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Dear Sir, 2480

Re; Preliminary Proposal for Tenure Review Obelisk Pastoral Lease (Po 264)

I write on behalf of Federated Mountain Clubs of NZ In¢, (FMC) which represents over 15,000 members of
tramping, mountaineering, ¢limbing and other outdoor ctubs throughout New Zealand, We aiso indirectly represent
the interests and concerns of many thousands of private individuals who may not currently be members of clubs but
who enjoy recreation in the back country, On their behalf, FMC aims to enhance recreation opportunities, to protect
natural values, especially landscape and vegetation, as well as historic values and to improve public access to the
back country through the tenure review process,

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

o * fo promote the management of the Crown's high country in a way that is ecologically sustainable.
e * (o protect significant inherent values of reviewable land by the creation of protective measures; or
preferably by restoration of the land concerned to full Crown ownership and control,
e * (o secure public access to and enfoyment of high country land.
o {0 ensure that conservation outcomes for the high couniry are consistent with the NZ Biodiversily Strategy.
[EDC Min (03) 5/3; CAB Min {(03) 11/5 refer]

* Note that regardiess of the changes of government and of governments® policies, these objectives are still the law
of the land as enshrined in the Crown Pastoral Land Act, 1998.

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

FMC has previously written an ‘Early Warning® report on Obelisk entitled “Preliminary Report on the Recreational,
Landscape, Historic, and other Conservation values, and Recommendations for the Outcomes of Tenure Review”
(2010) at the *Early Warning’ stage of the tenure review process. That report included our recommendations for the
outcomes of tenure review on Obelisk.. For your information a copy of the FMC Report (2010} is attached to this
submission as Appendix 1.

Property Ingpection, January 2010,

An inspection of the Obelisk Pastoral Lease was catried out by FMC in January 2010. We are grateful for the
granting of access and permission to inspect the property at that time. It was most valuable in allowing us to form an
impression of the natural and historic values and recreational opportunities on QObelisk Station.

Introduction

We note that over 1,200ha, (or a little less than half of the leasehold area) is proposed for the protection of
significant inherent values by retention in full Crown ownership, which is both the preferred method of protection
stated in the CPLAct, 1998 and also the method recommended by FMC in its Report in 2010., We therefore
support these proposals,
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We have concerns about the effectiveness of the proposed conditions for the covenant area CC on Flat Top Hill
intended to protect the values described in the Deed of Covenant. These will be discussed fater in this submission.

We are pleased to note that a solution has been proposed to ensure public access (including vehicles) to the
Conservation Area via Symes Road.

We believe that there is room to improve recreational opportunities on Flat Top Hill by including a loop track
joining the Roxburgh Gorge Trail (which travels through CA 2), to the existing Flat Top Hill Conservation Area at
the northern end of Flat Top Hill. This would require public use of the existing ridge track within FH 2 CC, and
could probably be accornmodated on existing legal roads

In view of the lack of protection over DOC Stewardship Land recently noted in the Parliamentary
Commissioner for the Environment’s Report, we believe that it will be necessary to provide stronger
protection for Conservation Areas created as outcomes of tenure review. It may be more appropriate to
protect significant inherent values in such areas by designating them as Scientific Reserve or Scenic
Reserve. There is usually ample justification for such designation,

THE PRELIMINARY PROPOSAL FMC SUBMISSIONS

Our submissions on the Proposal are arranged in the same format as the “Summary of Preliminary Proposal”.

Proposal 2.1  Laud to be restored to full Crown ownership and control as conservation areas CA 1 and CA
2 comprising some 1225ha, :

FMC recognises that these areas are well described in the Proposal and in the Conservation Resources Report
(CRR) on Obelisk as well as in the reports on two Recommended Areas for Protection (RAPs) — RAP 1/7 Obelisk
and RAP 2/3 Butchers Creek, These existing documents well describe the significant natural, landscape and historic
values of the areas, the detail of which will not be repeated here.

We agree that there are significant inherent natural values within the Area CA1 which deserve the highest
protection as a Conservation Area, We believe the following are highlights which amply justify the current proposal
which we fully support and endorse.

