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OTAGO CONSERVATION 
BOARD 

Box 5244, Dunedin 9058     Tel: (03) 474 6944     Email: ahooper@doc.govt.nz   
 

        Our ref:  SBC-08-34 
3 February 2014     
 
 
LINZ – Crown Property and Investment 
Private Bag 4721 
CHRISTCHURCH  8140       (email to:  pastoral&tenurereview@linz.govt.nz ) 
 
 
Dear Sirs 
 
Review under Part 2 Crown Pastoral Land Act: Obelisk 
 
The Otago Conservation Board appreciates this opportunity to comment on the 
Preliminary Proposal for the review of the Obelisk Pastoral Lease.  
 
The Otago Conservation Board (OCB) is appointed by the Minister of Conservation 
to represent the wider Otago community in advocating for the protection of 
biodiversity, recreational opportunities and the conservation of natural and historic 
resources throughout Otago. The Board takes a strong interest in tenure review 
and makes submissions on all proposals in the Otago area. 
 
The Board is supportive of the proposed split of the land between freehold and full 
Crown ownership and control. This split appears to recognise the principles 
espoused in the Crown Pastoral Land Act 1998, which provides for full Crown 
ownership and control as the preferred method of protecting significant inherent 
values when land cannot be farmed in an ecologically sustainable manner and for 
land that is capable of economic use without compromising ecological sustainability 
to be freeholded. 
 
The proposed conservation areas will provide protection for landscape values and 
threatened species, as well as (in CA1) supporting ecosystem services in the form 
of water harvesting for irrigation.   
 
The proposed historic reserve contains important archaeological sites and artefacts 
from the gold-mining era.  It is recognised that this site has been grazed for over a 
century, but the Board believes that the conditions around monitoring of the 
proposed concession are somewhat vague.  Monitoring should be mandatory, 
rather than subject to the ephemeral requirements of the proposed terms, and in 
the  event of adverse effects, the Department of Conservation should (rather than 
may) impose conditions. 
 
The Board notes the existence of an unformed legal road running the length of area 
FH2, with side roads to the west (joining a formed road connecting with State 
Highway 8) and to the east (to the boundary with CA2).  It is acknowledged that 
these are vested in the local authority, and therefore are not part of the property 
under review. They have considerable potential to provide for enhanced 
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recreational access between CA2 (particularly with the new cycleway traversing 
that area), Flat Top Hill Conservation Area and State Highway 8.  However, the 
Board recognises that legal road lines, although providing the gold standard for 
public access, may not always provide the most practical solutions for either 
recreationalist or the adjacent landowner. Consideration should be given to what 
the most practical routes are, with a view to negotiating public access over those 
routes.  The legal roads should only be stopped if the alternative routes are 
dedicated as legal roads,  as these existing roads provide residual rights of access 
should any alternative routes cease to be available in the future. 
 
The proposal to secure public access by foot and vehicle between State Highway 
and CA1 is welcomed.  Although easements are proposed where the formation 
departs from the legal alignment, the Board understands that a directive from the 
Minister of Land Information favours legalising existing formations in preference to 
easements. The Board believes that, in this case, where there is recognition by all 
parties that secure access (including by vehicle) is appropriate and where the local 
authority is generally appreciative of the importance of roads as legal access, it 
should be relatively straightforward to dedicate the existing formation as a road. If 
this is not practical within the timeframe for implementation of this Proposal, the 
Board recommends that the agencies involved continue to work towards this goal 
after the Proposal has been finalised.  
 
The proposed terms of the conservation covenant area CCA appear to aim to 
maintain the status quo and would seem to be appropriate.  The same cannot be 
said for area CCB.  The covenant exists to “protect the values which arise in the 
form of threatened plant species present and the outstanding landscape values”.  
The conditions allow for grazing by cattle, and pasture improvement by over-
sowing, topdressing and direct drilling. The Proposal states that “these activities are 
to be carried out in such a way as to avoid adverse effects on the values”.  This 
objective would seem to be completely at odds with the proposed conditions, which 
cannot possibly avoid adverse effects, particularly to threatened plant species.  It is 
clear that the parties have concluded that the values need protecting, and in that 
case any conditions that do the opposite are unacceptable.  
 
In conclusion, the Otago Conservation Board generally supports the proposed split 
of the land between freehold and full Crown ownership and control for the Obelisk 
Pastoral Lease, but would like to see monitoring requirements tightened; 
consideration of alternative access routes through FH2 where they may be more 
practical than the legal roads; continued work between the agencies to secure legal 
road status rather than easements between State Highway and CA1.  The Board 
does not support the conditions in the proposal for area CCB, because they appear 
not to protect the conservation values.  The Board urges the Commissioner to give 
consideration to its concerns as part of the submissions process. 
 
 
Yours faithfully 
 

 
Gordon Bailey 
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Chairperson 
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