unscceptable.

We are concerned about the practicality and the landscape impacts associated with the
proposed new fence lines. We also believe the landscape values have been largely
ignored and that the mid slopes of the range warrant a landscape covenant.

We are pleased to note the provision for a car park, and better more practicable foot
accessos and believe these are substantive improvements.

Land to be restored to Full Crown Ownership and Control
Forest and Bird supports the proposal to return 4367ha to crown ownership and
control. As the Conservation Resources Report describes this land has significant
conservation values, including considerable landscape and rocreational values which
will be an important addition to the Conservation estate.

Grazing Concession
We do not support the 21-year grazing concession and ask that this be excluded from

the final proposal. Continued grazing of wetlands and Chionochloa macra is not
consistent with Section 24 CPLA.

This view is supported by numerous statements in the original conservation resources
report as well as in the Report on Consultation. For example:

"Although a grazing concession would not be promaoted as the preferred outcome it
has been arrived at after extensive consultation” P8 Report on Consultation,
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“DoC considers any continued grazing in the proposed conservation a}"ag k@xlt
in some level of damage (v the conservation values and our preference is Jof'to

removal on settlement.” P11 Report on Consullation. 4 ,ff-:_ r‘. 3,

L }) ‘r'.

“The slim snow tussock remnants showed ubvmw. signs of grazing malnly in the hfgh'h /) ((\

basins on the eastern slopes of the Pisa range’ Conservation Resources Report p 9. % :J’/
ol

'\‘.

“Outside of the cirque basin some of the best wetland communities occur on this "
southern area. Long-term removal of grazing is essential but in the Interim continued
restricted grazing will be necessary to achieve what is a very considerable

outcome....”" P 27 Doc's Conservation Resources Report.

It is clear from these statements that DOC are only accepting continued grazing as
they vicw it as the compromise that is necessary to achieve the total outcome.

In our previous submission we detailed the impacts of continued grazing and I
reproduce them here.

The Back Block contains some of the best remaining stands of Chlonochloa macra on
the Pisa Range. These stands are at high altitude, oflen above 1600m and are patchy in
distribution. Merino sheep tend to preferentially graze C. maera ahead of C. riglda, as it
is more nutritious. €. macra has higher organic matter digestibility and metabolisable
cnergy than C. rigida.! Thus even though the C. rigida is more dense at lower altitudes,
the sheep will no doubt climb to the macra C. macra is much more sensitive to grazing
pressure than C. rigida, and grazing can significantly effect the regencration of macra.
Rosc and Platt? in a study of the regeneration of ' macra in 10 montane-subalpine sites
in the Harper Avoca catchment, subjected to different sheep grazing and hare browsing
found that on areas subject to about 80 ycars of sheep grazing that most snow tussocks
had beon destroyed and that remaining tussocks were predominantly senescent and
seedlings were infrequent. In contrast the stands retired from sheep grazing for 34 or 21
years were characterised by low proportions of senescent tussocks and high proportions
of seedlings and juveniles, suggesting the onset of increases in tussock abundance.
Population structures inside and out side a 10 year old exclosure showed that browsing
by hares alone was capable of inhibiting C. macra recovery. Significantly they found
that although depleted by past grazing, snow lussock populations in retired stands
showed signs of considerable recovery. Senescent lussocks were infrequent and tussocks
were taller than in other stands, high proportions of seedlings and juveniles and
decreasing proportions of individuals in successively larger diameter classes, indicated
increased sccdling recruilment since retirement.

We noted that many of the high altitude tussocks had been severcly grazed, almost down
to their stumps. Tt has been said that this is in part due to grass hoppers. While we
accept that grasshoppers and hares exacerbate the impacts of ruminant grazing, we find it

U Fenner et al., 1993, Chemical features of Chlonochloa specles in relation to grazing by numinunts in
Southland, New Zealand. NZ .Journal Ecology 7 (1),

2 Rose, A.B., and Platt, K. H., 1992. Snow tussock population responses to removal of sheep and
Huropean hares, Canterbury, New Zealand, NZ.Journal of RBotany. Vol 30): 372 -382
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hard to believe that they are the reason for the dep]eled tnssock w}gﬁﬁé\ on Mt Pisa

Station. I;;'-ﬁ J)??
An assessment of the impacts of grasshopers was carried out by Wh1tc( 0 i%\
tussock grassland sites through out the South Island. 3 Whitc found cvide £ e
highest grasshopper grazing pressures may cornrmonly occur towards the uppda:a,ﬁf /} A
vegeotation limits where the vegetation is already severely degraded. Towarda th <
limits grasshopper grazing is most certainly a critical factor in the continuing qmvnfﬁgf{»,h
and stability of vegetation. However it is in the lightly and moderately depleted Cr™
vegetation that herbivore grazing pressurey are most likely to produce significant

changes in the vegetative ground cover, and the present data apply to large areas of the
South Island tussock grassland in this depleted condition. This is because grass hopper
densities are high and /or the available crop of vegetation and its productivity are low

These studies indicate that grazing of macra will effsct the conservation values and will
significantly delay the restoration of the grared area. Grass hopper grazing can not be
controlled, but it has more severs impacts in grasslands, which arc already depleted.
Thus continued sheep grazing is likely to further deplete the tussock grassland and
increase it's vulnerability to damage from grass hoppers and hares. The proposal for a
further 21 years grazing on these blocks is in our view unsustainable from a conservation
perspective and is anacceptable as part of this tenure review.