2.1.1 Old Man Range (Avea CA 1)

o The RAP 1/7 is notable for containing a diverse and outstanding landscape.
It shows striking altitudinal and Jongitudinal climatic gradients illustrating the interface between dry Central
Otago and moist Southland,

e The RAP 2/3 still contains a particularly well defined altitudinal sequence of the major vegetation
communities.

o The proposed CAl area contains rare ecosystems and is the type locality of five alpine plant species.

e The entite CAl area also contains important landscape values on the upper slopes and crest of the Old Man
Range.

o The area provides important ecosystem services such as water for local irrigation schemes as it forms the
upper catchments of Butchers and Obelisk creeks.

2.1.2 Lake Roxburgh Faces (Area CA 2)

e The upper part the Roxburgh gorge scarp features distinctive and prominent rocky biuffs and buttresses
projecting out along the upper slope of the gorge face

e The area contains a number of threatened plant species including the annual herb mouse tail found in a
number of ephemneral wetlands along the flat crest of the block.

o The scarp is part of the outstanding landscape of the Roxburgh Gorge.
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o The ephemeral wetlands within CC2 area are not currently protected within Flat Top Hill Conservation
arca. )

o A cycle trail has recently been completed from Alexandra to Roxburgh. This designation will provide for an
important part of this trail,

Together with our-own observations (FMC Report 2010), the features noted above amply justify the current
proposal to return areas CA1 and CA2 to full Crown ownership and control.

There is likely to be increasing demand for recreational opportunities due, at Jeast in part to the increasing
popularity of cycle trails exemplified by the spectacular growth in popularity of the Otago Central Rail Trail,
especially given its luke wann reception when first mooted. This could be provided for both within the proposed
Conservation Area, and possibly also over existing legal road within the adjacent proposed freehold along the crest
of the ridge. (See Section 2.3).

FMC Submisslon on Proposal 2.1 Land to be restored to full Crown ownership and control as
conservatlon areas CA 1 and CA 2 constitutlng some 1225ha,

FMC enthuslastically endorses and supports this proposal with special suppor! for the new
recreatlonal opportunitles whicl we trust will be developed

Because of the lack of secure protection for signlficant inherent values in Stewardslip Land
we recommend that CA 1 and CA 2 should be designated as Scenle Reserves.

Proposal 2.2 Land to be restored to Crown control as Historic Reserve (tnarked HR on the desigaations
plan) and subject to a qualified designation:

This small, but important arca (only 38ha) contains extensive archacological sites associated with gold mining of
White’s Reef from 1876 until 1927, is situated on a moderate hill slope between 750-900m altitude in an area that
includes two headwater tributaries of Obelisk Creek. Relics include stamper battery sites, reservoirs, dams, water
races, hut sites and portable artefacts, which we believe deserve protection as an Historic Reserve.

The area contains White’s Hut and a multitude of interconnected elements including machinery and other structures
that are still intact. The area has the potential to be developed and interpreted for visitors as there is significant
knowledge and information available about the site. The setting of White's Reef and the mine sites give some
appreciation of the physical conditions of working and living in that era, It has functional connections to Mitchell’s
Cottage Historic Reserve located at the beginning of Symes Road.

TMC Subiitlssion on Proposal 2,2 Land to be restored fo full Crown control as Historlc Reserve (HR)

FMC enthuslasticatly endorses and supporis this proposal with speclal support for the new
recreatlonal opporinnltles and Interpretation for the public whiclt we frust will be developed

FMC enthuslastically endorses and supports the proposal to profect the liistoric sites and resources as ai
Historic Reserve witit particular support for the Condition (In Schednle 3) that the public will have
nurestrieted access to the Land.

Qualified designation: Grazing concession pursuant to Section 36(1)(a) CPL Act

A Grazing Concession is proposed over an area of approximately 25ha that will provide for ongoing
sheep grazing including fertiliser and pasture maintenance over the aren below the snowline fence.

We note that Schedule 3 of the Grazing Concession specifies that the land is a historic reserve and contains historic
sites and resources as described in Schedule 2. We also note that the Schedule specifies the following conditions:-
o The Concessionaire will take care not to overstock the land and will ensure that the grazing is not having an
adverse effect on the historic sites within the land.
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e The Land may be monitored from time to time by the Grantor to assess the effects of grazing on the historic
sites. If in the opinion of the Grantor, grazing is having an adverse effect, the Grantor may impose
restrictions on the concession activity which may include reducing the numbers of stock grazed, fencing
(whether temporary or otherwise) or other actions as considered appropriate.

e The Concessionaire acknowledges the public will have unrestricted access to the Land.

