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This document builds on the Preliminary Report on public submissions. The analysis
determines if an issue that was allowed, and further consulted on, is accepted or
not accepted for inclusion in the Substantive Proposal and to what extent. The
report complies with the requirements of Section 45 Crown Pastoral Land Act
1998.
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FINAL ANALYSIS OF PUBLIC SUBMISSIONS
Statement Pursuant To Sec 45(a)(iii) Crown Pastoral Land Act 1998

REDCLIFFS TENURE REVIEW NO 54

Details of lease

Lease name: Redcliffs
Location: Double Hill Run Road, 32 kilometres north-west of Methven
Lessee: William Hugh Duncan Ensor and Sarah Helen Ensor

Public notice of preliminary proposal

Date advertised: 5 November 2005
Newspapers advertised in:

The Press Christchurch
Otago Daily Times Dunedin
The Ashburton Guardian Ashburton

Closing date for submissions: 23 January 2006

Details of submissions received

Number received by closing date: seven (7)

Cross-section of groups/individuals represented by submissions:-

Sub Type of
# Submitter Address Organisation
. . P O Box 527 Non Government
1 Christchurch Tramping Club Christchurch Organisation - Local
Local Government
2 | Environment Canterbury P O. Box 345 Organisation —
Christchurch ;
Regional
C/- G R K Hunter
3 Federated Mountain Club of | Kalaugher Road (h)l?naﬁics)\ézgnnm_ent
New Zealand (Inc) RD 21 9
. National
Geraldine
C/- 271 Centaurus
4 | Peninsular Tramping Club Road ([\)l(r)na(r?iz\:’?ignnm-el_ncscal
Christchurch 8002 9
New Zealand Deerstalkers’ | P O Box 6514 Non Government
5 e . Organisation —
Association Incorporated Wellington National
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Non Government
Organisation —
National

Royal Forest & Bird P O Box 2516
Protection Society Christchurch

10 Smacks Close
7 | Geoff Clark Papanui Private individual
Christchurch 8005

Number of late submissions refused/other: nil

ANALYSIS OF SUBMISSIONS
Introduction
Methodology

Each of the submissions received has been reviewed in order to identify the
points raised and these have been numbered accordingly. Where submitters
have made similar points these have been given the same number.

The following analysis:

° Summarises each of the points raised along with the recorded number
(shown in the appended tables) of the submitter(s) making the point.

o Discusses the point.
° Records the decision made as to whether or not to allow for further

consultation.
o Records further consuitation undertaken on the allowed points.
° Recommends whether or not to accept the allowed points.

The following approach was adopted when making the decision to allow for
further consultation:

The points raised were analysed to assess whether they were matters that
could be dealt with under the Crown Pastoral Land Act 1998 (CPLA). Where it

was considered that they were, the decision was to allow them.

Further consultation with both the Director General of Conservation’s delegate
and the leaseholders has been completed on all those points that were
allowed.

A recommendation to accept or not accept the point is made taking into
account the views of all parties consulted and any other matters relevant to
the review, balanced against the objects and matters to be taken into account
in the Crown Pastoral Lands Act 1998 (Sections 24 and 25 of the Act).

The outcome of an accept decision will be that the point is included in the draft

substantive proposal, conversely the outcome of a not accept decision is will
be that the point is not included in the draft substantive proposal.
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Analysis

Point| Summary of point raised | Submission | Allow or | Accept or
numbers disallow | not accept

3 2 1 Support for the proposal to 1,2,3,5 Allow Accept
L retain the land indicated for
Crown ownership.

Rationale
Allow/Disallow

The submitters note that this outcome will protect land that was intended for
surrender under the earlier Soil and Water Conservation Plan (SWCP).
Submitter two also considers that protecting the large mountain area will make
a major contribution to landscape protection of this important mountain
backdrop. Submitter five underlines that the area to be protected has high
recreational value for hunting and other outdoor recreation activities.

The point relates to objectives and outcomes which are covered by the CPLA;
therefore the point was allowed.

Accept/Not Accept

Following consultation with both the holder and the DGC’s delegate the
proposed conservation area designations have been retained largely intact
with only very minor adjustments made to the boundaries to obtain more
practical fence lines.

The point is accepted and the preliminary proposal designations are retained
for a draft substantive proposal with the minor boundary adjustments
mentioned above.

Point | Summary of point raised | Submission | Allow or | Accept or
number disallow | not accept

| 2 Support the designated 1 Allow Accept
T Scenic Reserve in
Redcliffe Stream.

Rationale
Allow/Disallow

The submitter contends that the gorge section of Redcliffe Stream has high
ecological and landscape values of this area and as Crown land it will improve
the Public access opportunities.

The point relates to objectives and outcomes which are covered by the CPLA;
therefore the point was allowed.
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Accept/Not Accept

Similar to point 1 above the designation of this area is substantially
unchanged other than slight amendments made following a more accurate
mapping of the existing fence lines.

The point is accepted and the preliminary proposal designations are retained
for a draft substantive proposal with the minor boundary adjustments
mentioned in point 1 above.

Point | Summary of point raised | Submission | Allow or | Accept or
numbers disallow | not accept

3 Ensure appropriate public 14,6 Allow in Accept
N access to Black Hill, Mt part
Hutt ranges and upper
Swift River through both
Redcliffe and Glenrock
stations.

Rationale
Allow/Disallow

The submitters want good quality access to the newly proposed Crown land
created from a number of reviews in the district. They note that with more
than one property involved there are a number of Service Providers involved.

Improved public access is an object of the CPLA. However, the request for
Service Providers to talk to each other is not directly a CPLA matter. The
point was allowed in part.

Accept/Not Accept

Following consultation with the holder and the DGC’s delegate on this point an
inspection was made of Hutt Stream to determine if the stream and its
margins provided adequate public access to the Steep Face Hill and the Mt
Hutt Range. The stream was found to provide easy walking right up to the
proposed conservation area boundary as shown in figure 1 below. As the
stream will attract a marginal strip on disposition no formal easement
arrangements will be required.

TR 54 Redcliffe 8_7.5F report 13072006 Page 4




RELEASED UNDER THE OFFICIAL INFORMATION ACT



RELEASED UNDER THE OFFICIAL INFORMATION ACT



RELEASED UNDER THE OFFICIAL INFORMATION ACT



RELEASED UNDER THE OFFICIAL INFORMATION ACT

The securing of public access to reviewable land is an object of Part 2 of the
Crown Pastoral Land Act. The point was therefore allowed for the part that is
on the pastoral lease land.

Accept/Not Accept

The farm track identified by submitters was investigated and found to be
‘almost entirely within SR1. The new easement described in point 4 above is
over this track as far as the boundary of the scenic reserve and the point is
accepted to this extent.

The submitter also suggested that the access follow the track as far as the
commencement of the legal road line to give legal access to the Rat Hill area
of the conservation designation. This was investigated and the line of the legal
road as well as the proposed access to it is considered impractical for public
access (being step rough going through dense scrub).

Our interpretation of the point made is that the submitter wished to see access
established between the SR1 and CA1 designations. On inspection this was
considered best achieved by linking the top of SR1 to the nearest point of
CA1. This provides relatively easy walking access along the length of SR1
and then over a short easement to CA1 ThIS is illustrated in figure 3 — over

page.
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