Forest and Bird finds it difficult to believe that a 21 year term can be justified on the
basis of the runholder needing a full 21 years in order to put in place significant
menagement changes as a result of tenure review.  In our earlicr submission we
accepted that for pragmatic reasons and the need for a short transition grazing could
be granted for upte 5 years over the two middle blocks but not over the Mt Dotterel
Block which we believe has the highest and most vulnerable conservation values.
However we made this submission in February 1997 and it is now 5 years later. We
believe the lessee has had ample time to plan for changes in managernent that may be
associated with the tenure review.

New Fence Lines

Forest and Bird is surprised that the proposed now fence line which is above 1000m is
considered practical, and we imagine it will require rock blasting and suffer continual

meaintenance problems due to snow damage. We submit the existing fence line should
be used.

Landscape Covenant

The rippled slopes of the Pisa range arc a dominant landscape feature in Central
Otago and are prominent on the route between Cromwell and Wanaka, which is a
major tourist highway. We have no confidence in landscape values being adequately
protected on frechold land throngh the QLDC District Plan. Further District Plans are
subject 1o 10 yearly reviews. A landscape covenant i3 needed to protect the open

3 White, E.G., 1975. A wurvey and assessment of grasshopers as herbivores in the South Island alpine
tussock grasslands of New Zealand. N2 Journal of Agricultural Research, 13 73-85.



space values of the mid to upper slopcs by preventing the c:stahlishmcgggf forest or

any kind of exotic planting, tracking and subdivision. 75 /,{\
f‘/ijy ‘u@

Skcleton Stream Hut {’?j(‘ é‘ Ki’“

The public has greatly enjoyed the use of this hut, and the existing lessee has ’),‘/

generally been very happy for recreationists to use the hut. Ilowever we can not "’Yj’/‘, _«,[

assume that the existing lessce will remain the lessee for the next 21 years. Further fp‘;,,. .

mors without any contract for maintenance the public could not be assured of ‘W N

securing a well maintained hut after 21 years. The hut is in an excellent location for

people using the Cadronna Pack Track. Tt would be a considerable recreational asaet.

Given that we are recommending no grazing concession we also recommend that the

hut revert to DOC upon settlement of the tenure review.

‘n

Concession for Horse Trekking and 4wd Safari

This submission supports the proposals outlined in the submission by the Otago
Branch of the Society. We believe that it is highly preferable that the horse trekking
and 4wd safari routes be restricted to the northern end of the range and that the Mount
Dotterel area should be protected as a remote backcouniry area in part {or ils
recreation values but also because this is where the dotterels breed and where there
are more cxtensive sensitive wetlands and seepages.

Conclusion

The proposed addition of the high altitude lands of the Pisa Range to the conservation
eatate, provided they come without a 21 year grazing permit, and the 4wheel drive and
horse trekking over Mt Dotterel, and that a landscape protection covenant is put in place
over the mid to upper slopes to be freeholded would be strongly supported and
celebrated.

We would be pleased to discuss these issues further.

Yours sincercly

[

Sue Maturin
Southern Conservation Officer
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Proposed access up the FTinwald Burn. Top showing exit point from the creck
up the spur in green. ‘The purple line shows the proposed new lfence line at
the bottom of the Basins. Photo below looks down into the proposed Tinwald
Rurn creck access. An impenerrable jungle of predominantly briar.




Looking across the top of the Breakneck block towards Gordon Rocks , At about
1500m. This area Is proposed to go to DoC. It is included in the a.rm we
suggest should be grazed instead of the better condition Back Block. Botrom
photo 13 looking acrass the wop of the Crows Nest block, which is proposed to by
grazed for 21 years. There Is very littde prozing valucs over extensive areas of

this block,




Looking from Gordon Rocks acruss Breakneck, and the proposed boundiny
between the freehold and conservadion land. The purple line shows the
proposed new [ence line and the red the exisiing fence Hne, which we belleve
should be the boundary. Note that this is the extent of the developed couptry
and that above the red Hpe It gs predominanty coverced in Indigenous
vegetation, Bortom photo shows part of the topr of Crows Nest looking towards
the Cadronna Ski Field.




Looking across Breakneck block from just below Gordon Rocks This area is
proposed 1o be grazed for 21 years The snow fussock is generally scattered
and the vegetatlon is damninaled by spear grass and Dracophylinm and small
alpine herbs. There are quile extensive areas of bare ground. [t iy VeTY
difficult to see how the Crown can jusify contnued grazing of this high
altitude, deplcted alptue berbfield and tussock grosstand.




Chionochloa macra stands behind Mt Dotterel. These are some
of the better stands. The vegetatdon is mostly blue tussock,
Dracophyllum muscoldes, Celmisia sessliiflora, Gentiana
bellidifolia and other cushion field plants,
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Dear Sir

Termire Review - M1 Pign

Thank you for glven us the oppurtunity o comment on the above proposal.

We are generally in favour of the proposal.

However the prospect of 130 horse treking or 4 WD safari trips up to Mt Pisa concerns us. As these trips will be
carticd out over a relativly ghort time of the year we fear that damage to the vegetation and the soil can oceur over
the area marked D 1o the top of Mt Pisa. The vegetation in these area is very fmgile and needs all the protection it

can gel.
We like to see that the Special condition no: 4 i& monitored on a carly basis.

Yours sincerely,

e Srsea ol

Hang Arnestedt
Secretury