FMC recognises that the historic sites have stood the test of time for over 100 yeats, and are unlikely to be
adversely affected by grazing. However, we assert that the conditions are too loose unless made more specific in
the following ways: (i) Condition 2 should state that monitoring must (not may) take place, and that such
monitoring must be undertaken after no more than 10 and preferably only 5 years grazing under this Concession,
and (ii) that Condition 2 should also state that the Grantor should (not may) impose restrictions on the concession
activity if grazing is deemed to have had an adverse effect .

So long as these modifications are made to the conditions of the Grazing Concession, FMC has no objection to the
~ granting of the Concession,

FMC Submissilon ou Proposal 2.2 Onallfied Designation

We doubt whether grazing will have an adverse effect on the historlc sites or resountrces lu view of its
having stood the test of tine, but as a precaution the monltoring requlrements In Condition 2 should he
strengthented to ensure that monltoring must be undertaken, and acted upon If deemned appropriate.
Suggested changes are indicated aboye,

. Proposal 2.3 Land to be disposed of by frechold disposal to Earnscleugh Station Lands Linsited, and
marked FH 1 and FH 2 on the designations plan.

Issues related to frecholding include ecological objectives to protect significant inherent values in FH | and FH 2,
and an opportunity to enhance recreational opportunities associated with the newly created Roxburgh Gorge Trail
and the existing Flat Top Hill Conservation Arca to the north of FH 2. It may be possible to accommodate this by
utilising existing legal roads on Flat Top Hill,

2.3.1 Obelisk Blocks (marked FH 1 on the designations plan)

This area comprises the nain developed part of the property and contains 11 blocks. All of the area has at some
time been oversown and topdressed, However, we understand that no fertiliser has been applied in the past ten years
with the exception of Bottom Butchers block. Extensive spraying of matagouri has been carried out previously on
the lower country notth of Syines Road and more recently in the Obelisk Creek catchment.

An important objective of tenure review is “fo pronote the management of the Crown’s high country in a way that
is ecologically sustainable”, In the FMC Report on Obelisk (2010) the Land Use Capability (LUC) classification of
the soils in this area was discussed. Tt was concluded that:

“The lower slopes, below about 900m are characterised by Yellow Grey Earth Blackstone Hill and Arrow
Steepland soils which are classifled LUC Class VI with medium suitability for pastoral production. Most have
already been improved by oversowing and topdressing. With regular maintenance Sertilizer to replenish nutrienits
removed in animal products and in burning, these soils should be capable of being managed in a way that promoles
ecologically sustainable land use. These areas should therefore be suitable for frecholding”.

Notwithstanding this fundamental suitability for frecholding there are some features of this area which pose
problems for farming and/or have conservation value.

Silver tussock is reasonably dense through the mid altitude, while snow tussock is present on shady faces upwards
of 800m, Matagouri is dense on the lower parts where spraying and burning has not been carried out and on
steeper stnny faces above Butchers and Obelisk creeks. Patches of broom are present throughout the lower slopes,
particularly in Obelisk and Butchers creeks.
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Furthermore, the area contains a number of diverse indigenous shrublands, the best of which are Jocated on the true
right of Butchers and Obelisk Creeks where patches of broom also occur. These shrublands contain two plant
species, coral broom and tree daisy, which are recognised as ‘at risk’. They also contain a range of typical Central
Otago species which are close to their distributional limit while others have their type locality within this area.

These actual or potential conservation values need to be measured against the productive worth of the land. We
recognise that recent herbicide spraying has reduced the extent and intactness of the shrublands to a point where
formal protection is probably not warranted.

The area has numerous archaeological relics of the gold mining era, the most significant being those

associated with Gray's Reef and Gray’s Hut site. The features within these areas are water pipelines, water races,
dams, hut sites and portable artefacts related to hard rock and alluvial mining, Gray’s Hut site, is of particular public
interest, Threats to historic vatues include cattle grazing and trees growing in the vicinity of structures,

We understand that consideration has been given to forinal protection of these values. They arc currently protected
by the Historic Places Act which makes deliberate disturbance of historic sites an offence. We agree that fusther
protection under tenure review is probably not justified.

FMC Submission on Proposal 2,3.1  Land to be disposed of by freehold disposal to Earnscleugh
Statlon Lands Limited, and marked FH 1 on the designations plau,

FMC is satlsfied that the intent of the CPL Act to promote ecologlcally sustainable land use Is satisfied
by this proposal to freehold lands classlfied LUC Class VI below aboui 900m In the Obellsk and Butchers
Creek catchments, We accept that conslderation has been glven (o the protection of SIVs In this area,
and we are satlsfled with the reasons wity they are not proposed for formal protection.

Qualifted Designations:

(i) The continuation in force of the existing easement right to convey water (Memorandum
885763) in favour of Last Chance Irrigation Company Limited under Section 36(3)(c) Crown
Pastoral Land Act 1998

(ii) The continuation in force of the existing easement right to convey water (Memorandum
8395719.1) in favour of Last Chance Irrigation Company Limited under Section 36(3)(c) Crown
Pastoral Land Act 1998

FMC Submnissioy on Qualified Deslgnations (1) and (1)
FMC has no objectlon to the proposal for the continuation In force of exisiing easemenis fo convey waler

In favour of the Last Chauce Irrigntion Compuny

(ili)  Right of way easement a-b, c-d and e-f

A right of way easement pursuant to Section 36(3)(b) Crown Pastoral Land Act 1998 for public
foot and motorised vehicle access and for DoC management purposes access on the alignment
of Symes Road where it diverges from the legal road.

Symes Road runs through the middle of the proposed area FH 1, Its formation is on legal road alignment for two
thirds of its distance with one third off the alignment. Guaranteed public access to the Old Man Range, to the
proposed Conservation Area CA 1 and the adjacent Kopuwai Conservation Area is therefore not available at the
present time, However one of the objectives of the CPL Act is “to secure public access to and enjoyment of high
country land”. 1t appears that this problem has been resolved by the proposal to establish right of way easements
where Symes Road diverges from the legai road.
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The preferred method of securing public access would usually be to formally recognise the actual road formation on
the ground as the legal road. We understand however, that this is not possible in this case because the “Telecom
Road” (which everyone iow uses) is not on either the original “paper “ yoad alignment nor the more recently
surveyed (but also pre-Telecom) road which is curtently the formal legal road alignment. Because that road is
currently recognised as the legal road it is not possible to also (or instead) designate the “Telecom Road” as the
legal road. We understand that the next best thing is to establish right of way easements for public foot and vehicle
use over the three sections (a — b, ¢ — d, and e —f ) where the actual formation deviates from the legal road, We
thetefore support this proposal as the best short term solution to the jack of guaranteed public access to the
conservation area CA 1 and the Kopuwai Conservation Park. In the longer term it is to be hoped that the “Telecom
Road” will be formally recognised as the legal road throughout its length.

FMC Submisslon on Quallfied Deslgnation (ill

Guaranteed legal access fo the Old Man Range via Symes Road has long been « problem, whiclt it
appears has beein resolved by the current proposal, FMC agrees that there is an urgent need fo solve the
luck of guaranteed public access over parts of the road, We belleve that the best shori term solution Is to
establlsh short right of way easements for public foot and vehicle use over the three sections (a0, c—d,
and e =f) where the actual forniation deviates from the legal road. . In the longer ferin it is to be lroped
that the “Telecom Road” wiil be formally recognised as the legal road throughout its length,

Proposal 2.3.2 Flat Top Hill (Marked FH 2 CC on the designations plan}
Land to be disposed of by freehold disposal to Earnscleugh Station Lands Limited

We deal first with the recreational opportunities which could be developed in the proposed frechold area FH 2. The
track along the ridge is essentially a continuation southwards of the track within the existing Flat Top Hill
Conservation Area, leading into the proposed freehold area FH 2. This track appeass to be a legal road which would
provide public access. Indeed it is one of several legal roads which could present interesting opportunities for
public access and round trips. The ridge track runs approximately paraliel with the new Roxburgh Gorge Trail
running through the gorge within the proposed Conservation Area CA 2. One of the legal roads heads East towards
the boundaty between FH 2 and CA 2 and could be used to connect to the new trail. This might depend on selecting
the most practical route down the steep slopes within CA 2. Another legal road heads down the western slopes to
SH 8, and could provide alternatives for round trips from Alexandra. It is recommended that all these opportunities
to exploit the use of existing legal roads should be explored as a preferred alterative to the establishment of any
new easements,

This area (FH 2) is much drier than area FH1 and generally has a warmer aspect. The cover has been highly
modified by a history of grazing by rabbits and sheep. The western slopes are severely depleted

being dominated by mouse eared hawkweed with occasional patches of native and exotic herbs and grasses. Rock
outcrops act as a refuge for a wide range of native shrub species. The foot slopes have areas of saline soils that
contain pative grasses and herbs.

Flat Top Hill crest contains a mosaic of hard and silver tussock interspersed with drought tolerant

pasture grasses and weeds.. A series of small ephemeral shallow wet depressions are scattered over the plateau.
These support a flora of predominantly annual herbaceous plants with community composition varying between
depressions. There is a mix of exotic and native species, common native species being mouse tail, small flowered
forget-me-not and a species of Crassula

The Departiment of Conservation CRR identifies a number of significant inherent values within the proposed
Covenant area, These values may be protected as a result of the proposed protective instrument, but this will depend
upon the terms and conditions of the conservation covenant which covers both Areas A and B,

The area contains five threatened plant species, two of which are classified as “Nationally Critical” and are present
in ephemeral wetlands that exist along the summit of Fiat Top Hill. In addition the area contains seven ‘at risk’
plant species. These comprise both herbs and shrubs. Importantly, the area contains ephemeral wetlands which are a
rare ecosystem listed as “National Priority 3” in “Protecting our Places”,
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The classification of these values as rare, or threatened to significant degrees, would suggest that strong conditions
will need to be attached to the covenant in order to achieve its stated objective to "protect the values".

In the FMC Report (2010) it was suggested that being adjacent to an existing, and ecologically similar ecosystemn
which has similar management problems there might be an opportunity to test a variety of management options to
achieve optimal ecological outcomes, Such management options might include light grazing by sheep at specific
times of the year, but it was certainly not envisaged that grazing by cattle and oversowing and topdressing would be
included. Such management tools are incompatibfe with the stated objective to protect the values

Flat Top Hill is generally recognised as a significant landscape feature being a distinctive local landmark containing
rock tors visible from SH 8 and being adjacent to Flat Top Hill Conservation area, We submit that these ecological
and landscape values are such that they deserve adequate protection.

The Proposal Suminary states that “Exotic weed invasion by broom and wilding conifers are significant threats to
the values. Sheep grazing is not considered a threat however cattle may pose a threat to values associated with

ephemeral wetlands. Intensive development involving cultivation is also considered a threat to botanical values
while large structures such as buildings or pylons that are poorly located are threats to landscape values”.

It'should be noted that this quote from the Proposal Summary includes the very activities (threats) which are
proposed to be permitted under the conditions for the management of Area B (see below). FMC asserts that cattle
grazing and intensive pasture development are incompatible with the objective to “preserve the values” and should
not be permitted within the proposed covenant area.

FMC Submisslon on Proposal 2,3.2  Land to be disposed of by freehold disposal to Earnscleugh
Statlon Lands Lintlted, and marked FH 2 on the designatlons plan,

It Is strougly reconmnended that consideratlon shosld be glven durlug tenure review to the possibllity of
usiug existing legal roads within FH 2 to enable public recreatlonal use of a numnber of possible roudl
trips, including a link between the Flat Top HII Conservation Area and the new Roxburgh Gorge
Trall through the proposed conservatlon aren CA 2,

The descriptions I the CRR and I the Summnary of the Proposal ldentlfy and descrlbe a number of
important and significant lulierent natural and landscape values. It Is oty understanding that most of
these features are tucluded within the proposed Conservation Covenant area CC,

FMC Is puzgled by the apparent mismatch between the recognition of significaunt inlerent vlues and the
apparent fuliure to provide for thelr protection within the area CC. This may be an aiionialy which Ias
been overlooked, but we strongly recommend that cattle grazing and lutensive pastnre development
should not be permitted withlis the covenanted area,

This Issne is further discussed below lu relatlon to the proposed Protectlve Mechauisms,

Proposal 2.3,2  Protective Mechanisms

Conservation Covenant CC (Area A and Area B)

The Proposal Summary states that: “The purpose of the proposed Covenant Is to protect the Values which arise in
the form of threalened plant species present and the outstanding landscape values”.

As mentioned in the introduction we have concerns about the effectiveness of the proposed conditions for the
Covenant area CC on Flat Top Hill intended to protect the Values described in the Deed. of Covenant.

Because of those concerns we sought legal advice and obtained a Legal Opinion from a Solicitor with Forest and
Bird, That Opinion is attached in full at Appendix 2. We quote here from paragraph 3 of that Opinion:-
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3. However, Schedule 2 Speclal conditions, Schedule 3 Managemeint Prescription Document and Schedule 4
Monltoring Progranume description comtaln a mumber of previsions which are not In accordance with the
Objects of the CPLA, and are Inconsistent with the maln body of the Covenant, In summary:

(@) Schedules 2 and 3 shonld be rewrlifen fo remmove provistons whicl atlow practices that are Incousistens with
fhe protection of the Values.

() Stieep grazing should only be permitted In order to malntaln the Values, and the Minister shonid be able fo
unllaterally Iinpose conditlons on grazing or require grazing fo cease [f' It Is shown by menlitoring fo be adverse
10 the Values,

(c) Both Areas A and B shonld be accorded the same level of profectlon. It Is not appropriate to trial land
pracilces that have highly destructive and In some cases Irreversible effects In an area of exfremely vilnerable
SIVS,

(d) The Schedule 4 monltoring provislons should be rewritten fo support protection of SIVs on Areas A and B,
rather fln envisaging and permitting danage or destruction of the SIVs through land management practices,

FMC recognises and supports the intention to manage Area A so as to maintain the status quo condition. This
would create an opportunity to test various light grazing options by comparing the treatments and their effects in
Area A, with cotresponding observations in the existing Conservation Area, which could be regarded as a ‘control’.
We further recognise that these management treatments should not impose any new threats to Area A.

The situation is quite different with respect to the management of Area B. Here the proposed management
conditions in the covenant permit grazing by cattle and pasture development by oversowing, topdressing and direct
drilling. These are the very activities quoted in the Proposal Summary Section 2.3.2 above, which were recognised
as being threats to, and therefore likely to adversely compromise, the values which it is intended to protect.
Surprisingly it is also stated that: “these activities will be carried out in such a way as to avoid adverse effects on
the values.” 1t is very difficult to see how these conflicting statements can be rationalised, FMC asserts that the
objective will be impossible to achieve because pasture development and cattle grazing are in our view
incompatible with the objective “to protect the Values”, We see the only solution being to not permit cattle grazing
and pasture development within Area B.

Furthermore, we strongly recommend that Area A should be fenced and eﬁlarged, perhaps doubled (and Area B
correspondingly reduced) so that more of the flat top ridge crest with its unique shallow ephemeral tarns, wetlands
and other rare features would be better protected where the intention is to maintain the status quo condition.

FMC Submission on Praposal 2.3.2 Protectlon Meclianlsins.

FMC belfeves that the proposed ferms and condlitlons for Avea A will not threaten the objective to profect
the values Identlfied and described In the Proposal Stummary, but wonld stiil allow some scope for testing
some management optlons within Area A, wihich could be compared with the adjacent and existing
Conservaflon Area which conld he nused as a ‘control’. We therefore support the proposal,

By lts own adwlssion, the conditlons proposed In the doctiment for Area B constltnte threais to the very
valnes If Is fntended to profect

FMC strongly reconunends that the ferms and conditlons fo be applied to the management of Aveu B
shonld be revised, and that permission fo graze caftle, and fo carry ont pasture development shold be
deleted,

FMC strongly reconmmends that Area A shonld be fenced and enlarged, perhaps dounbled, and Avea B
correspondingly reduced so that more of the flat top crest will be managed so as fo protect the nnlgue
Seatures of the area, Including the ephemeral tarus and wetlands, and malintaln the status quo condition,

Finally, FMC is grateful to the Commissioner for Crown Lands for this opportunity to make subinissions on the
Preliminary Proposal for the tenure review of Obelisk Pastoral Lease,

Yours faithfully N P g
/et o 5

/ // Josie Broadbent, Secretary, Federated Mountain Clubs of NZ Inc.
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Appendix 1. Preliminary Report on the Recreational, Landscape, Historic and other Conservation
values of, and reconunendations for the Outcomes of Tenure Review — Obelisk Station (FMC
Report, 2010)
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